STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarsem Jain

# 372-R, Model Town

Ludhiana







                      ......Complainant







Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana. 









.....Respondent
AC No.02  of 2007:

Present:
Shri Tarsem Jain, complainant in person.




Shri Rachhpal Singh Clerk, D.E.O Office (S-E) Ludhiana. 

Order:


Shri Rachhpal Singh Clerk appearing for the department-respondent is not conversant with the facts of the case.  The Public Information Officer of the Department is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing. He is also directed to explain why action should not be taken for deputing a clerk,                      who is not conversant with the facts of the case.


Causing inconvenience to the complainant, the District Education Officer (Secondary Education), Ludhiana will pay Rs. 200/- (Rs. Two hundred only) which will include fare to and fro, as well as diet money of the complainant.


Adjourned to April 13, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kanwaljit Singh s/o Shri Amar Singh

r/o VPO Chhandran, Via Katani Kalan, 

Distt: Ludhiana.










......Complainant






Vs.
Punjab State Hopsiery & Knitwear Dev. Corpn.,

Ludhiana.










.....Respondent
AC No.  27 of 2006:

Present
Shri Kanwaljit Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Bhanu Parshad Sharma, Advocate, for the respondent-


Department.

Order:


At the request of Shri Bhanu Parshad Sharma, Advocate, to get instructions from the Department concerned, the case is adjourned to                             April 13, 2007.

                                                                   



(R.K. Gupta) 







State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Major A.L.Saini

Kothi No. 430, Phase XI, Sector 65,

Mohali-160062 






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Hoshiarpur







.....Respondent

CC No. 909  of 2006:

Present:
Major A. L. Saini, complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department. 

Order:


None has come present on behalf of the department-respondent. In the interest of justice last opportunity is given to P.I.O. Office of Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur to come present on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to April 16. 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Anand

c/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur









......Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer

O/o the Superintendent

Municipal Council, Near Telephone Exchange,

Sangrur











.....Respondent
AC No. 118  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant in person.




None for the respondent.

Order:


Reply given by the respondent-department is vague.  In spite of the observations last time, nobody has come on its behalf. This is nothing but disobedience of the Commission’s order.


Case is adjourned to April 13, 2007.
                                                                   



(R.K. Gupta) 







State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana



......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administrative Officer, PUDA

Adminstrator Greater Mohali Dev. Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)








.....Respondent
CC No.21  of 2007:

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, complainant.

 
 
Shri Gurbax Singh, Asstt. Estate Officer, PUDA. 

Order:


According to the complainant, the information supplied is incomplete.                     Full information should be supplied within ten days. 


The complainant can go through and let the Commission know, if he is satisfied. The complainant can see the information supplied, and to be supplied, on the next date of hearing. 


The P.I.O./PUDA should appear personallay with full facts.


Adjourned to April 16, 2007.
                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB




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

Shri Raj Kumar
H.No. B-XX-545

Ghumar Mandi, Ludhiana





......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation Ludhiana


.....Respondent
CC No. 26 of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Prem Behl Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
 

Order:


Shri Prem Singh, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the Corporation-respondent says that the information has been supplied, whereas, according to the complainant, the information has not been furnished to him. It seem the Corporation-respondent is trying to evade in supplying the information with one excuse or the other despite the fact, that several hearings have been held, the  Corporation has not furnished the information to the satisfaction of the complainant. 


On the next date of hearing the P.I.O. should appear in Court personally when besides supplying the information action under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and quantum of punishment will also be determined.


Case is adjourned to April 9, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Naib Subedar Dilbagh Chand s/o Sh.Ramji Dass\

Vill. Hiyatpur, P.O. Haibowal, The. Samrala, 

Block Machhiwara, Distt: Ludhiana.


......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.
                                 .....Respondent

CC No. 48  of 2006:

Present:
Naib Subedar Dilbagh Chand, complainant in person.



Mrs. Satya Devi, Senior Assistant O/o Rural Devel & 


Panchayats, Punjab-respondent.

Order:


Deputy Director, Panchayats Punjab is stated to be the Public Information Officer of the Department, who has not appeared and a lady Senior-Assistant has been nominated.  She has taken the plea that they have written letter to the Block Dev. & Panchayats Officer only today for taking the necessary action, though notice of hearing was sent to Director, Rural Development Department, as far back as on February 6, 2007. 


Writing a letter today is nothing, but dilatory tactics which are not acceptable. The P.I.O. should appear personally on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to April 13, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’



    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34 Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurmit Singh

#1073, Phase-2,

Urban Estate,

Patiala






......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, Rural Dev. & Panchayat,Punjab,

Chandigarh









.....Respondent
CC No. 51 of 2006:

Present:
Shri Sham Lal, attorney of Shri Gurmit Singh, 



Complainant.



Shri R.R. Sharma, Superintendent, Rural; Dev. & 



Panchayats,  Punjab.
 

Order:


It is ordered that the complainant should himself appear in Court on the next date of hearing with complete address of his residence..


Adjourned to April 13, 2007.
                                                                   



(R.K. Gupta) 







State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Charanjit Singh, Ex-Sarpanch

s/o Sh.Sardara Singh, VPO Gill, 

Distt: Ludhiana









…...Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Ludhiana






.....Respondent
CC No. 222  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



A.S.I. Nachhattar Singh for respondent-Deptt.

Order:


In the last order dated December 22, 2006, it was clearly mentioned that the Sr. Supdt. Of Police, Ludhiana, Jagraon, Khanna need not be present as they have supplied the necessary information. The information from Principal-Secretary (Home), Govt. of Punjab, Director-General of Police, Punjab and Director, Prosecution Punjab, has not been supplied and nobody from their side has appeared. A letter may again be sent to Chief Secretary Punjab with the request that the necessary information may be got supplied and the P.I.Os of the above said three Departments may be directed to the attend the Commission on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to April 23, 2007. 

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
CC

1.
The Chief Secretary Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
The Principal-Secretary (Home), Govt. of Punjab, 


Chandigarh.

3.
The Director-General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

4.
The  Director, Prosecution Punjab, Chandigarh.



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarlochan Singh

r/o H.No. HL-168, Sukhdev Nagar,

Focal Point,Ludhiana




.....Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Jagraon,

Distt: Ludhiana 





.....Respondent
CC No.  314 of 2006:

Present:
Shri Tarlochan Singh, complainant in person.



Shri Harvinder Singh, Clerk O/o Tehsildar Jagraon.
 

Order:

Normally the Public Information Officer or at least the Assistant Public Information Officer should appear for the purpose of supplying the information Nobody appears for the Respondent and a junior functionary like today puts up his appearance, instead of PIO/APIO. The complainant has been harassed and persecuted as he has appeared six times by spending a fare.  Deputy Commission Ludhiana will reimburse the fare spent by Shri Tarlochan Singh, six times, @ Rs.100/- per visit.


Let the P.I.O. should appear personally on the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to April 20,2007.
                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar Lamba, Teacher (Retd.)

r/o Ashish Cottage,

Govt. Institute for the Blind

Baraille Bhawan, Chandigarh Road,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana




…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director Social Security for Woemen 

% Child Development Department, Punjab,

SCO 102-103, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh







.....Respondent
CC No. 330  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Sham Lal, attorney of Shri Raj Kumar Lamba.



Shmt. Shakuntla Rani, APIO for the Respdt-Deptt.
 

Order:

The information, in original, has been supplied. The case stands                   disposed of.


If the applicant seeks further information now. He can apply afresh

                                                                   



(R.K. Gupta) 







State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Balbir Singh s/o Sh. Tanti Singh

VPO Purkhali, Teh. & Distt: Rupnagar,










…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Rupnagar







.....Respondent

CC No. 433  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Balbir Singh, complainant.



Shri Amrik Singh, for P.I.O. D.C. Rupnagar.
 

Order:


Information has been supplied. The case is disposed of.
                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri P.L. Sharma (Retd.XEN)

9-A,Sunder Nagar, Main Road,

Ludhiana






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. , Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh






.....Respondent

CC No. 520  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Sham Lal, attorney of Shri P.L. Sharma, complainant.




Shri Jagdish Singh, Sr. Assistant in the Secretariat, Punjab.

Order:


On the next date of hearing the P.I.O. or Secretary to Govt. Punjab or at least A.P.I.O. should appear. No other person will be entertained by the Commission.


Case is adjourned to April 13, 2007

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sachin Anand, 

Ward No. 23, Uttam Nagar

Khanna (Ludhiana)




......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o The Secretary, Municipal Council,

Khanna






.....Respondent

CC No. 548  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Sukhdev Singh, Municipal Engineer, PIO,M.C. Khanna.

Order:

Shri Sukhdev Singh P.I.O. states that the information has been supplied. The case is adjourned to April 13, 2007 for confirmation.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajesh inder Pall

#252, Block 12, Kirampura,

Ludhiana






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana









.....Respondent

CC No. 860 of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Vijay Kumar, Head Draftsman, Municipal Corpn. Ludhiana.
 

Order:


Shri Vijay Kumar says that some information has been supplied. The remaining information asked for relates to the House Tax Department. This is not a satisfactory state of affairs. On the next date of hearing, the P.I.O. should be personally present for filing the reply.


Adjourned to April 23, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh

HM 26, Phase 3 BI,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)










…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,\

SAS Nagar, Mohali






.....Respondent

CC No.862  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh complainant in person.



Shri Pradeep Singh Bains, Tehsildar, Mohali.
 

Order:


As per the directions of the State Election Commission the information should be supplied. 


It is directed that after obtaining  the necessary clarification from the                  State Election Commission, information should be supplied to the complainant within 15 days from today.

\


Adjourned to April 23, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Parshad Kapil s/o Sh.Raunki Ram Kapil,

r/o Vill. Teur, Tehsil Kharar

Distt: SAS Nagar (Mohali)



…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Rural Development & Panchayati Raj, Punjab,

SCO No. 111-112, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






....Respondent

CC No.11  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Rajinder Parshad Kapil complainant in person.



None for the respondent-deptt.

Order:


Nobody has appeared from the Rural Dev. & Panchayati Raj Punjab Department. 


Adjourned to April 13, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kamal Anand

c/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar






.....Respondent

CC No.883  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant in person.



None for the Improvement Trust-respondent.

Order:


The Public Information Officer O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar should be present personally on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to April 13, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Manish Kumar

c/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur







…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer

Municipal Council

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







.....Respondent

CC No. 584 of 2006:

Present:
Shri Manish Kumar, complainant in person



Shri Ranbir Singh, for Municipal Council Sangrur. 

Order:


The applicant can visit the office of Municipal Council, Sangrur at                              3 P.M. on March 15, 2007 and ask for information, which may be supplied after charging the usual fee of Rs. 2/- per page. 


Case is adjourned to April 13, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Niraj Bansal

c/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur







…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Inforamation Officer

o/o Executive Officer

Municipal Council,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur







`.....Respondent
CC No. 885 of 2006:

Present:
Shri Niraj Bansal, complainant in person.



Shri Ranbir Singh, for Municipal Council Sangrur.

Order:

The applicant can visit the office of Municipal Council, Sangrur at                              3 P.M. on March 15, 2007 and ask for information, which may be supplied after charging the usual fee of Rs. 2/- per page. 


Case is adjourned to April 13, 2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarlochan Singh

# HL 168, Sukhdev Nagar,

Focal Point, 

Ludhiana







......Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagraon, Distt: Ludhiana





.....Respondent

CC No. 892 of 2006:

Present:
Shri Tarlochan Singh complainant in person.




None for the respondent-deptt. 

Order:


According to the complainant, the information has been received by him to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Madan Mohan Singh

# C-93, Phase-VII, Industrial Area,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)





.....Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar








.....Respondent
CC No.  893 of 2006:

Present:
Shri Madan Mohan Singh, complainant in person.



None for the Respondent-Deptt.
 

Order:


Complainant states that information has not been supplied to him by the department so far. None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.


Be listed on 16-4-2007.

                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Kumar s/o Sh.Rachpal Singh

Khosia Mohalla, Raipur,

Distt: Ludhiana






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer 

o/o Director Local Bodies, Punjab

Chandigarh







.....Respondent

CC No.897  of 2006:

Present:
Shri Satish Kumar, complainant in person.



None for the Respondent.


Order:


The P.I.O. of the department concerned should appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to March 23, 2007.



                                                                   


(R.K. Gupta) 






State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34 Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jasbir Singh, 

Plot No. 80, Village Nichhi Mangli,

Post Office Ramgarh,Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana






…...Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissisoner, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana






.....Respondent

CC No. 913  of 2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the Respondent-Deptt. 

Order:


Nobody from either side has appeared today.

 
Let fresh notice issue to both the parties.


Adjourned to April 16, 2007. 

                                                                   



(R.K. Gupta) 







State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34 Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjinder Singh, Panch

Gram Panchayat, Vill. Sarangpur,

Block Derabassi,Distt: Mohali










......Complainant
Public Information Officer

o/o The Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Sarangpur, Block Derabassi,

Distt: Mohali







.....Respondent
CC No.25  of 2007:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the Respondent-Deptt. 

Order:


Nobody from either side has appeared today.

 
Let fresh notice issue to both the parties.


Adjourned to April 16, 2007. 

                                                                   



(R.K. Gupta) 







State Information Commissioner

March 12, 2007.
Opk’

