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

Shri Kailash Chand s/o Shri Amrit Lal,

Muniyara Mohalla, Punjabi Gali,  Samana, 
Distt. Patiala.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

D.M., Markfed, Sangrur.


           ___________ Respondent

CC No.   1021      of 2009

Present:
Shri Kailash Chand complainant in person.
Shri Mohinder Lal, Accountant-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Asked for information was sent to the complainant vide respondent-department’s letter dated 19.3.2009.  Complainant disowned receipt of the same.  Copy of the information supplied to the complainant is available at page No.7 and 8/c of the record file of the Commission.  From the office copy available with    Shri Mohinder Pal, APIO, a photocopy has been prepared and handed over to the complainant.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of .

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri D.C. Gupta, General Secretary,

#778, Urban Estate, Phase-1, Patiala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board, 
Sector 17, Chandigarh.              


________________ Respondent

CC No.  1033    of 2009

Present:-
Shri Sat Paul complainant in person.

Shri Mukesh Juneja, APIO alongwith Shri Nirmaljit Singh, Executive Engineer (Civil), Smt. Satinder Kaur, Superintendent, Information Branch and Shri Sudesh Thakur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



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

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurdev Singh s/o Shri Hazura Singh,

VPO Lamma, Tehsil Jagraon, District Ludhiana.
_________ Complainant 

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Audit Officer, Cooperative Societies, Kapurthala.

2.
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 

Ferozepur.






_____ Respondent

CC No.  1039  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Gurdev Singh complainant in person.

Shri Pipal Singh clerk o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur for respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Gurdev Singh complainant who is a senior citizen of 74 years old and is also a handicapped person has not been supplied the information which he had asked for.   Taking a serious note of such an attitude on the part of the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur, PIO office of the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Chandigarh, they are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing and explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for failure to supply the information to a senior citizen.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 31.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ram Kumar Ranwa, President Welfare Society, Karndi,

Tehsil Sardulgarh, Distt. Mansa.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,
Sardulgarh, district Mansa.




________ Respondent

CC No. 1061 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Ram Kumar Ranwa complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Inspite of clear directions, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Sardulgarh has not supplied the information nor anybody has appeared on his behalf.  He should explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 31.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kishan Kumar, House No.B-14/218, Mohalla Shorian,

Nawanshahar-144514.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Committee, Nawanshahar.    ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1045   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Kishan Kumar complainant in person.



Shri Santokh Lal, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Santokh Lal, PIO is not conversant with the project and not in a position to give any information/clarification.  The Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Nawanshahar and Municipal Engineer, Municipal Council, Nawanshahar are directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing with complete information.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Saroj Bala, 5-C, Phase-I, Urban Estate,

Focal point, Ludhiana.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Department of  Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh.      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  985  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Kuldeep Kumar husband of the complainant.
Shri Lal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare alongwith Shri Vinod Kumar, Superintendent, Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant and Shri Rajinder Kumar clerk o/o the Director Health Services and Family Welfare, Punjab.

ORDER



Shri Vinod Kumar, Superintendent has produced before the Commission information about 3000 doctors and stated that Information about those doctors who were appointed in the year 1993 is being collected and will be supplied to the complainant within one week. The same has been handed over to the representative of the complainant. The remaining information about the doctors of 1993 batch shall be supplied to him within one week.  After going through both the information supplied to him, the complainant may convey his observations to the Commission within 20 days with a copy to the respondent-department asking for a clarification, if any.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
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.

Shri Kesar Singh, L.A.-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Karam Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Kesar Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has taken the plea that the original letter sent by the complainant was not received in the office of the Punjab Public Service Commission. To show that he had sent the letter to the PPSC, Shri Randhawa – complainant produced a receipt issued by the post office for sending the letter by registered post.  According to the rules, once a letter has been posted, it is presumed that it has been received by the addressee. Shri Kesar Singh admitted that notice of the Commission dated 14.5.2009 was received by their office but no efforts were initiated to provide the information though more than two months have passed.  PIO o/o the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala Smt. Kusum Bector, Superintendent-cum-PIO should explain why action should not taken against her for not providing the information under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act 2005 and intentionally delaying for providing information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Nasib Singh s/o Sh. Sawan Singh,

#278 (Near Old Police Station), Sohana (Mohali)
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Phase-8, Mohali.   ______________ Respondent

CC No. 1038  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Nasib Singh complainant in person.

Shri Amarjit Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Nasib Singh complainant admits that asked for information has been received by him and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

2.

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

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
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.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Neither asked for information has been supplied to the complainant nor has anybody appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.  District Food and Supplies Controller, Ropar being the public authority is hereby directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing with complete information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 28.8.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
CC

The District Food and Supplies Controller, Ropar 

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

Sh. Tarsem  Singh Khatkar s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

Village Panjeta, P.O.Bhunerheri, Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Development and Panchayat Officer,
 Patiala.                     



________________ Respondent

CC No.  992    of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Madan Lal Gupta s/o Sh. Mukand Lal,

r/o B-X/519, Patel Nagar,  ST. No.1, K.C. Road, 
Barnala.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Food &  Supplies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh.                     



________________ Respondent

CC No.   1059      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Madan Lal Gupta complainant in person.

Shri Iqbal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith                Shri Shamsher Singh, clerk  on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Information about payment of G.P.F. and leave-encashment released to the complainant has been supplied to the Commission for its perusal which is handed over to the complainant.  As regards release of gratuity, it is stated by Shri Iqbal Singh, Superintendent that because of financial loss caused to the department, recoveries are to be made from the complainant.  Details of the amount of purported loss have not been supplied to the complainant. Instead of keeping the things under the carpet, it will be much better if the complainant is informed about the cases which are pending,  decided or undecided so that he can settle the matter once for all.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjinder Singh s/o S. Surjan Singh, 

Ro Vill. Sureshwala Sainia, P.O. Karani Khera, 
Teh. Fazilika (FZR)





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

District Forest Officer, Ferozepur.

           ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1068  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sawaran Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Shri Sawaran Lal, APIO instead of giving the reply is trying to beat about the bush.  Instead of providing the proper information which was asked in the year 2007, the complainant is being harassed on one excuse or the other.  Latest excuse of the respondent-department is that paddy plantation is in the field so the demarcation (nishandehi) cannot be done, which is nothing but a delaying tact. Divisional Forest Officer, Ferozepur and District Revenue Officer, Ferozepur are directed to spear personally on the next date of hearing to explain the position.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
CC
The District Revenue Officer, Ferozepur 

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

Shri Abdul Razaq Mansoori, Advocate, H. No.4302,

Sham Nagar, Rajpura-140401.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrare, Dera Bassi (Mohali).  _________ Respondent

CC No.   989      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Abdul Razaq Mansoori complainant in person.


Shri Rajeev Kumar Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant sought information vide his letter dated 10.2.2009, According to him, he sent his request through registered post but PIO o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Dera Bassi  got a certificate from the receipt clerk  that the registry in question was not received in their office.  After getting a notice from the Commission, information has been provided to him as per copy placed at page 6/C of the file.  Information was to be provided within 30 days from the date of receipt of request.  Merely getting an undated certificate from the receipt clerk that no registered letter was received does not speak well.  PIO from the office of the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Dera Bassi should investigate the matter and explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information act for trying to mislead the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.9.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kailash Chand s/o Shri Amrit Lal, Muniyara Mohalla,

Punjabi  Galli, Samana, Distt. Patiala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Assistant Food & Supply Controller, Patran (Patiala)   ___________ Respondent

CC No. 1020  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Kailash Chand complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Respondent-department took the plea vide his letter dated 23.6.2009 that request of the applicant asking for information was not received in his office.  Complainant has produced document showing that the request was sent through courier service, which might have been received in the office of the respondent-department.  On the next date of hearing, Assistant Food & Supplies Controller, Patran will appear personally with full information.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.9.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 20.7.2009
