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

Shri Sham Lal Singla s/o Sh. Jaithu Ram, r/o B-325,

Guru Nanak Colony, Sangrur.



__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Child Welfare Council, Punjab, Chandigarh.
 _______Respondent

AC No.   239 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Sham Lal Singla appellant in person.

Shri Pritam Singh Accounts Officer alongwith Shri Anil Sharma, Senior Accountant and Shri Rajesh Thakural, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Pritam Singh, Accounts Officer appearing on behalf of the respondent-department produced some papers relating to the information asked for by the complainant.  The same have been handed over to the complainant who can go through the same and report whether he is satisfied with the information supplied to him or not.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 24.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amit Sharma s/o Sh. S.K. Sharma,

Advocate, #6/75, Ram Vihar, Green Model Town, Jalandhar City.   _______ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Registrar, Pharmacy Council, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.


                 ________________ Respondent

AC No. 161  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Saurav Garg, advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Saurav Garg, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that Shri Bhardwaj who was the Registrar, Pharmacy Council, Punjab was removed from service and he challenged his removal in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  The Hon’ble High Court has granted status-quo in that case.  He further states that the certificate in question is ready but is pending for want of signatures of the regular Registrar.  A valid certificate can be issued only under the signatures of Registrar. In view of the status-quo granted by the Hon’ble High Court, it has to be decided who was working as Registrar at the relevant time.  Till a final decision is taken by the by the Hon’ble High Court, it is not possible to issue that certificate.  The facts explained by Shri Garg, Advocate are correct, but it would have been appropriate if the complainant had been informed the above position.  Shri Garg has admitted that respondent-department will inform the complainant accordingly within 10 days.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Dev Raj s/o Sh. Kesar Chand, Assistant Engineer,

Agriculture Department, Hoshiarpur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Financial  Commissioner to Govt. of Punjab,

Agriculture Department, Chandigarh.
            ________________ Respondent

CC No. 135  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Dev Raj complainant in person.

Ms. Gursharan Kaur alongwith Shri Subhash Chander, Senior Assistants on behalf of the respondent-department.

Order


According to the order dated 29.6.2009, Smt. Anita Bhalla, Under Secretary-cum-PIO was exempted from appearing in this case today.  In her place, Smt. Gursharan Kaur and Shri Subhash Chander, Senior Assistants have appeared who are not coming out with the facts of the case clearly.  It is stated that even though Shri Inderjit, Superintendent-cum-APIO had come to the Commission but did not appear during the hearing.  In the order dated 22.5.2009, Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Agriculture was advised to take administrative action against Shri Inderjit, Superintendent for not furnishing correct information and trying to mislead the Commission. It is not clear what action has been taken against him by the Financial Commissioner Agriculture.  On the next date of hearing i.e. 18.9.2009, Smt. Anita Bhalla, Shri Inderjit, Shri Subhash Chander and Smt. Gursharan Kaur will explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. To explain about administrative action to be taken against Shri Inderjit, the appellate authority/Mrs. Anita Bhalla should also appear in person on the next date of hearing.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Dev Raj s/o Sh. Kesar Chand, Assistant Engineer,

Agriculture Department, Hoshiarpur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Financial  Commissioner to Govt. of Punjab,

Agriculture Department, Chandigarh.
                    ___________ Respondent

CC No. 134  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Dev Raj complainant in person.

Shri Subhash Chand Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of clear directions that person deputed to appear before the Commission should be well conversant with the facts of the case to avoid delay and wastage of time, still persons who have no knowledge about the case are being deputed. Shri Subhash Chander, Senior Assistant who has been deputed to appear before the Commission on behalf of the respondent-department does not know the correct position of the case and even avoids to give any reply.  I have no alternative but to direct Mrs. Anita Bhalla, Under Secretary-cum-APIO, Shri Inderjit, Superintendent and Shri Subhash Chander, Senior Assistant  to explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to furnish  the correct information.  Shri Dev Raj complainant who comes from Hoshiarpur to attend the hearing at his personal expenses should be treated on duty and he should be paid compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing from today onwards 
2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harsukhdev Singh Vill. Rampur Talwara,

P.O.  Sri Hargobindpur, Teh. Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Child Development  Project Officer, 

Hargobindpur (Gurdaspur ). 



__________ Respondent.

CC No. 600 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Harsukhdev Singh complainant in person.

Smt. Surinder Kaur, District Programme Officer, Gurdaspur alongwith Shri Jaswant Singh, Child Development Project Officer, Shri Baldev Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Shri Brij Mohan, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Hargobindpur, and Shri Yudhvir Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kahnuwan.
ORDER

Information stands provided, case is disposed of accordingly.


(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Navkiran Singh Sodhi s/o Sh. Parminder Singh Sodhi,

#455, Adarsh Colony, Bhadson Road, Patiala.

__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Registrar of. Societies,  District Industries Centre,

Sirhind Road, Patiala. 

                      ________________ Respondent

AC No. 288      of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Bhinder Singh, Additional Registrar-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Bhinder Singh, PIO states that information has been sent to the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.


(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Navkiran Singh Sodhi s/o Sh. Parminder Singh Sodhi,

#455, Adarsh Colony, Bhadson Road, Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Minister,  Food & Civil Supplies Deptt,

Punjab Govt., Chandigarh.


            ________________ Respondent

CC No.   1131      of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Mandeep Singh, Clerk o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDERS


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.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Ravi Dass Basti, Vill. Bahmana,

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Supplies Controller, Sangrur. _________ Respondent

CC No.   1180   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Manjit Singh, Inspector alongwith Shri Subhash Mehta, Assistant Food and Supplies Officer, Samana on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of clear instructions given in the order dated 6.7.2009, neither Shri Bhupinder Singh -complainant has appeared nor has he deputed any of his relation.   Shri Manjit Singh, Inspector and Shri Subhash Mehta, Asstt. Food & Civil Supplies Officer, Samana have appeared with full record which corroborates to show that a group of people including Shri Gurjail Singh and his son Shri Bhupinder Singh  ask for  various information  from  different departments by way of threat  and to black mail the officers.  Before ordering any penal action against them, they should appear on 18.9.2009 to explain why action should not be taken against them for such activities on their part.   It is further stated that this group of persons have also asked similar information from the Inspectors, Food and Civil Supplies Department,  Devigarh, Balbera, Sunam  including the Assistant Food and Supplies Officer, Patran. The above officers should also come with full particulars and record in this regard..  In addition to this, District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Patiala, Sangrur and Barnala should also check up under their jurisdiction about the activities of this gang and appear before the Commission through their Public Information Officer or any other person conversant with this case to explain the position.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
CC
District Food and Civil Supplies Controller,  Patiala, 
District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Sangrur 
District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Barnala
Inspectors, Food and Civil Supplies, Devigarh, 
Inspectors, Food and Civil Supplies, Balbera, 
Inspectors, Food and Civil Supplies, Sunam 
 Assistant Food and Supplies Officer, Patran. 

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

Shri Parveen Kumar s/o Shri Harbans Lal,

Vill. Neewan Dhakalan, P.O. Behrampur, 
Gurdaspur-143832.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Pb., 
Chandigarh.                     



_____________ Respondent

CC No.  1003       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Parveen Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, PIO alongwith Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information sought in the instant case is similar to that as sought in CC-1470/2008.  There is no provision to review/appeal under the Right to Information Act, 2005. 

2.

 In view of the order passed by another bench in CC-1470/2008, I treat this case as disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldip Singh s/o Shri Kashmir Singh, Vill. Jafalpur,

P.O. Bhattian, Tehsil and District Gurdaspur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, 
Chandigarh.          




________________ Respondent

CC No. 962  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Hari Chand Gera, Senior Assistant for 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.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Vijay Kumar, H.No.44/13,

Prince Colony, Samrala, Distt. Lludhiana.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (Schools), Pb., 
Chandigarh.                    



________________ Respondent

CC No.    862     of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-Public Information Officer  on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER


Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that he has come to attend the hearing only in CC-1003/2009 and not in this case.  He got a telephonic call from his department that this case is fixed today. Thus, he is appearing but is not conversant with this case.  He further stated that Smt. Surjit Kaur, Assistant Director is the PIO in this case..  Smt. Surjit Kaur, Assistant Director-cum-PIO should appear and explain on the next date of hearing why action should not be taken against her under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to supply the information.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri  Inderjit  Singh s/o Shri Dalip Singh,

V.P.O. Mahimuana, Tehsil and District Faridkot.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the District Welfare Officer, Faridkot.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1511 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Inderjit Singh alongwith Shri Baljit Singh.

Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, District Welfare Officer, Faridkot on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Shri Ravinder Pal Singh, District Welfare Officer, Faridkot has agreed to supply the asked for information to the complainant within three weeks from today.  Thereafter, Shri Inderjit Singh can go through the same and reply whether he is satisfied with the same or not.   Since mandatory period of 30 days has already passed, the information will be supplied free of cost.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Varinder Kumar s/o Shri Karam Chand,

S.S. Master, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Rauni,

Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Government High School, Tihara, Distt. Ludhiana.
________________ Respondent

CC No. 1449  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person.
Shri Harjit Singh, Math Master-cum-officiating Headmaster alongwith Shri Ishar Singh, Science Master on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Original application dated 18.6.2008 was made by the complainant in the office of the respondent-department.   The officiating Headmaster,  on the basis of website,  asked the complainant to deposit Rs.50/- as fees and Rs.10/- as the cost of each page for providing the information.  It was explained to Shri Harjit Singh, officiating Headmaster that the fees has since been reduced to Rs.10/- and Rs.2/- as against Rs.50/- and Rs.10/- in the year 2006.  This fee is chargeable if the information is provided within 30 days from the date of receipt of the application.  In the instant case, since stipulated period of 30 days has passed, all information is to be provided free of cost.

2.

As regards PTA attendance register, Shri Harjit Singh, officiating Headmaster states that it is not traceable and he has taken up this matter with his predecessor without any success.  He is directed to supply the information as available with him within three days from today.
3.

Case stands adjourned to 25.9.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Parmod Kumar s/o Sh. Rattan Dass,

H.No.1, Jarnail Enclave, Phase-II, Babhat Road,

Zirakput, Distt. S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Council, Zirakpur, Distt. Mohali.
__________ Respondent

CC No. 1451  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri H.S. Sethi, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Shri H.S. Sethi appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has stated that the asked for information has been provided to the complainant in the month of April, 2009.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Makhan Goyal s/o Shri Prem Chand,

Sagar Basti, W. No.13, Chungara Road, Patran-147105.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food & Supplies Controller, Sangrur.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1540 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Makhan Goyal complainant in person.



Shri R.K. Singla, Assistant Food and Supplies Officer, Sunam.

ORDER



Information was originally sought from the respondent-department on 22.4.2009 but it was supplied only on 3.6.2009 when the respondent-department asked the complainant to deposit a sum of Rs.1572/- to meet the cost of the copies.  Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, it is made very clear if the information is not supplied within 30 days from the date of receipt of application,  then it has to be supplied free of cost. As Shri Singla appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the asked for information is ready, so he is directed to supply the information within three days from today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.8.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 10, 2009
