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

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Sh. Puran Singh,

Member Block Samiti, Jandiala Guru, V.P.O. Nizampur, Via Verka,

Tehsil & District Amritsar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Welfare Officer, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1499 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Lakhbir Singh complainant in personh.

Shri Harbhajan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Amritsar alongwith Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant.
ORDER



Whereas information for the year 2008 running into about 400 pages has been and handed over to the complainant,  the Information for the years 2006, 2007 and 2009 is  yet to be prepared and sent to the complainant.  Since the information has been delayed by more than 30 days,  no charges are required to be paid by the complainant and copies of the information will be provided  to him free of cost.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Sh. Puran Singh,

Member Block Samiti, Jandiala Guru, V.P.O. Nizampur, Via Verka,

Tehsil & District Amritsar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Welfare Officer, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1500 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Lakhbir Singh complainant in personh.

Shri Harbhajan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Amritsar alongwith Shri Mohinder Singh, Senior Assistant.
ORDER

.

As the information has been delayed by more than 30 days, details may be collected and supplied to the complainant free of cost 

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
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 Balraj Singh, APIO o/o the District Food and Supplies Controller, Sangrur alongwith Shri Harmail Singh, Inspector, Sunam.
ORDER



Information stands supplied.  Former AFSO, Sangrur and Inspector, Sunam who are alleged to have delayed the information and misbehaved with the complainant have been transferred to Buchon Mandi, District Bathinda.  The DFSC, Bhatinda will take administrative action against the officials concerned  who  misbehaved and delayed  the  supply of  information to the complainant.
2.

Since the information stands provided, cases is disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
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. 1541 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Makhan Goyal complainant in person.

Shri Balraj Singh, APIO o/o the District Food and Supplies Controller, Sangrur alongwith Shri Harmail Singh, Inspector, Sunam.
ORDER



Neither information has been provided nor a satisfactory reply has been given.  DFSC Sangrur- Dr. Sonal Thind should appear in person on the next date of hearing with full details.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagroop Singh s/o Shri Bhag Singh,

V.P.O. Bhardwal, Tehsil Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Desh Bhagat College Trust (Regd.), Bardwal, Tehsil Dhuri, 
Distt. Sangrur




._____________ Respondent

CC No.  1422 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Jagroop Singh complainant in person.

Shri M.S. Dhami, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



M/s Desh Bhagat College Trust (Regd) Bardwal, Dhuri runs various social organizations including the college in question which is an aided college.  According to the Right to Information Act, 2005, only an institution which receives aid from the Government is covered under the RTI Act and not a private trust/society.  In this case the complainant has asked for the information about the Trust and not about the college which is an aided institute. Shri Dhami, Advocate stated that the resolution is passed by the Trust and not by the College and as such the same cannot be provided to the complainant. 
2.

In view of the above, the trust about which the information has been sought is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  So resolution passed by the Trust cannot be provided to the complainant.
3.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rattan Pal, H. No.3418, First Floor,

Sector 32-D, Chandigarh.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Manager/ Secretary-cum-Correspondent, 

Arya Kanya Vidhyalay, Kharar, District Mohali.
________________ Respondent

CC No. 1423 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Charanjit Bansal on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to Shri Charanjit Bansal appearing on behalf of the complainant- Shri Rattan Pal, no details have been provided to the complainant and only a letter written by Headmistress, Arya Kanya Vidyalaya, Kharar on 28.4.2009 has been received.  Last chance is being given to the respondent-department for providing the asked for information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Narinder Singh Chadha, Sarhinidi House,

3614/40, Sant Nagar, Basti Sheikh, Jalandhar-2.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh.
___________ Respondent

CC No. 1396 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh Chadha complainant in person.

Shri Hem Raj Kalia, Joint Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Chaman Lal Dhiman, Superintendent Establishment) on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Applicant asked for information on four points.  About points at Sr. No.1 to 3, details have been provided to the complainant.  Complainant have also confirmed to have received the information but without Appendix A to the same.  Copies of the same submitted by the respondent-department to this Commission for its perusal have been handed over to the complainant. As regards information about point at Sr. No.4, Shri Kalia clarified that in the DPC meeting held on 6.2.2009, case of promotion from the post of Article Writer to APRO was not on agenda of the meeting and as such question of providing instructions or rules in pursuance of which the name of Ms. Gurvinder Kaur was not included in the list does not arise.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Paramjit Singh Cheema, F.O. (Retd.),

Code No.573, H.No.51, Police Line Road, Sirhind City,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Manager, Markfed, Fatehgarh Sahib.____________ Respondent

AC No. 443 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Paramjit Singh Cheema appellant in person.

Shri Vijay Kumar Clerk alongwith Ms. Savitri Chhabra, Superintendent o/o the District Manager, MARKFED, Fatehgarh Sahib.

ORDER



Out of five points, information on three points has been provided.   As regards information about the points at Sr. No.2 and 4, the respondent-department says that no TA was claimed or paid to Shri Paramjit Singh Cheema, appellant for the months of April and May, 2007.  Similarly Shri Harminder Singh, District Manager, Sirhind did not claim TA and or it was paid to him.  However, the complainant has produced a copy of TA bill of Shri Cheema according to which TA bill for the month of May, 2007 was submitted which duly checked and verified by the District Manager, Fatehgarh Sahib.  However, the payment of the same was not made for which no explanation is forthcoming. Similarly about the TA bill of Shri Harminder Singh District Manager, Fatehgarh Sahib, the complainant has produced a copy of document received from PIO o/o the Markfed Chandigarh, according to which he had made TA claim for the month of March, 2007 which was duly approved by the Additional Managing Director, MARKFED, Chandigarh.  However, the same was not paid for the reasons best known to the authorities.  From the above two observations, it clearly shows that MARKFED is not coming out with the factual position..

2.

In view of the above contradictory statement Shri K.S.Goraya, Chief Manager, MARKFED, Chandigarh will submit an affidavit clarifying the position.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2009. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
CC
Shri K.S.Goraya, Chief Manager, MARKFED, Chandigarh 

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 parties.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 27.11.2209.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hukam Chand Thareja, Chief Pharmacist,

Civil Hospital, Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar-144410.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 
Chandigarh.   




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1417 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Mulakh Raj, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to Shri Mulakh Raj, APIO, the asked for information regarding Mansa district was also sent to the complainant through registered post.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Om Kesh s/o Shri Kaka Ram, Vill. & P.O. Manakpur,

Tehsil Nangal, District Roopnagar-140125.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Food & Supply Controller, 

Nangal. 


                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.   805    of 2009
Present:-
Shri Om Kesh complainant in person.

Shri Ranbir Singh, Inspector-cum-Incharge on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today is the third hearing, when Shri Ranbir Singh, Inspector has appeared.  His plea for not supplying the information is that he has not received any letter which is not believable.  Moreover, when the notice is sent from the Commission invariably a copy of the complaint is attached.  Respondent-department has received the notice but say they have not received the copy of complaint with the notice.  Dr. Daljit Singh, District Food and Supplies Controller, Ropar will make an inquiry as to what happened to the original complaint filed by Shri Om Kesh and why the department has failed to supply the asked for information.  On the next date of hearing, Dr. Daljit Singh will appear personally with the relevant file.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.11.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
CC

Dr. Daljit Singh, District Food and Supplies Controller, Ropar 

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

Shri Gurdial Kapoor c/o Shri Ritesh Kapoor, EG 806, 

Mohalla Gobindgarh, Jalandhar City-144001.
        __________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Assistant Public Information Officer,

o/o PUNSUP, Kapurthala.



______________ Respondent

AC No. 613  of 2008

Present:-
Shri Gurdial Kapoor complainant in person.
Shri Shanti Saroop, District Manager alongwith Shri Vinod Gupta, Asstt. Manager (Administration) -cum-PIO,  Shri Kartar Singh, Sr. Assistant, Shri B.P.S. Rana, Asstt. Manager (Admn.)-cum-APIO, Shri R.K. Sethi, Senior Auditor-cum-PIO o/o the District Manager, MARKFED, Kapurthala, Shri Ashok Kumar Bhandari, Senior Assistant (Accounts) and Smt. Tejinder Kaur, Senior Assistant (Accounts)

ORDER



Inspite of repeated adjournments, nothing is forthcoming .   Public authority i.e. Managing Director, PUNSUP, Chandigarh is called upon to appear personally with full detail on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.12.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harjinder Singh, Reporter, Gali No.10/7,

H.No.3439, Chet Singh Nagar, Gill Road, Ludhiana.
_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District General Manager, Milk Plant, Ludhiana. _________ Respondent

CC No. 1313 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Satish Kumar, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Only copy of the Log-Book was to be supplied, which has been sent to the complainant by registered post vide their letter dated 10.7.2009.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Baldev Singh s/o Sh. Surinder Singh

Resident of Village Chauhat  Tehsil  Saman, Distt. Patiala.
_____ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsildar, Samana.


                 ________ Respondent

CC No. 1035  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Baldev Singh complainant in person.



Shri Mohinder Singh, Office Kanungo for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of clear directions, Shri Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Samana has not appeared.  Office Kanungo Shri Mohinder Singh has stated that information is available in the office of District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala.  Shri Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Samana should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not providing the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 9.11.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
CC

Shri Shiv Kumar, Tehsildar, Samana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar s/o Shri Ramji Dass,  r/o Tej Colony,

Near  Bansi  Di Chakki, Sarapty Chowk, 

Samana, Distt. Patiala.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Health Services and Family Welfare Deptt., Pb.,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.

                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  688  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Dr. Rajesh Sharma, PIO alongwith Dr. I.D. Goyal o/o the Chief Medical Officer, Patiala and Shri Mulakh Raj, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing dated 13.7.2009, Shri S.P.S. Johal, Director Health Services and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh did not appear on the plea that he had to appear in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in a case.  Today also he has  not appeared before the Commission to explain the position or give the detail of the case in which he appeared in the Hon’ble High Court.  Dr. Rajesh Sharma, PIO who has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department could not furnish the same details.  I am left with no alternative but to take stringent view about the attitude of Dr. S.P.S. Johal, Director Health Services and Family Welfare, Punjab for not obeying the directions issued by the Commission.  Dr. Rajesh Sharma, PIO has stated that the GPF amount to the tune of Rs.41983/- has been disbursed to the complainant as acknowledged by him on 5.10.2009.  

2.

In view of the above that the GPF amount has been disbursed though it is unfortunate that the person who left job in the year 1989 has been paid GPF amount in the year 2009 i.e. after 20 year.  Office representative is not clear if the interest on the amount of GPF is paid upto the year 1989 or 2009.  Position about interest should be clarified on the next date of hearing.  About imposition of penalty on Dr. S.P.S. Johal, DHFS, Punjab Chandigarh will also be decided on the next date of hearing. No further opportunity will be given.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 9.11.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
CC
Dr. S.P.S. Johal, Director Health Services and Family Welfare, Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarsem Singh s/o Sh. Kashmir Singh,

VPO Shambhu Kalan, Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.
_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the President, Shambhu Kalan Coop. Agricultural Society Ltd.

Shambhu Kalan, Distt. Patiala.

         ________________ Respondent

CC No.   2187      of 2009
Present:-
Shri Tarsem Singh complainant in person.

Shri Harjot Singh Bedi, Advocate alongwith Shri Baldev Singh Bajwa, Secretary on behalf of the Society.

ORDER



Shri Harjot Singh Bedi, advocate appearing on behalf the respondent states that he has not received the original complaint so he is not in a position to supply the detailed reply.  However in a number of cases, the complainant has asked for the information through the concerned Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, then the information was supplied to the Assistant Registrar as required under law.  The Assistant Registrar is reported to have supplied the asked for information to the complainant, however, in the instant case, AR/DR is not a party so it is not clear if the information supplied by him is the same as demanded by the complainant.  On the next date of hearing, Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies, Patiala through his PIO or any other person should appear before the Commission with full details.  In the meantime society can also file a detailed reply in this case.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagir Singh, Junior Assistant (Retd.),

V.P.O. Bhawanipur, Tehsil and Distt. Kapurthala.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (S), Kapurthala.______________ Respondent

CC No. 1972 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDERS



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

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurdeep Singh s/o Shri Mehar Singh, 

VPO Bhutta Via Ghawaddi, Tehsil and Distt. 
Ludhiana.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Manager, 
The Ludhiana Central Coop. Bank Ltd., Ludhiana.
__________ Respondent

CC No.  1629       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Gurdeep Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurcharan Singh Branch Manager alongwith Shri Harchand Singh, Assistant Manager on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Details about the loan and repayment have been provided to the complainant. The loan amount of Rs.1451/- is outstanding upto 30.9.2009.  Complainant stands informed accordingly.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 30.11.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sushil Gupta, H. No.1043, Sector 16,

Panchkula.




.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,


o/o HOUSEFED, SCO 150-152, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.





.------------- Respondent

CC No.    1159     of 2009

Present:-
Shri Gian Chand Singla on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Nobody has appeared on behalf of the HOUSEFED as well as Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh as directed vide this Commission’s order dated 18.9.2009.  Last chance is being given both Managing Director, HOUSEFED and Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh to  explain their position within four days.  Case stands adjourned to 27.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 19.10.2009
CC

1. S. Mukhtiar Singh, Managing Director, HOUSEFED, Punjab, Chandigarh.

2. Mr. G.Vijralingam, IAS, Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh.

