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.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



No body had appeared from the office of the Registrar, Pharmacy Council, Punjab last time and even today. Public Information Officer o/o the Registrar, Pharmacy Council, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to appear on the next date of hearing with full record.

2.

Copy of this order be sent to the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh who may ensure that PIO o/o the Registrar, Pharmacy Council, Chandigarh is present on the next date of hearing.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 29.6.2009.  








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

CC

The Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh 

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.

Shri Inderjit, Superintendent (Grade-I)-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Subhash Chand, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Inderjit, APIO is not prepared to answer the quarry.  The Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Agriculture may  take appropriate administrative action against the concerned PIO/APIO for not coming to the commission with clean hands and for not supplying the asked for information within the stipulated period.  
2.

Case adjourned to 29.06.2009 when Smt. Anita Bhalla, PIO o/o the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Agriculture should appear in person.  She should also bring with her the   original file of the case for perusal of the Commission.
3.

Case stands adjourned to 29.6.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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 Inderjit, Superintendent (Grade-I)-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Subhash Chand, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In reference to his request at Sr. No.3 and 4, copies of the note-sheets have been provided to the complainant but in the said note sheets it has been stated that request of the appellant was sent to the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh and no reply has been received from him.  It is not known whether any action was taken by the Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh or not on the application submitted by the appellant.  The Director Agriculture, Punjab, Chandigarh being its subordinate officer may issue instructions to  him for supplying  the  necessary information and if need be it  can evoke Section 5(iv) under the Right to Information Act, 2005 for making  the PIO or Director Agriculture, Punjab personally responsible for delay in supply of the information. .The information in question should be collected and supplied to the appellant within 15 days from today.
2.

 Shri Inderjit, APIO appearing for the respondent-department is not well conversant with the case and is trying to mislead the Commission.  The Financial Commissioner to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Agriculture will ensure that in future an officer who is deputed to appear before the Commission is well conversant with the case and comes with clean hands. As already stated in the order dated 17.4.2009, information about the quarry at Sr./ No.3 and 4 is not forthcoming.  On the next date of hearing i.e. 29.6.2009, PIO from the office of the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Agriculture Smt. Anita Bhalla will personally appear and explain the position.  She should also explain why action should not be taken against her under section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information within the stipulated period..
3.

Shri Inderjit, APIO states that numbers of cases filed by Shri Dev Raj are pending or are disposed of by various benches of the Commission and that all these cases should be clubbed.  The Registry of the Commission will take necessary action and obtain orders of Acting CIC in this regard.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 29.6.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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.

Ms. Surinder Kaur, District Programme Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



In the order dated 17.4.2009, it has been stated that application of Ms. Kulwinder Kaur is dated 13.10.2008 which is a typographical mistake. In fact, it should be 13.10.2007 instead of 13.10.2008. 
2.

On perusal of the record, the facts reveal that the earlier Anganwari Worker Ms. Devinder Paul Kaur had resigned and her resignation was accepted by the competent authority on 12.12.2007.  Probably, on coming to know about submission of resignation by Ms. Devinder Paul Kaur, Ms. Kulwinder Kaur applied for the post on 13.10.2007 i.e. before the resignation was accepted and the post was vacant.

3.

About a vacancy of the post of Anganwari, the Sarpanch sent a resolution dated 15.2.2008 on which the C.D.P.O. issued orders dated 28.3.2008 for taking steps for recruitment of an Anganwari Worker. Any application prior to that day cannot be considered as valid application. Even application has been moved, the candidate has to apply afresh in pursuance to the order issued by the CDPO.  As ordered on 17.4.2009, relevant file has not been produced before the Commission. Some loose papers have been produced but there is no correspondence/order and office file or application by which the orders dated 28.3.2008 were issued about the vacancy.  It is also surprising to note that though the vacancy was created in pursuance of the order dated 28.3.2008, Chowkidar of the village had made announcement on 1.2.2008.  How that thing happened, is not clarified. Shri Balwinder Singh, BDPO, Hargobinpur will go through the record and come fully prepared on the next date of hearing for explaining the position.
3.

Case stands adjourned to 29.6.2009.









 (R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         




State Information Commissioner.

CC



Shri Balwinder Singh, BDPO, Hargobinpur, District Gurdaspur.

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

Shri Mehnga Ram s/o Shri Mansa Ram, 

V.P.O. Dholbaha, Teh . and Distt. Hoshiarpur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Civil Surgeon, Hoshiarpur.


  ______________ Respondent

CC No. 602  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Mehnga Ram complainant in person.

Shri Nathu Ram, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Nathu Ram, APIO is not equipped with full details of the case.  The only plea taken by him is that copy of X-RAY cannot be supplied since the case is pending in the Court since 1995.  A perusal of the X-Rays produced before me reveals that (M.L.C.) X-Rays are of 5.3.2008.  I wonder, if these        X-Rays are of dated 5.3.2008, how these are relevant to a case pending since 1995 in the Civil Court.  Dr. Devinder Singh, PIO office of the Civil Surgeon, Hoshiarpur is directed to appear in person  fully prepared with the case and also explain why action should not be taken against him for not supplying  the asked for information by the complainant.
2.

As already stated in the order dated 17.4.2009, the complainant is from the Below Poverty Line (BPL) family and he has to bear the expenses for his traveling to and from Chandigarh, he is awarded compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing onward including that of today.  The compensation should be paid by the respondent-department before the next date of hearing.
3.

Case stands adjourned to 29.6.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Dr. Kuldip Singh,  District Ayurvedic & Unani Officer (Retd.)

#1404, Sector 40-B, Chandigarh.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Health &  Family welfare, Chandigarh.
            ________________ Respondent

CC No. 610  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 3.7.2009.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Kailash Chand s/o Shri Amrit Lal,

Muniara Mohalla, Punjabi Gali, Samana, Distt. Patiala._________Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Medical Officer, Patiala.


           __________ Respondent

CC No. 615  of 2009
Present:-
Shri Kailash Chand complainant in person.

Dr. Harish Mahajan, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department..

ORDER



Information sought by the complainant is about the pay and allowances including H.R. being drawn by some Doctors.  The doctors about whom the information has been sought have objected for supplying the said information and as such the PIO is entitled to withhold the same.  Complainant further alleged that some doctors are falsely claiming HRA and are not paying income tax.  It was clarified to him that it is the duty of D.D.O. and income tax authority to claim income tax and not the Information Commission. As such I find no reason to disagree with the stand taken by PIO about denying the information.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ujagar Singh Dhindsa, Advocate, H.No.3586/5, Lehal,

Patiala.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o District Controller, Civil Supplies and Consumer Matters,

 Ludhiana. 





____________ Respondent

CC No. 632  of 2009

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 3.7.2009, when PIO from the office of the District Food and Supply Controller, Ludhiana should be present to explain the position.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Sandeep Talwar, Senior Manager (CF),

PAFC Ltd., Plot No.2-A, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.
_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation Ltd., Plot NO.2-A,

Sector 28-A, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.

           __________ Respondent

CC No. 636   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Sandeep Talwar complainant in person.



Shri Deepak Dhawan, PIO alongwith Shri Pardeep Kumar, APIO



On behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information asked for by the complainant is voluminous and is likely to involve lot of paper work. Shri Deepak Dhawan, PIO stated that this work will involve around 17000 pages.  On the other hand Shri Talwar – Complainant wants the information in the proforma which may not involve such a large number of pages.  In order to set out this controversy, the complainant should initially deposit with the respondent-department a sum of Rs. 10,000/- against which he will be supplied 5000 copies @ Rs. 2/- per copy. In case, he wanted more copies, such number of copies will be prepared by the respondents for which further amount will be paid by him accordingly.  

2.

Shri Sandeep Talwar further contended that since more than 7 months have passed, information should be provided to him free of cost.  I do not agree with this contention of the complainant. Since he has not paid the requisite amount to the respondents earlier for getting the information in question, he has to deposit the money now before he is provided with the information.               Shri Dhawan Stated that since the information relates to 12 years and is to be collected from different districts in a specific manner, this process is likely to take about two months. I am inclined to accept the demand of the PIO and allow him two months time for this purpose...

3.

Case stands adjourned to 24.7.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Bal Krishan Soni s/o Sh. Kundan Lal Soni,

H.NoB-IV/606, Gali No.18-19, New Abadi, Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Employment Exchange, Abohar.

                  ________________ Respondent

CC No. 638  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Harish Chander, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today this case was fixed for confirmation, nothing contrary heard from the complainant, as such case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Sh. Sarwan Singh, r/o Vill. Bhairo Majra,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib, Distt. Roop Nagar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Nawanshahr.       ___ Respondent

CC No.  694   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Avtar Singh complainant in person.

Shri B.M. Mahajan, General Manager-cum-PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri B.M. Mahajan, PIO stated that the concerned dealing hand was on election duty and the old record has to be reconsolidated with the Accountant General, Punjab and as such he requested that some more time may be given to sort out the matter.  His request is accepted and case is adjourned to 29.6.2009 by which date the information asked for by the complainant should be supplied to him.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 29.6.2009.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ravi Kumar s/o Shri Sham Lal, r/o Pakki Gali,

Opposite Chaudhary Jewellers, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd., 
(PUNSUP) Sangrur.         



________________ Respondent

AC No.  194  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Ravi Kumar appellant in person.

Shri Babu Singh, PIO, PUNSUP, Sangrur alongwith Shri  P.P.S. Rana, APIO, Shri Saravjit Singh Pandher, District Manager and Shri  Om Parkash Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Saravjit Singh Pandher, District Manager, PUNSUP stated that paddy and crates as asked by the appellant in his appeal do not belong to PUNSUP.  Appellant wanted some further clarification on 29.4.2009, it was explained to him that supplementaries are not permitted under the Right to Information Act, 2005, only original is to be followed.  Since the information stands provided, case is disposed of.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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:-
Shri Tarsem Lal complainant in person.
Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to the record available, it is not clear what information was asked for and what information has been supplied to the appellant?  Appellant stated that he will move application for supplying the information separately on each point and will  also supply  copies of  his original applications to the Commission so that it can be seen if the information supplied to him is correct or not.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 3.7.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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:-
Shri Tarsem Lal complainant in person.

Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to the record available, it is not clear what information was asked for and what information has been supplied to the appellant?  Appellant stated that he will move application for supplying the information separately on each point and will  also supply  copies of  his original applications to the Commission so that it can be seen if the information supplied to him is correct or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 3.7.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

FORMATION 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:-
Shri Tarsem Lal complainant in person.

Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the file, it is not clear as to what information is required.  Appellant was asked to produce a copy of the same.  It appears that he wants to know the action taken on his application for transfer from Mukatsar to Hoshiarpur 
2.

Case stands adjourned to 3.7.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarsem Singh s/o  late Shri Joginder Singh,

V.P.O. Munak Kalan, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144204.
__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Medical Officer, Community Health Centre, 
Tanda (Hoshiarpur).




_____________ Respondent

AC No.  216    of 2009

Present:-
Shri Mohinder Singh on behalf of the complainant with authority letter.
Dr. Kewal Singh, Medical Officer-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Balraj Singh, Chief Pharmacist on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Mohinder Singh appearing for the appellant produced a copy of the GPA signed by appellant about a particular property wherein                           Shri Mohinder Singh was authorized to attend the court and attend all other things.  I will not like to go into the details of General Power of Attorney about the property.  Authority letter be obtained for this particular case.  Information is ready and will be supplied to Shri Mohinder Singh after he produces the authority letter.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 29.6.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         




State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ashok Kumar s/o late Shri Om Parkash,

H. No.747-A, Sector 7-B, Chandigarh.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Member Secretary, Punjab Legal Services Authority,

SCO 3001-02, Second Floor, Sector 22-D, Chandigarh.   ________ Respondent

CC No. 813     of 2009

Present:-
Shri Ashok Kumar, complainant in person.

Shri Gurpreet Singh, Assistant District Attorney-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information sought by the complainant is dully supplied.  In my opinion information supplied to the complainant is complete; as such case is disposed of.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Teja Singh Butalia, Advocate,

r/o Street Kali Kambli Wali (Near Anand Ashram, 
D.C. Road, Hoshiarpur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, 
Punjab, Chandigarh.           

________________ Respondent

CC No. 814     of 2009

Present:-
None on behalfof the complainant.
Shri Lakhwinder Singh, Deputy District Forest Officer, Hoshiarpur alongwith Shri Kulraj Singh, Range Officer, Hoshiarpur and Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistat o/o the Chief Conservator of Forest, Punjab, Chandigarh.
ORDER



Shri Lakhwinder Singh state that the asked for information is ready.  He was directed to send the information by registered post.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Satish Kumar #2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opposite Guru Nanak Engineer College, Gill Road, Ludhiana. ____ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana.

            _____Respondent

CC No. 940  of 2008

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

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

ORDER



While earlier enquiry was conducted, an embezzlement of Rs.2,36,939.70 was detected and FIR was lodged for the same.  Later on Vigilance Bureau took up the investigation and they found embezzlement to the tune of Rs.14,67,319.28.                 Shri Inderpal Singh, APIO was not able to explain as to why interim FIR was lodged before completing the inquiry.  However, in view of the fact that Vigilance Bureau has filed a case in the Court for embezzlement of Rs.14,00,000/- and the enquiry stands completed, the case is accordingly disposed of. 











 ( R. K. Gupta)

May 22, 2009.         




State Information Commissioner.

