STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. Joginder Singh,

M/s Goindwal Woodworks,

#905, Phase-2, Goindwal,

District Amritsar.




………Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director, Department of Industries, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh





………..Respondent.








CC No- 12-2006

Present:
Col. Joginder Singh complainant.



Shri V.K. Kapoor, Deputy Director for respondent.
Order:



Contention of Col. Joginder Singh is that because of wrong application of policy in his case, he suffered a lot for the last 15 years. According to him the officials of the District Industries Centre, Amritsar were responsible.  He also stated that it was not a case of land subsidy but about the application of the policy.  According to him, the subsidy, if any, was to be paid to Punjab Small Industries and Export Corporation and not to him, whereas Shri V.K.Kapoor informed that on the first representation of Col. Joginder Singh, District Industries Centre, Amritsar was directed in 1994 to consider his case as per the Industrial Policy, 1978.  As regards taking action against the officials of the District Industries Centre, Amritsar, he says that matter was looked into and according to them; no officer/official was guilty of any malafide omission/commission in this case. This was also communicated to Col. Joginder Singh vide their letter dated 14.8.2006, whereas the original complaint of Col. Joginder Singh is of 27.3.1997. If the decision, which is communicated now, had been communicated to Col. Joginder Singh after his complaint, probably this case would have not come to this stage. It may be possible that somebody knowingly or otherwise did not allow issue to come up.  As such a letter may go to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Industries under whose administrative supervision of Punjab Small Industries and Export Corporation’s working is, to appoint an appropriate senior officer to look into the issue whether the action was delayed intentionally or not as far as this case is concerned, the matter stands closed.











Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Narinder Khosla,

Superintending Engineer (Retd.)

H. No.1257, Sector 51-B, Chandigarh.









______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Department of Irrigation,

Government of Punjab,

Madhya Marg, Sector 18,

Chandigarh.



         

 -----------Respondent.








Appeal No- 63-2006

Present:
Shri Narinder Khosla complainant.



Shri Jang Singh representative of Irrigation Department, Pb. 

Order:



Shri Khosla states that he has received information, as such the matter stands disposed of.









       Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Lachhman Singh,

Clerk, Market Committee,

Salem Tabri, Ludhiana.


 

______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.


         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 07-2006

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh, APIO for respondent.



Shri Sham Lal Saini for complainant.

Order:



Normally we accept   representative of the Department  on behalf the Public Information Officer/Assistant Public Information Office. In the instant case on the last hearing dated 22.9.2006, when  Shri Chander Shekhar, APIO appeared, he tried to  mislead the Commission. In fact, the  P.I.O. should have appeared herself instead of another A.P.I.O. Shri Amarjit Singh who has now  appeared and has stated that he has brought all the information and is  ready to handover the same  to Mr. Sham Lal Saini. He may do so.  However,  for an  attempt to mislead the Commission, a show-cause notice may be issued to the Public Information Officer, Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh as to why action should not be taken against her under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


Case to come up for confirmation on 3.11.2006.










       Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kewal Krishan,

House No.543, Sector 7,

Urban Estate, Ambala City.















______Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna, District Ludhiana.






         

 -----------Respondent.







C.C. No- 224-2006

Present:
Shri Kewal Krishan, complainant himself.



Shri Darshan Singh Sandhu for Tehsildar Khanna.

Order:



Shri Kewal Krishan states that the plot in question was purchased by his father in an open-auction from the Ministry of Rehabilitation, Government of India, whereas Shri Darshan Singh Sandhu, Tehsildar, Khanna states that according to their record there is no such mention. Shri Kewal Krishan says that from 1958 to 2001, the said plot  remained in their possession.  It is also brought to the notice of the Commission that a Civil Suit which was filed by the complainant, has gone in favour of Shri Kewal Krishan. Gurudwara authorities who  are contemplating to go in appeal.  This Commission is not concerned about any civil suit.  The Ministry of Rehabilitation had auctioned the said plot in the year 1958  for which there must be entry in the record of the Ministry of Rehabilitation as well as in the Accounts Register. Shri Kewal Krishan also indicated that a copy of the allotment of the said plot, after the auction, was also sent to the Municipal Committee, Khanna.  If it is so, the Tehsildar Khanna is instructed to get the detail from the Municipal Committee, Khanna and furnish the report by next date of hearing i.e. 3.11.2006. 









      Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kimti Lal s/o Shri Karam Chand,

Resident of Basant Vihar, Noor Wala Road,

Near A.V.M. School, Ludhiana.















______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,




Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 02-2006

Present:
Shri Kimti Lal, complainant himself.



Shri Harpreet Singh S.P. for respondent.

Order:



Shri Kimti Lal agrees that he has received the information, so the case stands disposed of.










         Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

Ex-Additional Director,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala (Punjab)









______Complainant.




Vs.

District Public Relations Officer,

Gurdaspur.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 155-2006

Present:
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan complainant himself.



Shri Pal Singh, District Public Relations Officer, Gurdaspur.

Order:



While information about the death and legal heirs of Shri Natha Singh Dalam, ex-Public Relations Minister, Punjab has been supplied,  the complainant Shri Chowhan is asking for copies of the following:

(i) All the  correspondence (s) regarding the legal heirs received from the Director, Information and Public Relations Punjab, Chandigarh.

(ii) All the correspondence(s) regarding the legal heirs received from the Assistant District Public Relations Officer, Batala.

(iii) All the correspondence(s) regarding the legal heirs between the District Public Relation Officer, Gurdaspur and the Director Information and Public Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh.

(iv) All the correspondence (s) regarding the legal heirs between the District Public Relations Officer and Assistant District Public Relations Officer, Batala.

The whole information relates to the legal heirs of Shri Natha Singh Dalam, ex-Minister for Public Relations Punjab, after his death on 12.5.2005.  Since the information is badly delayed, all  fee is waived off for supplying the copies.  The initial fee of Rs.10/- deposited by Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan should also be refunded to him.  All information should be supplied free of cost. 

The case to come up for confirmation on 20.10.2006.










      Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Sharma, H.No.572/15,

Bank Colony, KHanna, 

District Ludhiana.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Labour Inspector, Grade-1, Circle Khanna,

c/o Assistant Labour Commissioner (Circle 6),

Ludhiana.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 103-2006

Present:
Shri Malhara Singh, Labour Inspector, Khanna for respondent.



None for the complainant.

Order:



Shri Malhara Singh informs that the  asked for information has been supplied through the Public Information Officer of the Assistant Labour Commissioner, Ludhiana. Last opportunity is given to the complainant to confirm otherwise a final decision will be taken.



The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.










      Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Nachhattar Singh Gill,

s/o Shri Jarnail Singh Gill, 

V.P.O. Bahona, Tehsil and District

Moga.







______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

District Transport Officer,

Mansa




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 06-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Sobti, Assistant District Transport Officer on behalf of the respondent.

Order:



Shri Rajinder Sobti, Assistatant District Transport Officer, Mansa informs that the information has been supplied.  For confirmation the case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.

       Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

S.C./B.C. Employees Coordination Committee, Punjab

Through Chairman Sh. Malagar Singh,

15/7, Anand Nagar-B,

Tripuri, Patiala.





______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Vice Chancellor, Punjabi University,

Patiala.



         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 151-2006

Present:
Shri Malagar Singh for complainant.



Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate for the respondent.

Order:



Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate has submitted a copy of the reply which is dated 19.09.2006.  In this letter, it is stated that the reply given is on the basis of tentative information.  Shri Malagar Singh states that  instead of tentative information, it should be a certified information from the Vice Chancellor, Punjab University, Patiala or his authorized representative.  It is also surprising that during the hearing on 4.9.2006, it was stated by the complainant that about 800 persons have been kept whereas Shri Gurpreet Singh informs that only 71 persons  have been kept tentatively in the regular cadre.  Detail of the cadre is not provided nor was it sought for.  He also stated that it is possible that some temporary staff might have been kept for attending to occasional exigencies like holding of seminars but they are absolutely temporary and adhoc in nature. The detail of the same is not available.  The complainant says that even if it is for temporary or short term, advertisement should have been made which has not been done.  He also wanted to be sure that Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate should have proper authority letter for appearing before the Commission.  This information should be supplied and case to come up for confirmation on 3.11.06.










      Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Murti, 

#931-H,

Sector 21, Panchkula.



______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.



         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 108-2006

Present:
Shri Amit Mehta, Advocate for the respondent.



Shri Ram Murti Sharma complainant himself.

Order:



Plea taken by Shri Amit Mehta, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Punjab State Electricity Board is that the record had been destroyed in 1982, whereas Shri Ram Murti states that his pay was reduced in November, 1981. It is difficult to believe that the record had been destroyed within 3-4 months of the reduction of his pay.  There is force in the contention of the complainant.  It is, therefore, ordered that on next date of hearing the Public Information Officer, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala himself should appear with full facts and information. The matter to  come up on 3.11.2006.









        Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

M/s Doaba Hoteliers Ltd.

Mahavir Maarg,

Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.





______Complainant.






Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, 

Jalandhar Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.





 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 24-2006

Present:
Shri Joginder Singh Bhatia and Shri Kuldip Singh Vadala, Managing Director of the complainants.


Shri Jatinder Kumar, Advocate for respondent.

Order:



Though in the last order dated 4.9.2006, one month’s time was given to the respondent for supplying the information and doing the demarcation, it is sorry state of affairs that nothing seems to have been done by the respondents.  Shri Jatinder Kumar appearing for the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar informs that Shri Sukhdev Singh Patwari, an employee of the trust has fixed 13.10.2006 for demarcation.  It is not clear, if revenue authorities have been informed about this or not.  Easy handling of the cases resulted delay on the part of the Improvement Trust.  A show cause notice be issued to the Public Information Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for delaying the information.  


The case to come up on 3.11.2006 on which date I expect that Public Information Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar shall be present.









        Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri K.S.Bhalla, 259-A, Guru Nanak Pura (West).

Jalandhar.






______Complainant.








Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





 
 -----------Respondent.






C.C. No- 232-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Ishwar Singh, I.P.S., Senior Superintendent of Police-cum-Public Information Officer, Jalandhar himself.

Order:



Shri Ishwar Singh, SSP, Jalandhar states that this case relates to missing of 2024 files from the Building Department of the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  After the registration of the case, investigation continued since 2002.  In the meantime, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar passed a resolution to the effect that departmental enquiry will be held and guilty will be punished departmentally and they have also mentioned that in view of the above, police investigation should be stopped.  Further it is pointed out that one person has filed a Public Interest Litigation in the Punjab and Haryana High Court requesting for transfer of investigation from Punjab Police to Central Bureau of Investigation and the case is to come up for hearing on 12.10.2006.  Under the law, if a case has been registered, the investigation has to be taken to its logical end and only the judicial courts may resort to take such a extreme step for stopping the investigation.  However, the Supreme Court of India has taken a very strong exception to this concept.  The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar has also reported that all the files have been recovered and are available with them.  If that is the position, there should no bar in finalization of investigation.



However, not going into the merits of the investigations or otherwise S.S.P., Jalandhar has mentioned that as per the investigation made so-far, the applicant Shri Bhalla does not seem to be involved in missing of the files.  As far as stopping of departmental benefits, S.S.P. Jalandhar is not the appropriate authority.  It is for the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar  to file a separate information, if so desired.  


The case is adjourned to 3.11.2006 when Shri Bhalla shall be heard in the matter, if he so desire.










Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajesh Jain,

B-IX, 716, Gulchaman Street,\

Ludhiana.





______Complainant.




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director,

Language Department, Punjab,

Bhasha Bhawan, Sheranwala Gate,

Patiala.


         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 318-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.

Smt. Manjit Kaur, Research Officer, Language Department, Chandigarh.

Order:



Smt. Manjit Kaur, Research Officer appearing on behalf of the respondent requested for adjournment. Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 3.11.2006.










Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri B.S.Gill, 110-A,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.




______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry Department, 

Government of Punjab, Near Jagat Theatre,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


      

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 159-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Prabhu Sharan Rai, Deputy Director  for respondent.

Order:



Shri Rai states that information asked for is ready.  Since it involves 75 pages, the complainant has been asked to deposit Rs.150/- @ Rs.2/- per page, after which copies will be supplied to the complainant. 



The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. B.S.Gill, 110-A,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.


______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. Of Punjab,

Department of Animal Husbandry,

Chandigarh. 


         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 160-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Kuldip Singh, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.

Order:




Shri Kuldip Singh, Sr. Assistant states that the applicant has not deposited the prescribed fee, as such his request is not being followed up.  Such position also existed on 4.9.2006.  Last opportunity is given to Shri Gill to deposit the fee otherwise decision will be taken on merits.

  Case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar Lamba (Retd.) Teacher,

r/o Ashish Cottage,

Government Institute for the Blinds,

Baraille Bhawan, Chandigarh Road,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.




______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Social Security for Women

and Child Development, Punjab,

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No-330-2006

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar Lamba alongwith his representative Shri Sham Lal Saini.


None for the respondent.

Order:



Shri Lamba explained the gist of his complaint.  Only reply from the Directorate of Social Security dated 23.08.2006 indicates that the matter is under consideration of the Government. As such it is not possible to say when the decision will be finalized.  The Public Information Officer of the department should try to ascertain from the Government regarding the stage of the case of Shri Lamba.  


The case is adjourned to 3.11.2006 with the directions to the Public Information Officer o/o the Director Social Security to supply the required information.  Even if it is pending with the Government or with any other authority, it is her/his responsibility to collect and supply the same.  
The fact that no body has appeared in this hearing, it does not reflect well on the part of the directorate.  The Public Information Officer should ensure that either he/she or his /her representative must appear on the next date.  


The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.










Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarlochan Singh,

House No.Hl-168,

Sukhdev Nagar, Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141001.










______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsildar,

Jagraon, District Ludhiana.

         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C.No- 314-2006

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini for the complainant.



None for the respondent i.e. Tehsildar, Jagraon.

Order:



The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.










Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parveeen Kumar,

s/o Shri Puran Chand,

R/o 431-15, Sadar Bazar,

C/o P.K.Foam Agency,

Gurdaspur.






______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Border Range, Amritsar.


         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 197-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.

Order:



The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.










Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kulwant  s/o

Shri Sohan Singh, 

Village Bodh, V.P.O. Guruwali,

District Amritsar.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to

Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

Chandigarh.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 200-2006

Present:
Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent for respondent.



None for the complainant.

Order:



The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amar Nath Goel,

Senior Citizen,

H.No.2546, Mehna Chowk,

Bhatinda.






______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatinda.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 212-2006

Present:
Shri Amar Nath Goel himself.



None for the respondent.

Order:



Shri Goel states that he has asked for a copy of the enquiry report in a particular case but the report supplied to him does not relate to that case. This indicates carelessness on the part of the Public Information Officer of the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda.  


The case is adjourned to 3.11.2006 with the directions that either Public Information Officer should appear himself/herself or his/her authorized representative.  In the meantime, effort should be made to supply the copy of the enquiry report to the complainant.










Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kiranjit Sahni s/o Shri Roop Basant,

R/o V.P.O. Hardokhanpur, 

District Hoshiarpur.









______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

General Assistant to Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.




         

 -----------Respondent.








Appeal No- 219-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Ghuman Singh Superintendent for the respondent.

Order:




Representative of the respondent submitted that the information was to be provided by the District Consumer Forum, Hoshiarpur and not by them.  He has informed that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  However, the complainant has requested that deterrent action should be taken against the erring department for late providing information.   A show-cause notice may be issued to the Public Information Officer, District Consumer Forum, Hoshiarpur,  as to why action may not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  

The case should come up on 3.11.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jaswinder Singh Kapoor,

447, Stock Exchange Building,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.





______Complainant.





Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.



         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 252-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Santosh Kumar, Head Constable for the respondent.

Order:




Shri Santosh Kumar informs that the record has been destroyed in 2003, as life of the record is three years.  The complainant has been duly informed.  The case stands disposed of.










Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sadhu Singh, 

resident of House NO.1365,

Street No.1, Mohalla Sat Kartar, 

Tibba Road, Ludhiana.




______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 269-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Santosh Kumar, Head Constable for respondent.

Order:




According to the representative of the respondent, the information is ready but the complainant has not come to collect the same.  Respondent is directed to send the information by registered post at the given address.  




The Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana is instructed that in future he should depute a senior officer before the commission  and not a Head-constable.  


The case to come up on 3.11.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lt. Col. Gurdev Singh Kang (Retd.),

Member Public Grievance Committee and

Member PCRF, V.P.O. Malout,

District Mukatsar.









______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer-cum- 

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mukatsar.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 264-2006

Present:
Smt. Paramjit Kaur d/o Lt. Col. Gurdev Singh Kang (she is representive of Zila Parishad, Bhatinda)  for complainant.

Shri Naginder Singh Rana, D.S.P. (D) o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Mukatsar for respondent.

Order:



Smt. Paramjit Kaur explained brief facts of the case.  According to Shri Naginder Singh Rana, DSP (D), the inquiry was conducted by D.S.P. Maninder Singh Ball and according to the inquiry report there is no truth in the allegations leveled by the complainant.  It is admitted by Shri Rana that the complainant was not associated in the enquiry.  It may be appropriate for the Senior Superintendent of Police to depute a senior officer to the office of the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Malout to conduct the inquiry and associate the complainant.  



The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006 for submitting further report by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Mukatsar.










Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Ramesh Kumar

S/o Shri Bhagirath Ram,

House No. 12942, Street No.2,

Parjapat Colony, Near Sepat Hotel,

Bhatinda.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bhatinda.



         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 273-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Roop Singh, Sub-Inspector for the respondent.

Order:




According to Shri Roop Singh, Sub-Inspector representative of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda, the copies of information have been supplied to the complainant.  

The case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006 for confirmation.














Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Devinder Singla 

S/o Shri Raj Kumar,

Teacher Colony,

Maur Mandi, Bhatinda.
















______Complainant.

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Bhatinda.

2.
Civil Surgeon, Bhatinda.




         




 -----------Respondents.








C.C. No- 258-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the respondents.

Order:




Case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.










Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hans Raj

S/o Shri Sant Ram Nambardar,

Village Singhpura,

Post Office Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District Ropar.





______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Social Welfare Officer,

Ropar.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 294-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Superintendent O/o the Social Welfare Officer, Ropar for respondent.

Order:




Shri Mohinder Singh appearing for the respondent informs that the information has been supplied.  

Case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006 for confirmation.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bhagwan Singh

(Retired Additional Sessions Judge),






S/o Shri Jiwa Singh, 2210, Phase-7,

S.A.S. Nagar.





______Complainant.

Vs.

Estate Officer-cum-State Public Information Officer,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali.



         

 -----------Respondent.








Appeal No- 15-2006

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Gurbax Singh, Asstt. Public Information Officer o/o the Punjab Urban Development Authority, Mohali for respondent.

Order:



Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO informs that according to him information from A.G. Punjab was not asked for by the Estate Officer, PUDA, Mohali but by the Urban Development Department, Punjab and a copy of the same has been supplied to thecomplainant.  He further states that it is not possible to give detail of cases where ownerships have been transferred on the basis of the judgments where PUDA was not a party.  



Another opportunity for 3.11.2006 is given to the complainant for confirmation.











Sd/-







    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Surjit Kaur

w/o Shri Sukhdev Singh,

#227, Gali No.3,

New Shimlapuri, Mohalla Gobindsar,

Ludhiana.








______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Director, Department of Social

Security, Development of Children &

Women, 607/6, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.


         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 313-2006

Present:
Smt. Surjit Kaur herself for the complainant.



None for the respondent.

Order:



The complainant states that the inquiry is still going on and has given an undertaking that it is likely to be finalized by 30.11.2006.  In view of this, a copy of the inquiry report is not called for.  The complainant states that for supplying the information i.e. “enquiry is still going on”, the Public Information Officer has charged Rs.10/- per application from an employee working in Ludhiana whereas Rs.30/- from an employee working in district Bhatinda.  A letter may go to the Director, Department of Social Security; Development of Children & Women to get the matter looked into about the discrepancy and take appropriate action.



The complainant has been advised to approach the  Department/respondent  after 30.11.2006 for obtaining the information after depositing a fee of Rs.10/-.  



The case stands disposed of.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balu Ram s/o Sh. Hukma Ram,

Work Munshi,

o/o Sub Divisional Engineer,

Tubewell Const. Sub Divn. No.1,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation (Dhangu Road),

Pathankot, District Gurdaspur (Punjab).









______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Managing Director,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation Ltd.,

SCO 28-29, Sector 26, Chandigarh.
         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 162-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.

Order:




Case stands adjourned to 20.10.2006 on which date, the Public Information Officer of the Punjab State Tubewell Corporation Ltd., Chandigarh should be present personally.









       Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhdev Singh

S/o Shri Raghbir Singh,

Milk Plant Verka,

Industrial Area, Chandigarh.















______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.




         

 -----------Respondent.








C.C. No- 275-2006

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.


Order:




Case stands adjourned to 3.11.2006.











Sd/-








    

(R.K. Gupta)







   State Information Commissioner.

October 6, 2006.

