State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

VPO Bhanohar,

Tehsil & Distt Ludhiana.



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Ciivil Surgeon,

Ludhiana






………….Respondent

AC No.  894  of 2006

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the  complainant. 

                      ii)  Dr.Puneet Juneja, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

           The respondent has informed the Court that no Inquiry Officer was appointed in any of the cases concerning the complainant and no inquiry in fact has been held against him so far.  The information which the respondent has been directed to give to the complainant in  this Court’s orders dated 9-2-2007 therefore is “nil”.  Insofar as copies of the complaint received against him is concerned, copies of two complaints dated 27-3-2001 and 8-9-2003 were sent  by hand which he has refused to accept.

              In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 
           (Kulbir Singh)

        (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

Dated:  20th April, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84-85,(2nd Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.S.P.Goyal,

103-A,  Krishna Chambers,

59,  New Marine Lines,

Mumbai.






……… Appellant



Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

AC No. 06, 07, 08 and 09 of 2007

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the appellant.
ii) ASI Ms. Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Heard

In these four cases, the respondent  has been directed vide the orders of this Court dated 16-3-2007 to supply two specific pieces of information.These were regarding the  opinion of the District Attorney, Ludhiana, relating to the complaint dated 30-5-2005 and the statements which  the Economic  Offences Wing, Ludhiana have recorded of Sh. N.K.Aggarwal and Sh. Rajinder Gupta during the investigation of the said complaint.
The respondent has submitted to the Court a sworn affidavit of  Sh. Snehdeep Sharma, PPS, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Ludhiana, to the effect that the office record of the Economic Offences Wing, Ludhiana has been searched and the following is the position:-
1. No opinion of the District Attorney, Ludhiana relating to the complaint in question was sought, and

2. the Economic Offences Wing did not summon Sh. N.K.Aggarwal and  Sh. Rajinder Gupta during the investigation of the complaint dated 30-5-2005.

The appellant has written to the Commission to state that the above two items for information have not yet been provided to him and                                       
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that  if his presence is required, the case may be adjourned,  since he is unable to attend the Court on account of a health problem. In our view, no further action is required to be taken in this case in view of the affidavit submitted by the respondent and this case  is accordingly disposed of.

           (Kulbir Singh)

       


   (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner                       State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjit Singh,

S/o S. Karnail Singh,

VPO-Halwara,

Teh. Raikot, Distt. Ludhiana.


 _________________ omplainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Food & Supplies, Pb.,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

. 






________________ Respondent

CC No.391 of 2007

Present:
i)Sh. Harjit Singh,  complainant in person.
ii) None, on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has stated that the required information has been received by him.


Disposed of.

 
(Kulbir Singh)

       


 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Darwara Singh,

S/o S. Kehar Singh.

Vill. Madevi, P.O. Malerkotla

Distt Sangrur






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board,

SCO 149-52,Sector 17 C,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No. 832  of 2006

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the appellant. 

                      ii)Sh. Chander Shekhar Kalia,APIO,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent, while informing the Court of the latest position regarding this case, has given copies of the correspondence which was conducted with the National Insurance Company Ltd. The position which emerges is that this case,  along with all concerned documents, was first sent to the Insurance Company by the respondent on 16-9-1994. Since no action was taken on the claim, all the concerned papers were once again sent to the Insurance Company, who, however, replied that the documents which have been submitted are deficient in certain respects  and since the claim  has been made after a gap of 14 years,  it is not maintainable.  The respondent once again pointed out to the Insurance Company that the claim in this case has not been made after a gap of 14 years but had been sent in the first instance to the Insurance Company as early as on16-9-1994, and has made an assertion that all the required documents have already been sent.

In view of the response of the Insurance Company, no further action can be taken in this case, but we would suggest that the Board should take this  well deserving case to the Arbitrator in accordance with the terms and conditions in the agreement with the Insurance Company.  They are also advised to inform the complainant of the stand taken by the Insurance Company and the action being taken to take this case to Arbitration.  We further direct that keeping in view the old and frail condition of the complainant and the fact that his case for 
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compensation which was sent to by the respondent to the Insurance Company in 1994 was not pursued, an amount of Rs. 2500/- should be sent  by the respondent to the complainant to compensate him for the expenditure incurred by him in  bringing his case before the Commission and his journeys to Chandigarh on this account.


Disposed of.


(Kulbir Singh)

       


 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

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

Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

S/o Shi Rulia Ram,

Vill. Jainpur, P.O. Mehind Pur,

Teh. Balachaor, Distt. Nawanshahar.

 _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, SCO 36-40,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh. 



________________ Respondent

AC No.93 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. The complainant has either got the required information or is no longer interested in the same.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

       


 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007


.

.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Kumar,

# 9006, Opp. Shiv Mandir,

Mini Secretariat Road,

Bathinda.




      _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Vice Chancellor,

Punjabi University, 
Patiala.





________________ Respondent

CC No.  336   of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. The complainant has either got the required information or is no longer interested in the same.


Disposed  of.
.


(Kulbir Singh)

       


 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

#44, Sukhdev Avenue,

Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Forest Officer,

Ludhiana.

. 






________________ Respondent

CC No.  333  of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

The required information has been provided to the complainant by the respondents vide their letter No. 7544 dated 4-12-2006.  The complainant has also been informed by the respondents that if any other information is required he can contact his office for the same.

The complainant is not present.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

              (Kulbir Singh)

       

           (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner                     State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

The President,

Society for Health & Environment (Regd.),

# 2540, Gali Fire Brigade,

Mahan Singh Gate,

 Amritsar.

 


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest officer,

Opp. Tara Wala Pul, G.T. Road,

Amritsar.

. 






________________ Respondent

CC No.317 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. The complainant has either got the required information or is no longer interested in the same.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

       

 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Pritpal Kaur,

W/o Sh. Balwir Singh,

VPO   Behrampur,

Distt. Ludhiana.




_______________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Social Security of Women & Child Development,

SCO-102-103, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.

. 






________________ Respondent

CC No.   314  of 2007

Present:
None. 
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  However, the following facts emerge from the written response of the respondent contained in their letter dated 31-1-2007 addressed to the complainant and letters dated 30-12-2007 and  13-3-2007 addressed to the Commission:-
1. The respondent was asked to deposit the application fees of Rs. 10/- since the demand draft of Rs. 128/- sent by her could not be deposited on account of its being “payees Account”. The respondent has not yet deposited this amount.
2. The respondent has explained that the seniority list, a copy of which has been sought by the complainant, was under preparation by a Committee headed by Shri Satish Chandra, Secretary, Social Security of Women and Child Development, who has since prepared the list after inquiry and sent it to the Government on 27-2-2007 for consideration and decision.

The list is still under the consideration of the Government.  The Commission has also been informed that the complainant had approached the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court regarding her seniority and the Hon’ble Court has disposed of her case with the directions that her case should be 











Contd…..2






=2=

finalized by the Satish Chandra’s Committee after giving her a personal hearing, which has also been given on 23-10-2006.

In view of the above facts, no action is required to be taken on this complaint.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

       


 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner                       State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

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

Sh. Sanjay Haryan,

103A, Krishna Chambers,

59, New Maine Lines,

Mumbai-400020




 _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana. 





________________ Respondent

AC No.  36  of 2007

Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the  appellant.

ii) ASI Ms. Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has stated that  they have not received the application for information given by the appellant vide his letter dated 24-4-2006 and they have also not received the enclosures mentioned in the letter of the appellant dated 16-1-2007, in the absence of which they are unable to provide the required information to the appellant.

All of these concerned documents have today been given to the respondent, who has made a commitment that the required information will be given to the appellant within 15 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-5-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)

       

           (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner                      State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

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

Sh. Bhim Chand,

# L-10, Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Tech.,

Dabwali Road, Bhatinda.



 _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar, 

Baba Farid University of Health & Medical Science,

Faridkot.
 



________________ Respondent

AC No.  95  of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the appellant.

ii) Sh. Rupam Kumar Aggarwal,Advocate, on behalf of the    respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the notice for today’s hearing was received only today and therefore seeks time to be able to be prepared for the hearing and has requested for an adjournment.


The appellant is not present.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 10-5-2007     for  further consideration and orders.

(Kulbir Singh)

       

 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

#  50/30 - A , Ram Gali,

Nauhria Mal Bagh,

Ludhiana.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Sr. Superintendent Police,

Ludhiana






………….Respondent

AC No. 855 of 2006

Present:         i)   Sh. Sham Lal Saini,  complainant in person. 

           ii)   ASI  Ms. Surinder Kaur,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent in this case has taken action u/s 11 of the RTI Act, and provided the required information to the appellant, except that information in respect of point Nos. 4,5 &6 of the appellant’s application dated 1-11-2006 has not yet been provided.  Insofar as pt. no. 6 is concerned, the information sought is clearly not relevant because the concerned document  is not in the custody of the respondent.  In respect of this point, the complainant has been advised to make a separate application to the Senior Superintendent Police, Ludhiana, requesting for making arrangement for the security of the document. Regarding point No. 4 & 5, the respondent has made a commitment that the required information will be sent to the complainant by post within 15 days.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

       

 (P.K.Verma)

 State Information Commissioner             State Information Commissioner

 Dated:  20th April, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Dr. Sawinder Singh,President,

31/103,Shankar Garden Colony,

Jalandhar City.





………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Director,

Animal Husbandry,Pb,

17 Bays Building,Sector 17C,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No. 829 of 2006

Present:
i),  None, on behalf of the complainant. 

                      ii), S. Darshan Singh, Jt. Director-cum-PIO,Animal Husbandry.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has supplied to the Court a copy of the information sent to the appellant in compliance of the orders of this Court dated 9-2-2007.

The appellant is not present.
Disposed  of.
         (Kulbir Singh)

                (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner                         State Information Commissioner

20th April 2007
State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Chaman  Lal  Goyal,

#  2123, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Prison, Punjab,

SCO 8-9, Rattan Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

CC No. 714 of 2006

Present:
i) Sh. Chaman Lal  Goyal, complainant in person.

ii)S. Kuldip Singh Dhaliwal, Chief Probation Officer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

         The respondent’s Counsel, Ms Sunanda Rattan is unable to appear before this Court on account of being busy in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

           The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 10-5-2007.

           (Kulbir Singh)

             (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner                     State Information Commissioner

Dated:  20th April 2007
