STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,
S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Arjan Singh






…..Appellant.




Versus




Printing and Stationery Department, Punjab.


…. Respondent.




Case No. AC-23-2006.
Present:-
Shri Arjan Singh, Appellant.



Shri Jasbir Singh, APIO on behalf o f the respondent.

ORDER



Plea of Shri Arjan Singh is that Government is violating Punjab Financial Rules and furnishing wrong information.  It was explained to him that the job of the Commission is to help to get the information/copy of the document so that he can take corrective steps from the appropriate agency.  I asked Shri Arjan Singh specifically what information, if any, is required by him.  He was not in a position to say as to what specific information he requires. Accordingly, no further action may be taken at the moment.  The present appeal stands disposed of.












Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

Dated: 22.9.2006



    State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Mata Nand Kaur Memorial Charitable Trust (Regd.)


…..Appellant.




Versus




Punjab State Electricity Board
     



…. Respondent.




Case No. AC-26-2006.
Present:-
Shri B.S.Meet, on behalf of the appellant-Trust.



Shri S.K. Gupta, Sr. Executive Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Reply has been filed by Shri Gupta on which Shri Meet is taking the plea that information given in the reply is totally wrong, whereas Shri Gupta says that the information furnished is correct as per their record.  Who is telling right or who is telling wrong, is a subject matter of separate inquiry and it is outside the purview of this Commission.  In view of the above position, we may write to the Chief Engineer (Punjab State Electricity Board) of the concerned area, to depute a senior officer to look into the whole issue and get the matter amicably settled.  Present case stands disposed of accordingly. 

 









Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.9.2006

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Banta Singh






…..Appellant.




Versus




Punjab Roadways, Fazilika

.


…. Respondent.




Case No. AC-36-2006.
Present:-
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Shri Mangat Ram on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In the previous hearing on 04.09.2006, it was confirmed that the information has been supplied.  For confirmation the date was fixed for today for which the appellant was duly informed.  Inspite of that nothing has been heard from him.  Neither he nor his representative is present.  From this inference the contention of the Punjab Roadways that the information has been supplied is correct.  Accordingly, the case stands disposed of.











Sd/-









( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.
Dated: 22.9.2006.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Ashwani Kumar Kukkar





…..Appellant.




Versus




Vigilance Bureau, Punjab

.


…. Respondent.




Case No. AC-38-2006.
Present:-
 None  for the Appellant.



Shri Des Raj, D.S.P. for the respondent.

ORDER



In the previous hearing, it was stated that the information has been supplied.  Today, neither Shri Ashwani Kumar Kukkar nor his representative is present. It is inferred that the contention of the Department is correct.  Accordingly, the case stands disposed of.










Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.9.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Narinder Khosla






…..Appellant.




Versus




Irrigation Department, Punjab.




…. Respondent.




Case No. AC-63-2006.

Present:-
Shri Narinder Khosla, Appellant in person.



Shri Surjit Singh, Supdt. Grade-II for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Narinder Khosla is asking for specific information i.e. proceedings of the Departmental Promotion Committee held on 13.11.1998 and reasons for rejecting the same.  Shri Surjit Singh, Superintendent Grade-II has taken the plea that the information asked for is confidential and as such the same cannot be supplied.  In view of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the information can be denied which is specifically covered under Section 8 of the Act and in the instant case the same is not covered by any of these conditions.  Accordingly, department is instructed to supply the information to Shri Khosla within one week. The case is to come up for confirmation on 6.10.2006.










Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.9.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Kimti Lal, Ludhiana.






…..Complainant..




Versus




Director General of Police, Punjab.
  .


…. Respondent.




Case No. CC-02-2006.

Present:-
Shri Kimti Lal, Appellant.

Shri Harpreet Singh, Superintendent of Police (Litigation) for o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Harpreet Singh, Superintendent of Police (Litigation), Punjab Police, Chandigarh explained that inquiry report of Superintendent of Police (City-II), Ludhiana has been supplied, whereas the complainant  wants some other report.  He further assured that he has spoken to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana who has promised that the asked for report will be supplied to him with which the complainant agrees. The information may be supplied to Shri Kimti Lal within one week.  The case to come up for confirmation on 6.10.2006.












Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.9.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Jagdip Singh Chowhan, Patiala




…..Complainant..




Versus




Public Relations Officer, Gurdaspur
.


…. Respondent.




Case No. CC-155-2006.

Present:-
Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan, Appellant.



Shri Pal Singh, District Public Relations Officer, Gurdaspur.

ORDER



Shri Pal Singh, District Public Relations Officer, Gurdaspur took the plea that since information in four documents was called for but only Rs.10/- has been deposited whereas he should have deposited Rs.40/-.  It was clarified that the information asked for was inter-related and relates to one incident only and as such has to be treated as one.  The main issue is about legal heirs of late Shri Natha Singh Dalam, ex-Minister, Punjab including his date of death and his legal heirs.  This is a matter of record and should not have taken much time since the appellant is asking for copies of letters written by him earlier. The Commission directs that all information asked for by him be provided within one week from today.  For confirmation, the case to come up on 6.10.2006 failing which deterrent action may be taken. 










Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.9.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Lachhman Singh, Ludhiana



…..Complainant..

Versus

Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh  .


…. Respondent.

Case No. CC-07-2006.

Present:-
Shri Chander Shekhar, APIO for respondent.



Shri Sham Lal Saini representative of Shri Lachhman Singh.

ORDER



Shri Chander Shekhar says that the information asked for by the complainant is ready and it is only one page information. Accordingly, Shri Sham Lal Saini representative of Shri Lachhman Singh is instructed to pay the dues i.e. Rs.2/- for one page and get the information.  Shri Sham Lal Saini also requested  that for studying the information, he may be given some time. Accordingly the case is adjourned to 6.10.2006 for confirmation.



After the above instructions were given, Shri Chander Shekhar handed over the information to Shri Sham Lal Saini outside the Chamber of the Commission.  One page sheet given to Shri Sham Lal Saini did not contain the information asked for by the complainant.  On this, Shri Chander Shekhar took the plea that whatever information was supplied by the Establishment Branch, he has offered the same.  He has mislead  the commission. It is, therefore, ordered that information asked for will be supplied within one week from today complete in all respects.  The case to come up for confirmation on 6.10.2006,  on which date, a decision for taking deterrent action against the officer will be taken for attempt to mislead the Commission.











Sd/-









( R.K. Gupta),

Dated: 22.9.2006.



    State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Goindwal Woodworks



…..Complainant..




Versus




Director of Industries, Punjab.
  .


…. Respondent.

Case No. CC-12-2006.

Present:-
Col. Joginder Singh for the complainant.



Shri V.K. Kapoor, Deputy Director for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Kapoor pleads that complaint against District Industries Centre, Amritsar has been referred to the Government and further action will be taken as per their directions.  The complainant only wants to know what action has been taken against the officials of the District Industries Centre, Amritsar.  Shri Vinod Kapoor stated that the file in question has been shown to Col. Joginder Singh in pursuance of the directions of this Commission and copies of four documents were supplied to him.  Col  Joginder  Singh says that these documents do not indicate any action taken or  not and  reasons  for the same therein..  The contention of Shri Kapoor is that letter dated 18.11.1997 was not about taking action against DIC officials but was about restoration of a plot.  The letter in question i.e. dated 18.11.1997 is not on the file.  To facilitate the matter, Col. Joginder Singh is asked to produce a copy of the letter to which he agrees..  He will send the same by post to the commission.  In the meantime, Shri Kapoor may find out what action, if any, was taken on the complaint of Col.Joginder Singh against the officials of DIC, Amritsar.  The case to come up on 6.10.2006.










Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.09.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Girdhari Lal Sharma.






…..Complainant..

Versus

Chief Engineer (Canals) Irrigation Department, Pb.


…. Respondent.

Case No. CC-141-2006.

Present:-
Shri Girdhari Lal, Appellant.

Shri Wattan Singh Minhas, Registrar for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Wattan Singh claims that notice of the commission dated 6.5.2006 has gone to the section concerned and he is not aware of the other notice dated 7.6.2006.  No body was present from the office of the Chief Engineer, Irrigation Department on 4.9.2006. We find that Shri Girdhari Lal who retired in January, 1986 is being harassed by the Department. The department is directed to take  action on his application and  communicate the result  to him within 15 days from today.  The case is adjourned 20.10.06.










Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.09.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

S.C.B.C. Employees Coordination Committee, Pb.

…..Complainant..




Versus




Punjabi University, Patiala.
  .


…. Respondent.




Case No. CC-151-2006.

Present:-
Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate for the respondent.
ORDER



Shri Gurpreet Singh, Advocate  who represented the Punjabi University, Patiala stated that the information has been supplied.  Nobody is present from the complainant side.  Case is fixed on 6.10.2006 for confirmation.










Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.09.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Shri Pawan Kumar Jain




…..Complainant..




Versus




Municipal Counsil, Jandiala Guru.
  .


…. Respondent.




Case No. CC-126-2006.

Present:-
Shri Pawan Kumar Jain, Appellant.

Shri Jaspal Singh, Clerk for the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Jain has asked for information about various works for which he has written number of letters.  Shri Jaspal Singh, Clerk in Municipal Council, Jandiala Guru states that since Shri Jain has not deposited the required fee, information could not be supplied to him.  Shri Jain being a local person of Jandiala Guru and has been a Municipal Councilor for 20 years can deposit the fee i.e. Rs.10/-.  He has to be supplied the information within 30 days after receipt of required fee from him.  Shir Jaspal Singh is instructed that he should tell his Executive Officer and others that under the Right to Information Act, 2005, the information has to be supplied, which is asked for by the people.  In the instant case, there is no specific request by Shri Jain. So no further action is required to be taken.  In future, if he does not get the asked for information, he can approach the commission as per the procedure.  The case stands disposed off.

 









Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.09.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Traders and Property Owners Association. 

…..Complainant..




Versus




Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
  .


…. Respondent.




Case No. CC-109-2006.

Present:-
None for the complainant.

Shri Prem Behl, Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 
ORDER



No body is present from the complainant side.  A letter has been received that the asked for information has been received by the complainant . Accordingly the case stands disposed of.










Sd/-









( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.09.2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Satish Sharma Khanna
.



…..Complainant..




Versus




Labour Inspector, Khanna




…. Respondent.




Case No. CC-103-2006.

Present:-
None for the complainant.

None for the Department. 

ORDER



The case is adjourned to 6.10.2006.

Sd/-    









( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 22.9.2006

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB,

S.C.O. No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Nachhattar Singh Gill Moga.



…..Complainant..




Versus




District Transport Officer, Mansa.



…. Respondent.




Case No. CC-6-2006.

Present:-
None for the complainant.

None for the Department. 

ORDER



The case is adjourned to 6.10.2006.











Sd/-








( R.K. Gupta),

State Information Commissioner.
Dated: 22.9.2006.

