STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh  .Santokh Singh,
S/O Sh.Dharam  Singh,

Vill. Chowdhary Wala,

P.O.Naushehra  Pannuan,

Distt.Tarn Taran.
_______________Complainant

                Vs.

Public Information Officer-cum-

Revenue Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.


2. Public Information Officer/o

Financial Commissioner, Revenue,

Govt.Of Punjab
3rd Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.

Chandigarh.
_________Respondent
                                              C.C.No.48 of 2006.

ORDER
None Present.

                          In the last hearing, PIO/Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab, had been directed to send a copy of a letter to the Complainant and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance Since the Complainant has not appeared before the Court today, it is be concluded that the orders have been complied with.

                           Disposed of.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ajay Kumar,
S/o Sh Raj Kumar

Near Bus Stand, Maur Mandi,

Distt Bhatinda.




_________Complainant

                                Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Department of Vigilance,

Government of Punjab,



____________Respondent

CC No.86 of 2006.

Present:  1. None on behalf of Complainant..

               2.Sh. Nanak Singh,APIO,Department of Vigilance, Punjab.

ORDER

Heard.

A copy of the letter of the Respondent dated 19.9.2006 explaining the facts of the case ,may be sent to the Complainant for his comments. He may be informed that incase no comments are received; it will be presumed that he does not wish to pursue his complaint.  A fresh date in this case will be fixed on the receipt of Complainant’s comments, if any
Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,
Bureau Chief,

Anti Corruption Movement,

5,Hargobind Nagar,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.



________________Complainant

                          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Gurdaspur.

CC No. 289 of 2006

Present: 1. None on behalf of Complainant,

2. Sh: Rattan Anmol , Asstt. Food & Supplies Officer,Gurdaspur on behalf of the               Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The required information has been provided to the Complainant by the Respondent. vide their letter No.5731 dated 2.8.2006.


Insofar as the information asked for vide his application dated 1.6.2006 is concerned, the Complainant requires the details of the allocation of the paddy 2006 crop. 
This information can be provided only after the paddy season,i.e. by March,2007.  The Respondent is not in a position, therefore, to give this information at present.  

The Complainant is not present. 

Disposed of.


Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chander Mohan Grover,
# 560-FF Phase 2

MOHALI



       _______________Complainant

                        Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                 ___________     Respondent

AC No. 45 of 2006
Presents:  1) None on behalf of Complainant.

                 2) Ms Jarnail Kaur
, Advocate on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In this case, the Respondent has supplied the required information to the Complainant, a copy of which was taken on record in the hearing on 3.8.2006.  The Complainant had not appeared before the Court on that date, thereby leading to the conclusion that he was satisfied with the information. Later, the Complainant wrote to the Commission stating that he would like to be heard in the matter. Another opportunity was, accordingly, provided to him to appear before the Court, but he has  failed to appear today as well.  In these circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case , which  stands already disposed of.












Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar Shudar,
Adviser to Saroch Nirdeshak Mandal,

Bhartiya Valmiki Dharam Samaj(Regd)

Bhavmas, B-2/64,G.T.Road,

Opp.PowerHouse,

Chhawani Mohalla,Ludhiana.
                             ___________Complainant.

Vs                      
   
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





_______Respondent.

CC No. 279 of 2006

Present:   1)Shri Ashok Kumar Shudar &

                   Sh.G.K.Taank, Advocate on behalf the Complainant.


     2 None on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In this case, the Complainant applied for information to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, and when he received no response, a reminder was sent on 27.6.2006.  Since the Corporation continued to ignore the Complainant’s request, he has made this complaint to the Commission. Notices were issued to the Complainant and PIO  O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, to appear before the Commission today, but neither the PIO nor any person representing him is present.  

In the above circumstances, the PIO, O/o  Municipal    Corporation, Ludhiana, is directed to supply the information required by the Complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of this order without payment of any fees because of the delay which has been caused.  The PIO should also appear before this Court at 10 AM on 19.10.2006 to show cause why the penalties prescribed in Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 should not be imposed upon him.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 19.10.2006 

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaspreet Singh,
H. No. 79/15,

Mohalla Sheikhan,

Ropar.

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,
Director Public Instructions (Secondary),

Punjab, Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S.E),

Ropar.

C.C.No.198 of 2006

And

C.C.No. 251 of 2006

Present:
1, Sh. Jaspreet Singh, Complainant, in person.



2. Sh. Sadhu Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Gulzar Singh, Sr. Asstt.



   On behalf of DPI (Secondary) Punjab.



3. Sh. Surinder Singh, Dy.DEO o/o DEO Ropar.

ORDER


Heard.

The Respondents have complied with the orders passed after the hearing on 31.8.2006 ,but the complainant is not satisfied with the same. He has, therefore, been advised to file an appeal before the first Appellate Authority, who is the DPI Schools (Secondary) Punjab. 

The DPI ,Schools(Secondary) is directed to dispose of the appeal of the complainant on merits within 30 days of the date of its receipt.

Disposed of.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohinder Singh
s/o Sh Ram Singh

Q No. T –I/99 Jugial Colony

Shahpur Kandi Township 

Tehsil Pathankot 

Distt. Gurdaspur  


----------- Appellant

v/s

Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Engineer, RSD

Irrigation Works Punjab

Shahpur Kandi Township 

Tehsil Pathankot 

Distt. Gurdaspur  


----------Respondent
AC No. 65  of 2006

Present     1. Sh. Mohinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


     2. Sh H K Mahajan, XEN, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

Of  the information required by the complainant, as contained in Annexure- 1 of his application dated 9-6-2006,  the information mentioned at sr. nos. 1,and  3 to 6 will be supplied by the Respondent to the Complainant within ten days of the date of receipt of this order. For this purpose , he will intimate the fees payable by the complainant @ Rs 2/- per page, which will be deposited by the complainant before the information is given.


Insofar as the information at sr. no. 2 of the Annexure is concerned, the complainant will visit the office  of the Respondent on 25-09-2006 when he will inspect all the documents and select  the pages of which he requires attested copies, which will be provided to him after he has deposited the  required fees.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-10-2006 for confirmation of compliance.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Ludhiana Oil Expellers Co-op House,
Building Society Limited,

Narankari Street No. 3, G.T Road,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana-141003 -----------------------------Complainant 

VS

Public Information Officer,

O/O The Chairman,

Improvement Trust Ludhiana------------------------------Respondent

CC No. 206 of 2006

Present:    1. Sh.Balbir Aggarwal, Complainant, in person


     2. None on behalf of Resp.

ORDER


Heard.
In this case, the Ludhiana Improvement Trust has informed the Commission that

the information required by the Complainant has been provided to him.  The complainant, who is present, is not satisfied with the information. He has, therefore ,been advised  to make an appeal before the First Appellate Authority.  
 


Disposed of.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.M.P. Goswami,
Advocate,

102, Shivalik Enclave,

N.A.C Manimajra,

Chandigarh              
              --------------------------Complainant

VS

Public Information Officer,

O/O Managing Director,

Punjab State & Indstries & Export Co-op,

Udjog  Bhawan,

Sector 17, Chandigarh                     -----------------------Respondent







CC No. 253 of 2006
Present:

1.Sh.S.B.Nagpal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant




2.Sh.Jagdish Chand, APIO on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondents have today given additional information to the complainant, which is in continuation of the information provided vide their letter dt. 17.08.06. The complainant is not satisfied with the information which he claims is not complete. He has, accordingly, been advised to file an appeal U/S 19 of the RTI Act, 2005 to the first Appellate Authority.  

Disposed of

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Harcharan Jeet Singh Sodhi,

Regional Manager [Retd],

56-A, Hira Nagar Patiala-147001           ---------------------Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Dy. Commissioner,

SAS Nagar, 

Mohali                     


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

CC No. 265 0f 2006

Present:
1. None of behalf of the complainant



2. Ms. Arina Duggal, Distt Revenue Officer, O/O DC Mohali



3.Sardar Narinder Singh, SDM, Derabassi of behalf of respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondents have informed the Commission that the required information has been sent to the complainant. The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied.


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

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Kuldeep Kumar Kaura,
S/O Sh.K..L.Kaura,

VPO Sidhwan Bet,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana             

-----------Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/O Distt. Controller,

Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Ludhiana                                   

--------------Respondent






CC No. 272 of 2006
Present:

1. Sh.Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the complainant




2. Sh.Mohinder Singh AFSO, Ludhiana on behalf of Resp.

ORDER


Heard.


The information asked for has been supplied to the Respondent. The Complainant wants to raise related issues, with which this Court is not concerned.



Disposed of.
Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh M R Singla (Retd. XEN)
#1015 sector 16 

Panchkula


-----------------Complainant

V/S

Public Information Officer

O/o Joint Secy. Punjab Irrigation Department,

Mini Sectt. Chandigarh
____________Respondent

CC No. 345 of 2006

Present:  1. Sh M R Singla , complainant, in person.


   2. Sh Chanchal Singh Bal, Superintendent, Irrigation Dept.

                   On behalf of respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondents state that the information required by the complainant is not clear; otherwise they are prepared to provide the same. The precise information required by the complainant was therefore confirmed by this court and it is as follows:

1. Is it a fact that the placement of the complainant in PSE-II  has been approved by the PPSC, on the basis of  his  promotion to PSE-II  i.e .w.e.f.  5-07-1971?

2. Is it a fact that the department has filed an affidavit in the Punjab & Haryana High Court, in which it was stated that  the Complainant   among  other  petitioners, has been placed in PSE-II  w.e.f the dates of their promotion?
3. The reason for giving effect to  promotion in PSE-II w.e.f 9-01-1982 instead of 5-07-1971.

The respondent is directed to supply the above mentioned information to the complainant within 15 days of the receipt of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19/10/2006 for confirmation of compliance.
Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan,

Bureu  Chief,

Anti Corruption Movement,

5,Hargobind Nagar,
Sirhind Road,

Patiala.




_________________Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Civil Surgeon,

Gurdaspur



_________________ Respondent.

CC No. 284 of 2006

Present:  Sh. Sham Kumar, Health Supervisor,

               O/o PIO Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur on 


   behalf of Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information at Sr.No.2 of the Complainant’s application dated 1.6.2006 regarding the purchase of medicines has been supplied to him by the Respondent, a copy of which was today supplied to the Court and has been taken on record. So far as the information at Sr. No. 1 is concerned,  regarding the conditions required to be fulfilled for the starting of private Nursing Homes, the Respondent states that the information would be available with the Director of Health Services,Punjab, and not with him. Accordingly, the PIO O/o Director Health Services, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to supply the following information to the Complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of this order:-

“The conditions required to be fulfilled by a private Nursing Home for its opening/starting”.


PIO O/o Director Health Services, Punjab, or his representative should also be present in this Court  on the next date of hearing to confirm that required action  has been taken.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19.10.2006 for confirmation of compliance.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh Bector,

H.L.168,Housing Board Colony,

Jamalpur Awana,

Ludhiana.




______________Complainant.

                                      Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Finance,

Punjab Civil Secretariat
Chandigarh.

CC No.342 of 2006

Present:  1. Shri Sham Lal Saini,on behalf of Complainant.


    2. Sh. Jagir Singh Gossal, Superintendent,


        Finance Department on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The required information has been provided to the Complainant. No further action is required to be taken in this case.


Disposed of.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rattan Deep Singh,Advocate,
C/o Sh.Tarlochan Singh Bector, 

H.L.168, Housing Board Colony,Jamalpur Awna,

Ludhiana.





_____________Complainant

                                      Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Govt.of Punjab

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Chandigarh.





_______________Respondent

C.C No. 354 of 2006

Present: i) Mr.Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the Complainant.


ii) Shri M.D.Sharma, Dy. Secretary, Department of

                 Rural Development & Panchayats on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The Respondent admits to have  received the application of the Complainant dated 2.6.2006. He submitted that the required information has not yet been provided because it is ‘under process’. However, the fact is that the information was required to be supplied by the Ist week of July,2006  and a delay of two months has already occurred rendering the Respondent liable to the  penalties prescribed in section 19 of the Act. However, the Respondent is directed to supply the required information within 10 days, failing which ,there would be no option but to invoke the said penalties.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19.10.2006 for confirmation of compliance.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh: Sikander Singh,

Superintendent GDE 1 (Retd.)

H.No.3039,Sector 27-DD

Chandigarh.




_______________Complainant.

                                                    Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Tubewell Corporation Ltd.,

SCO No.28-29,Madhya Marg, Sector 26,

Chandigarh.




_________________Respondent.

AC No. 64 of 2006

Present:     1.  Sh. Sikander  Singh, Complainant, in person.


       2.Sh. Mehar  Singh, Superintendent, Punjab State Tubewell


           Corporation on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The Respondents claim that they have supplied the required information to the Complainant  who, however, submits that the same is incomplete and misleading.  He has, according, been advised to file an appeal u/s19 of RTI Act, 2005 before the first Appellate Authority, Mr. S. S. Butter,  Superintending  Engineer, Planning, P.S.T.C .Chandigarh. 

Disposed of.







Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Dr.Shiv Mohan Sharma,

Plot No.5-6,Sartaj Nagar,

Gali No.2,Norrwala Road,

Shivpuri Bye Pass, Ludhiana.


……………….Complainant.

                                                  Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.




………………..Respondent.





CC No.353 of 2006

Present::  1) Sh. Sham Lal Saini, (Retd. Ad.O. Education Deptt)


         On behalf of the Complainant.


     2) S.Joginder Singh, PIO, Punjab School Education Board, Mohali

ORDER

Heard.

Both the parties were informed that before any further action can be taken in this case, it is necessary that the Respondent  takes action as laid down in Section 11 of RTI Act, 2005. Only if Ms. Rajni  Bala has no objection or only if  her objections are over ruled after hearing her, can the Respondent proceed to supply the required information to the Complaint. If  that stage is reached, the Complainant would be required to give the necessary details of the Compartment Examination in which Ms. Rajni  Bala appeared and for this purpose he will be given access of the Gazette Notification concerning the Compartment examination of September,1997 and March,1998 by the Respondent.

To enable the Respondent to proceed with the necessary action u/s 11 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Complainant has provided to him the postal address of Ms. Rajni  Bala.


No action at present  is required to  be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh Yogesh mahajan,

Beureau Chief

Anti Corruption Movement

Shop No. 2, Chamera Guest House

Mission Road , Pathankot 


--------------------Complainant

V/s

Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer

Gurdaspur Division

Upper Bari Doab Canal,

Gurdaspur




---------------------Respondent

C.C No. 194 of 2006

Present: 
None

ORDER

None present, Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-10-2006.

Issue notices to both the parties.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISION, PUNJAB

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

Sh Yogesh Mahajan,

Beureau Chief

Anti Corruption Movement

Head Office %, Hargobind Nagar
Sirhind Road Patiala


--------------Complainant

V/s

Public Information Officer

Cum DDPO

Gurdaspur



___________ Respondent
C.C. No. 285 of 2006

Present: 
None

ORDER

None present, Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-10-2006.

Issue notices to both the parties.

Dated: 21-9-2006
                                                                    (P.K.Verma)


                                                                              State Information Commissioner


