STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

H.No. 10331/40, Gali No. 7,

Kot Harnam Dass, Sultan Wind Road,

Amritsar.




  
     _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director State Transport,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




_____ Respondent

CC No.2303 of 2007

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant 



ii)
Sh. Lachhman Singh, Sr. Asstt,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 27-2-2008.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bikramjit Singh Dhaliwal,

Flat No. 26/B, Ground Floor,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar.






______ Respondent

CC No.2307 of 2007

Present:
i)
 Sh. Bikramjit Singh Dhaliwal ,complainant in person.



ii)
 Sh. Paul  Singh, Assistant Secretary, on behalf of the 



 respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Suba Singh, 

S/o Sh. Balkar Singh, 

Vill. Dharamheri, P.O Bibipur,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.

  
     ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Patiala.






__ Respondent

CC No.2310 of 2007

Present:
i)
 None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)
Sh. Anil  Kumar, Inspector,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

The respondent has informed the Commission that the subject matter of this case is the same as has already been considered and disposed of by the Court in CC-2218/07,  in which it has been recorded by the Court, in its orders dated 18-1-2008,  that the information desired by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  Since the information has already been received by the complainant, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Romesh Bhardwaj,

49, Preet Vihar, Mesh Gate,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala.


  
    _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






____ Respondent

CC No.2312 of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh.   Venod  Bhardwaj, brother of the  complainant .



ii)
Sh.  G. S. Bal, SHO, Kotwali, Nabha.on behalf of the 




respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant has been provided in full by the respondent.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hari Ram,

S/o Sh. Charanji Lal,

Hari Ram & Brothers, Opp. Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phul.


  
     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee, Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda.




___________ Respondent

CC No.2320 of 2007

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant.



ii)
Sh.   Swaran Singh, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked the respondent for some information under the RTI Act which was supplied to him on 10-8-2007.  Thereafter, he has written to the respondent vide his letters dated 16-8-2007 and 21-8-2007 asking for further information,  but these are not applications  under the RTI Act, and therefore, the present complaint is unwarranted and is rejected..

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. K.K. Goyal,

State President,

Akhil Bhartiya Patarkar Samiti (Regd.)

Railway Bridge Street Lulluana road,

Mansa.


  
     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.




____________ Respondent

CC No.2323 of 2007

Present:
i)
. Sh. K.K. Goyal, complainant in person.



ii)
  Sh.  Balwinder Singh, DSP, Mansa,  on behalf of the 



   respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent on the date on which he deposited the requisite fees.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Sham Lal Garg (Journalist, Ajit)

Near Sadar Thana,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Senior Secondary School (Girls),

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.




_______ Respondent

CC No.2325 of 2007

Present:
i)
Dr. Sham Lal Garg ,complainant in person.



ii)
Ms. Gurvinder Kaur, Principal. –cum- PIO.
ORDER

Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant has been provided in full by the respondent, except for the details of the bills paid  for the college telephone out of the PTA fund   and whether the telephone has been used for any private calls in the last five years and,  if so,   whether the charges for the calls have been recovered.  The remaining information should also be given by the respondent within ten days from today.


Disposed of. 








(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Satish Kumar,

2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp. G.N.E. College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.


  
     ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






______ Respondent

CC No.2219 of 2007

Present:
i)
. Sh. Satish Kumar, complainant in person.



ii)
Sh. Suresh  Kumar Saini, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that his communication addressed to the Commission on the basis of which notice has been issued in this case concerns a matter which has already been dealt with in CC-2028 /07 vide the  Court’s orders dated 22-2-2008.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagpal Singh,

S/o Bhum Singh, Vill. Jagat Garh,

Distt. Mansa.



  
     _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Bathinda.

___________ Respondent

CC No.2221 of 2007

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the complainant.



ii)
Sh. Onkar  Singh, DSP, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has made a detailed report  to the effect that the information required by the complainant was sent to him through the Superintendent, Central Jail, Bhatinda,  but the complainant has refused to accept the same. In light of the above, no further action  is required to be taken in this case,   which is disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Kamalpreet Kaur,

D/o Sh. Piara Singh,

Midha Bhawan Street,

Mansa.




  
     _________ Complainant

 Vs.

Sh. RPS Bedi, 
Deputy Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2217 of 2007

Present:
i)  
  Sh.  Manoj  Kumar, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) 
  None on behalf of the respondent.
 ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the Court vide his letter dated 27-2-2008 that full information as required by the complainant has been dispatched to her by speed post on 27-2-2008,     i.e.    yesterday.

In view of the above,    the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 20-3-2008,  to give  an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which has been provided to her by the respondent.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Malkiat Singh,BDO (Retd.)

Village Pharwali, P.O. Kalayan,

.Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur..--148020



….……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Cooperative  Societies, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  104  of 2007

Present:
i)  
Sh. Malkiat Singh,  appellant  in  person.



ii) 
Sh.H.S.Sandhu, Jt  Registrar-cum-PIO, and Ms. Navinder 



Kaur, Supdt..

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 17-1-2008, a reply containing the information asked for by the complainant has been handed over to the complainant by the respondent in the Court today. The complainant desires some time to see whether there are any deficiencies in the information. He is given an opportunity to do so at 10 AM on 3-4-2008.








(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dhanpat Rai Saini,

Lakshmi Kuteer,Ajit Nagar,

Aslamabad, Hoshiarpur.


  
            __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Dr. Janmit Singh,
Principal-cum-Public Information Officer,                     

DAV College,

Hoshiarpur.                              



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1077 of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh. Dhanpat Rai Saini,   complainant in person.


ii)
Sh. Janmeet Singh,    Principal –cum- PIO..
ORDER

Heard.

The information, to the extent that is available in the College records, has been given by the respondent to the complainant.  The complainant is not happy because the complete records of the Provident Fund have not been received by him,  but there is  no reason to believe  that the College is deliberately  concealing any information from the complainant, and  if some of the record pertaining to the provident fund of the complainant has not been found in the college records, it cannot be provided to the complainant.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Giandeep Singh,

H.No. 10, VPO Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, 

Distt. Mohali.
140501




_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/oThe Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Rural Development and Panchayats,

Chandigarh.

 




______ Respondent 

CC No. 1834  &  1836 of 2007

Present:
i)         Sh. Giandeep  Singh, complainant in person


ii)
None  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are  present. In particular, the respondent has not sent to the Court the result of the inquiry mentioned in the orders dated 28-12-2007 and 14-2-2008.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM   on  3-4-2008 to give another opportunity to the parties to appear before the Court.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  Jaspal  Singh,Clerk (US)

Market Committee,

Nabha.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Distt. Mandi Officer,

Patiala.



  


_________ Respondent

CC No.  1786    of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Jaspal Singh, complainant in person.



ii)  S. Amarjit Singh, Liaison Officer-cum-APIO, Pb.Mandi Board.



iii)Sh..Gurbakash Singh, DMO-cum-PIO,Patiala
ORDER

Heard.

The information provided to the complainant by the respondent with reference to his application dated 27-8-2007 has been checked and discrepancies pointed out by the complainant have been taken care of by the respondent. The complainant alleges that the respondent is deliberately not giving copies of certain documents,  but the unsubstantiated allegation cannot be given any credence.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lt. Col. (Retd) Anil Kabotra,

# 180, Sector 8,

Panchkula.


  
     ________ Complainant


Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police, 

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.


________ Respondent

CC No. 2186 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh.  Anil Kabotra, complainant  in person. 
ii)    Sh.  M.S.Sandhu,  S. P. (Crime) O/o DGP, Pb.
iii)   Sh. Harpreet Singh,  S.P. Gurdaspur,   
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 31-1-2008, the remaining information has been given by the respondent to the complainant.

The complainant has made a plea that the respondent should be penalised for the delay in his giving the information, but the facts and chronological events regarding the case give no reason to believe that any delay has been caused by the respondent deliberately and unreasonably, and this plea of the complainant is therefore rejected.


Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Barkha Singh,

Varach Colony, Backside Bus stand,

 Samana, Distt. Patiala.


  
    ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sec-17,

Chandigarh.






___ Respondent

CC No.2212 of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh. Labh Singh, complainant in person.



ii)
Sh.H.S.Sandhu, Jt  Registrar-cum-PIO, and Ms. Navinder 



Kaur, Supdt..
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 24-1-2008, a copy of the inquiry report referred to therein has been given by the respondent to the complainant.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurpal Singh,

Superintendent,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40, Chandigarh.
  
     ________ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO-109, Sec-40-C, Chandigarh.


_______ Respondent

CC No.2336 of 2007

Present:
i)  
Sh. Gurpal Singh complainant  in person



ii) 
Sh.  Inderjit Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent  

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance  with the Court’s orders dated 14-2-2008, every effort has been made by the respondent to get the service book of  S. Gurpal Singh, from the office of the Director Health Services, Punjab, but they have not succeeded. In these circumstances, the PIO, office of the DHS, Punjab, is substituted as the respondent in this case and notice be issued to him to produce the service book of S. Gurpal Singh, Supdt., Punjab Nurses Registration Council, Chandigarh.. in the Court on the next date of hearing.

In the meanwhile, the respondent has informed the complainant that he has approx. 104 days of earned leave left to his credit and therefore, his immediate purpose has been served since he can take earned leave up to 104 days.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 3-4-2008 for further orders.








(P.K.Verma)







    State Information Commissioner

Dated:     28th  February, 2008

