STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kalu Ram s/o Sh. Devi Dayal, 

Resident of Mandi Guru Har Sahai, Distt. Ferozepur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

District Food and Civil  Supplies Controller, Ferozepur.       ______ Respondent

CC No.   1153      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Kalu Ram complainant in person.
Shri Subhash Gupta, Assistant Controller Finance and Accounts-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Parveen Kumar Gupta, Inspector on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER

 
The information asked for by the complainant has been submitted before this Commission for its perusal. A copy of the same is handed over to the complainant to go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with the same or not.   The complainant  says that he is fully satisfied with the information supplied to him
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Jaswinder Kaur, #23, Kamaon Colony,

Near Church, Naya Gaon, Chandigarh.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Supplies Controller, Gurdaspur.    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1113  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Bakhshish Singh, Assistant Food and Supplies Officer-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Baldev Singh, Auditor on behalf of the respondent-department..

ORDER



Shri Bakhshish Singh, APIO states that attested photocopies of 61 application forms of blue ration card holders have been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.8.2009 for confirmation.

 (R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukrit Sharda, President Yogbal,

Old Shahpur Road, Pathankot-145001.


__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, 
Gurdaspur. 



                   ________________ Respondent

AC No.   275      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Sukrit Sharda appellant in person.
Shri Bakhshish Singh, Assistant Food and Supplies Officer-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Baldev Singh, Auditor on behalf of the respondent-department..

ORDER



Shri Bakshish Singh APIO who appeared on behalf of the respondent-department is absolutely ignorant about the rules and regulations and even does not understand the simple questions put by the Commission or asked by the appellant. The APIO is expected to have full knowledge of the rules and regulations and facts of the case in hand.  District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Gurdaspur who is PIO in this case should appear personally on the next date of hearing with full details.  The department may also like to  take administrative action  against Shri Bakhshish Singh, AFSI  for such lacking on his part, a  copy of which should be sent to the Director Food and Civil Supplies Department, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking appropriate action against him.
2.

 Two IPOs of Rs.7/- each, sent by the appellant are returned to him in original.  It was explained to him that while filing any complaint/appeal in the Commission, no fees is required to be paid.  Photocopies of the same be kept for record.  
4.

Case stands adjourned to 21.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
CC

The Director Food and Civil Supplies Department, Punjab, Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Gupta, H. No.1043,

Sector 16, Panchkula.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Housefed, Punjab, SCO 150-152, Sector 34-A,

Chandiarh.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1159    of 2009

Present:-
Shri Gian Chand Singla on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Amrit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Amrit Sharma, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has pleaded that the order dated 20.2.2007 passed by this Commission in CC-344/2006 has been challenged in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  However, it is not clear to him whether any stay has been granted or   the writ petition has been clubbed with any other writ pending in the Hon’ble High Court.  No copy of the order of the Hon’ble High Court has been produced for the perusal of this Commission.  Shri Amit Sharma says that he will get a copy of the order passed by Hon’ble High Court and submit the same to the Commission for its perusal in due course.
2.

In the application dated 18.3.2009 submitted by the complainant, numbering of points about which the information has been sought has been written as IX to XVI whereas it should be I to VIII.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 3.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tejinder Singh s/o Gurbax Singh, Plot No.40,

Village Bholapur, Guru Nanak Nagar, Sahbana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of  Public Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh. __________ Respondent

CC No.  1167 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harjit Singh Bawa s/o Shri Hardial Singh Bawa,

H. No.71, Sector 16-A, Chandigarh.

_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala ________ Respondent

CC No. 1219  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Satnam Singh Ahluwalia on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Kesar Singh, Legal Adviser-cum-APIO alongwith                   Ms. Sukhwinder, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.


ORDER



This case involves the issue of list of 1665 employees sent by the Government to the respondent-department for grant of approval for placing them in PES-II class.  As far as respondent-department is concerned, the said proposal has not been granted/rejected and the matter is under process.  As regards information about justification for sending names etc., the appropriate authority is the Department of Irrigation who prepared the tentative list of these employees and forwarded the same to the respondent-department.  Shri Kesar Singh, APIO states that on receipt of the application, it has been transferred  to the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Irrigation and Power for supplying the information vide their letter dated 26.2.2009 (page 4/c of Commission’s file).  Complainant had also written to the Irrigation Department, Punjab vide his letter dated 25.1.2009 which was also forwarded by the Irrigation Department to the Chief Engineer (Canals), Irrigation Department, Punjab  for supplying the asked for information.  I think the appropriate authority from whom the information can be obtained is the Chief Engineer (Canals) and Irrigation Department, Punjab.  Since the respondent-department has not yet finally taken any decision about approval/rejection of the proposal of the Government, it will be premature, at this stage,  to get the information from the respondent-department.  However, the respondent-department can be asked to supply copies of the file or correspondence in this case. This case may be treated as transferred to the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Irrigation and Power, Chandigarh and the Chief Engineer (Canals), Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh  has to supply the necessary information.  Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Irrigation and Power will ensure that necessary information is supplied by the Chief Engineer (Canals), Irrigation Department, Punjab within three weeks from today in pursuance of their letter No.34/4/09/3 Canal Projects2/293 dated 4.2.2009 to the complainant with a copy to the Commission and  the Irrigation Department may like to have a copy of the information for their own record.
2.

Since, at this stage, the matter is pending between the Government and the Chief Engineer (Canals), Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh, the representative of the respondent-department may not come on the next date of hearing.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
CC

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Irrigation
The Chief Engineer (Canals), Irrigation Department, Punjab, Chandigarh 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Rai Verma s/o Sh. Balwant Rai,

#61, Urban Estate, Phase-1, Dugri, Ludhiana.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.

                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1224       of 2009

Subject:- 
Shri Balbir Rai Verma complainant in person.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



 Shri Balbir Rai Verma, complainant has supplied the roll number, serial number and name of the candidate to the respondent-department.  Respondent-department should confirm if the roll number etc. belongs to the same candidate as mentioned in the original application sent by Shri Verma.  During the discussion, it was pointed out by the complainant that correct name of the candidate is Shri Gurmit Singh Brar son of Shri Teja Singh whereas respondent-department has referred as Shri Gurmail Singh. Candidate’s name should be read as Shri Gurmit Singh instead of Shri Gurmail Singh.  After checking the record, the respondent-department may certify if  the details given by complainant are correct or not so that further action can be taken for redressal of his grievance, if any.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajeev Anand s/o Shri S.K. Anand,

H. No.2378, Sector 35-C, Chandigarh.


__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjabi University, Patiala.

        __________ Respondent

AC No.    200     of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the order dated 18.5.2009, instructions were issued that the appellant can go through the information supplied to him by the respondent-department and if there is any deficiency, he should point out within 10 days to the respondent-department.  According to Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate nothing has been heard from the appellant about the deficiency.  He agreed that he will get a copy of Fax from the respondent-department to corroborate the above statement and place it on record within three days. Case stands disposed of subject to production of that statement from the respondent-department.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Ex-Punch, VPO Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
  ________ Respondent

CC No. 337  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO
ORDER



Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.9.2009 as requested by Shri P.S. Bhinder.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Ex-Punch, VPO Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala._________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
  _________ Respondent

CC No. 339  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO
ORDER



Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.9.2009 as requested by Shri P.S. Bhinder.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail  Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Ex-Punch, VPO Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala._________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
  ________ Respondent

CC No. 340  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO
ORDER



Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.9.2009 as requested by Shri P.S. Bhinder.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail  Singh s/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Ex-Punch, VPO Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala._________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Assistant Food & Supplies Officer, Patran, Patiala.
  _________ Respondent

CC No. 341  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO
ORDER



Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.9.2009 as requested by Shri P.S. Bhinder.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sham Lal Saini (Retd. Administrative Officer,)

H. No.50/30-A, Ramgali, N.M. Bagh, Ludhiana.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh.   ___ Respondent

CC No.  658  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Shamshad Alli, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana (West) alongwith Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Ms. Surinder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation; nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh, Ex-Punch,

Village Bamna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
__________ Respondent

CC No.  674  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department alongwith Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO
ORDER



Shri P.S. Bhinder, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.9.2009 as requested by Shri P.S. Bhinder.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 908 of 2009

Present:
Col. R.P.S.Brar complainant in person.

Shri Adarsh Singla, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri M.M. Sayal o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. 

ORDER




Shri Adarsh Singla, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that reply to the queries raised by the complainant has been prepared. A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant who can go through the same within a week and point out any deficiencies therein.  Shri Singla, PIO states that in the Municipal Corporation, Patiala, a committee of four officers namely Shri P.K. Goyal, MTP, Shri Raj Pal Singla, ATP, Shri Ashok Vij, LA and Shri Naresh Kumar, PO has been constituted which prepared the reply after studying the file.  Any deficiency pointed out by complainant will be handled and replied by the said Committee.  To solve the issue, this order may be treated as notice to the above referred four officers who should be present on the next date of hearing to reply the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant Deficiency will include any evasive reply or not giving clear and concrete reply based on record and as per rules.  The complainant can write to Shri Singla, PIO about the deficiency, if any and Shri Singla will study the same in three days and thereafter within 15 days, he will ensure that reply is prepared by the committee to the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  After receipt of the reply from PIO, complainant can go through the same and point out deficiency, if any, within 15 days from that day.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 910 of 2009

Present:
Col. R.P.S.Brar complainant in person.

Shri Adarsh Singla, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri M.M. Sayal o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. 

ORDER




Shri Adarsh Singla, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that reply to the queries raised by the complainant has been prepared..  A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant who can go through the same within a week and point out any deficiencies therein.  Shri Singla, PIO states that in the Municipal Corporation, Patiala, a committee of four officers namely Shri P.K. Goyal, MTP, Shri Raj Pal Singla, ATP, Shri Ashok Vij, LA and Shri Naresh Kumar, PO has been constituted which prepared the reply after studying the file.  Any deficiency pointed out by complainant will be handled and replied by the said Committee.  To solve the issue, this order may be treated as notice to the above referred four officers who should be present on the next date of hearing to reply the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant Deficiency will include any evasive reply or not giving clear and concrete reply based on record and as per rules.  The complainant can write to Shri Singla, PIO about the deficiency, if any and Shri Singla will study the same in three days and thereafter within 15 days, he will ensure that reply is prepared by the committee to the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  After receipt of the reply from PIO, complainant can go through the same and point out deficiency, if any, within 15 days from that day.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

 (R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 911 of 2009

Present:
Col. R.P.S.Brar complainant in person.

Shri Adarsh Singla, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri M.M. Sayal o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. 

ORDER



Shri Adarsh Singla, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that reply to the queries raised by the complainant has been prepared..  A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant who can go through the same within a week and point out any deficiencies therein.  Shri Singla, PIO states that in the Municipal Corporation, Patiala, a committee of four officers namely Shri P.K. Goyal, MTP, Shri Raj Pal Singla, ATP, Shri Ashok Vij, LA and Shri Naresh Kumar, PO has been constituted which prepared the reply after studying the file.  Any deficiency pointed out by complainant will be handled and replied by the said Committee.  To solve the issue, this order may be treated as notice to the above referred four officers who should be present on the next date of hearing to reply the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant Deficiency will include any evasive reply or not giving clear and concrete reply based on record and as per rules.  The complainant can write to Shri Singla, PIO about the deficiency, if any and Shri Singla will study the same in three days and thereafter within 15 days, he will ensure that reply is prepared by the committee to the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  After receipt of the reply from PIO, complainant can go through the same and point out deficiency, if any, within 15 days from that day.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar, #1, Stadium Road, Patiala-147001.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Patiala.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 909 of 2009

Present:
Col. R.P.S.Brar complainant in person.

Shri Adarsh Singla, Superintending Engineer-cum-PIO alongwith Shri M.M. Sayal o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. 

ORDER




Shri Adarsh Singla, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that reply to the queries raised by the complainant has been prepared..  A copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant who can go through the same within a week and point out any deficiencies therein.  Shri Singla, PIO states that in the Municipal Corporation, Patiala, a committee of four officers namely Shri P.K. Goyal, MTP, Shri Raj Pal Singla, ATP, Shri Ashok Vij, LA and Shri Naresh Kumar, PO has been constituted which prepared the reply after studying the file.  Any deficiency pointed out by complainant will be handled and replied by the said Committee.  To solve the issue, this order may be treated as notice to  the above referred four officers who should  be present on the next date of hearing to reply the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant  Deficiency will include any evasive reply or not giving clear and concrete reply based on record and as per rules.  The complainant can write to Shri Singla, PIO about the deficiency, if any and Shri Singla will study the same in three days and thereafter within 15 days, he will ensure that reply is prepared by the committee to the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant.  After receipt of the reply from PIO, complainant can go through the same and point out deficiency, if any, within 15 days from that day.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 10.7.2009
