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

Shri Tejinder Singh s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

Plot No.40, Vill. Bholapur, Guru Nanak Nagar, 

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Food & Civil Supply Deptt, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 
Chandigarh. 





 ____________ Respondent

CC No. 1123  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..
Shri Parveen Sapra, Superintendent Grade-I-cum-APIO alongwith Ms. Baljinder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Though the information relates to third party but still it has been supplied to the complainant without following the procedure. Case stands disposed of with the directions that in future before supplying the information which related to  third party, proper procedure should be followed.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Ms. Anuradha d/o late Shri Balbir Singh,

H. No.B-X/224, Bhadroya Road, Pathankot.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

CC No. 1261 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Vikramjit on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of notice issued to the respondent-department under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, nobody has appeared.  Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009.  If nobody appears on behalf of the respondent-department on that day, action will be taken exparte.

2.

After the complainant left, Shri Baljit Singh, Senior Assistant appeared who stated that he got late as he had to appear before another Bench of this Commission.  Reply furnished by the respondent-department that to give reason for the decision taken is not part of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Though the stand taken by the department is correct, but the complainant has to be informed about his/her contention that candidates with lesser marks were selected while the complainant was ignored. If it is informed to the complainant, he/she can take appropriate administrative/judicial action to redress her/his grievance.
3.

Further contention raised by the respondent-department is that all the candidates had applied for the post by way of online and as such it was not possible for them to supply copies of marks-sheets of B.Sc. and B.Ed. demanded by the complainant.  In this regard, it is stated that when the candidates had applied, they must have supplied soft/hard copies of their marks-sheets.  So either the hard copy or the print taken out from online should be supplied to the complainant.  This must be done within two weeks from today.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Ms. Anuradha d/o Shri Balbir Singh,
 H.No.B-X/224,

Bhadroya Road, Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary , Subordinate Service Selection Board, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.



_____________ Respondent

CC No. 1262 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Vikramjit on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005, nobody has appeared.  Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009 on that day if nothing is heard action will be taken exparte.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Ms. Surinder Kanta, District Treasury Officer (Retd.),

H.No.1067, Urban Estate, Phase-II, Jalandhar-144022.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education,

Chandigarh.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1300 of 2009

Present:-
No body on behalf of the complainant.



No body on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Tarsem Lal, #386, Ward No.6, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar-144201.


__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.
 __________ Respondent

AC No.  229  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Sudesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Sudesh Kumar, clerk stated that information has since been supplied on 2.12.2008.  In the last hearing dated 3.7.2009, on the request of appellant, the case was adjourned but nothing has been heard from him.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Tarsem Lal, #386, Ward No.6, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar-144201.


__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.____________ Respondent

AC No.  230  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Sudesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Sudesh Kumar, clerk stated that information has since been supplied on 2.12.2008.  In the last hearing dated 3.7.2009, on the request of appellant, the case was adjourned but nothing has been heard from him.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Tarsem Lal, #386, Ward No.6, Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, Distt. Jalandhar-144201.


__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.____________ Respondent

AC No.  241  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Sudesh Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Sudesh Kumar, clerk stated that information has since been supplied on 11.11.2008.  In the last hearing dated 3.7.2009, on the request of appellant, the case was adjourned but nothing has been heard from him.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ujagar Singh Dhinda, Advocate,

H. No.3586/5, Lehal, Patiala.




_________  Complainant..

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food and Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.




          ________________ Respondent

CC No. 632 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of three hearings, none of the parties have appeared.  While it is not mandatory for the complainant/appellant to appear before the Commission in person but the Public Information Officer of the respondent-department has to give a reply whether he has supplied the asked for information or not which in this case has not been done.  Inspite of notice given to him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 nothing has been done.  Last chance is being given to the respondent-department to submit their reply, if any..  Copy of this order be sent to the Director, Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh for directing the District Food and Supplies Controller, Ludhiana to appear on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 25.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 17, 2009
CC
The Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh.

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 Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer, Shri Ashok Vij, Legal Assistant and Shri Raj Pal Singla, Assistant Town Planner on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER



Information stands supplied and it has been discussed on each point individually.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 17, 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 Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer, Shri Ashok Vij, Legal Assistant and Shri Raj Pal Singla, Assistant Town Planner on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER



Information upto Para 6 has been supplied to the complainant and about Para 7, it is stated that according to their record, there was no formal request/application from the owner for any compromise. As regards information about the two amounts deposited by the owner of the house, it is stated that it was on the basis of a visit by the M.C. staff on the site that the amount was worked out and was deposited without any notice.  It was also explained that when a commercial building is proposed to be constructed, the Fire Wing of the respondent-department is intimated about the proposal and site but before issuing the completion certificate a clearance from the Fire Wing is required.  In the instant case, neither completion certificate has been sought nor it has been supplied by the Fire Wing.  
2.

Some papers about the remaining information have been handed over to the complaint who wanted to consult a technical adviser before giving his observations on the same..

3.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 17, 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 Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer, Shri Ashok Vij, Legal Assistant and Shri Raj Pal Singla, Assistant Town Planner on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER



Some papers have been handed over to the complainant; he wants to consult his technical adviser before agreeing to the issue.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

August 17, 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 Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer, Shri Ashok Vij, Legal Assistant and Shri Raj Pal Singla, Assistant Town Planner on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER



Information stands supplied and case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Lakhwinder Kumar s/o late Shri Gurbachan Singh,

Village Fajupur, P.O. Fateh Nangal, Distt. Gurdaspur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1557  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Sadajit Kalia on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Bhupesh Gupta, Senior Assistant o/o the Director, Public Instructions (Primary), Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Rajesh Kumar, Clerk o/o the District Education Officer (E),  Gurdaspur
ORDER



Complainant had asked for information about his application address to the Block Primary Education Officer, Dhar Kalan-1 under Gurdaspur district.  Shri Rajesh Kumar, clerk has clarified that there is no block by name of Dhar Kalan-I.  Since the complainant was from Dhariwal, it was checked up from Block Primary Education Officer, Dhariwal and it was found that there is no application from the complainant in Dhariwal Block.  Shri Rajesh Kumar, Clerk clarified that in Pathankot there are Block Dhar-I and Dhar-II but not Dhar Kalan.  
2.

In view of the clarification given by Shri Rajesh Kumar Clerk, he is directed to check up from Dhar-I and Dhar-II and furnish information to the complainant.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri KaramjitSingh s/o Shri Umrao Singh,

r/o Village & P.O. Chomo, Tehsil and Distt. Jalandhar.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chomo Khurdpur M.P. Cooperative Service Society Ltd., 

Chomo, District Jalandhar.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1569       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ajit Singh Randhawa, #303, Chotti Baradari,

Part-II, Jalandhar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala.     ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1062 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Ajit Singh Randhawa, complainant in person.

Ms. Kusam Bector, Superintendent-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Kesar Singh, L.A.-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Kesar Singh, APIO has brought a copy of the information which is self-explanatory.  However, the complainant has not come so the copy of the same be sent to him by registered post.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
