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

Mr. Manveen Sandhu, H. No.4123,

Phase-II, Urban Estate, Patiala-147002.


__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Defence Service Welfare, Chandigarh. ___________ Respondent

AC No.  309 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Narinder Kumar Duggal, Superintendent alongwith Smt. Shakuntala, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Reply given to the complainant is evasive and not comprehensive.  Shri Duggal has been instructed to collect the  asked for information within two weeks from today and supply the same to the complainant  .
2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
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 alongwith        Shri Balbir Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Bhinder Singh, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the appellant has not sent the required fee of Rs.10/- alongwith his application for seeking information inspite of two reminders issued to him by registered post and as such the information could not be supplied to him.   It was explained to him that once the Commission has taken cognizance,  no amount is required to be paid by the complainant.  It is directed that the information in question be collected and supplied to the  appellant without any further delay. He is directed to collect the necessary information and supply the same to the appellant.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
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 Surjit Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDERS



Partial information has been supplied to the complainant.  Remaining information sought by the complainant is not relevant with the Department and request from the same complainant to the Director, State Public Analyst, Punjab has rejected the request vide their letter dated 2.4.2009 against that letter he has not filed any appeal.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.8.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Damanjit, Advocate, c/o S.S.Travel, Opp. Khan Tailor,

Duri Gate, Sangrur-148001.



__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Divisional Forest Officer, Sangrur.          ________________ Respondent

AC No.  276   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to the letter dated 6.7.2009 received through fax,  the respondent-department has sent  the asked for information to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2009 for confirmation.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
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:-
Shri Bhupinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Manjit Singh, Inspector on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Manjit Singh, Inspector appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that Shri Bhupinder Singh, complainant is in the habit of  black mailing  the authorities by sending complainants and later on settling the issue by giving in writing that the asked for information is not required by him.  According to Shri Manjit Singh, Inspector he has already played same trick with the Assistant Foods and Supplies Officer, Samana who is also APIO for District Food and Supplies Controller, Patiala where he had initially asked the information in four application and later on withdrawn the same.  This is a very serious allegation which has been leveled against complainant. Normally such allegations are not given credence but in the instant case, the complainant is a resident of Samana and asking for the information relating to Bhawanigarh, District Sangrur. His only plea was that his maternal uncle/grand father are from that place and he wants to help them.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.8.2009, when Shri Subhash Mehta, APIO, Assistant Food and Supplies Officer, Samana will also appear alongwith Shri Manjit Singh with complete information on the  four applications filed by the complainant.  Shri Bhupinder Singh is directed to bring with him his relation residing at  Bhawanigarh who wants information in the instant case so that varsity of allegation leveled against him could be ascertained. 
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Monti Goyal c/o Goyal Tractors, Near Petrol Pump,

G.T. Road, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Divisional Forest Officer, Sangrur.
_______________ Respondent

CC No. 1193   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


According to the letter dated 6.7.2009 received through fax,  the respondent-department has sent  the asked for information to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2009 for confirmation.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdish Chand s/o Shri Amar Chand, 

Resident of College Road, Near Rose Garden, Sunam,

District Sangrur.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Manager, Primary Agriculture Dev. Bank Ltd.,

Sangrur.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.   1091      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Jagdish Chand complainant in person.

Shri Bhupinder Singh, Manager, Primary Agriculture Development Bank Ltd., Sunam on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Bhupinder Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has produced a copy of order passed by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner in CC No.1062/2007 wherein it is stated whether Cooperative Societies are public authorities or not  which matter is pending before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  Hence, he adjourned this case sine-die awaiting orders of the Hon’ble High Court.  It may not be out of place to mention here that cooperative societies are in various categories in the State of Punjab but State Cooperative Agricultural Development Bank are registered under Cooperative Societies Act and they in terms are being financed by NABARD which is an organ of Reserve Bank of India (RBI). NABARD was set up to help the farmers through cooperative banks.  Shri Jagdish Chand complainant who is a retired Superintendent from the Cooperative Department states that Agriculture Cooperative Development Bank get the loan from NABARD on the guarantee given by the State Government.  This will meet two criteria i.e. (i) Cooperative Agriculture Development Bank are set up and registered under Cooperative Societies Act passed by the Punjab Legislature under Section 2(h)(i).  (ii) this bank gets money from NABARD as stated above so it falls in the category 2(h)(d)(i) as well as (ii).  As such I held this is the public authority the information should be provided.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 21.8.2009. 
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajinder Singh, H. No.138, Gali No.5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar




.
________________ Respondent

AC No.  175    of 2008

Present:-
(i)
Shri Rajinder Singh appellant in person.

(ii)
Shri Lakhbir Singh, Head Draftsman-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Pardeep Attri, SDO-cum-APIO for the   respondent-department.

ORDER



Except writing a letter dated 2.7.2009 to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar, nothing seems to have been done by the respondent-department.  I treat this as an attempt to deny the information.  PIO Shri D.P. Bhardwaj and APIO Shri Lakhbir Singh will explain on the next date of hearing why action should not be taken against them for denial of the information.  
Appellant who has to come to Chandigarh to attend the hearing time and again at his own expenses for the negligence of the respondent-department is awarded compensation @ Rs.500/- per hearing towards bus-fares and food etc. for all the  hearings held from today onwards .

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009.


(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amritpal Singh, H. No.263, A/13, Gali No.8,

Hussainpura East, Amritsar-143001.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 919  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Amritpal Singh complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Only partial information has been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009 by which date the complete information should be supplied to the complainant.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amritpal Singh, H. No.263, A/13, Gali No.8,

Hussainpura East, Amritsar-143001.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.


  __________ Respondent

CC No. 863  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Amritpal Singh complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Information sought by the complainant is specific and is on the point.   No body has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jasbir Singh s/o Sh. Gurbax Sinh, r/o Village Bholapura Jabewall,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.

           
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

___________ Respondent

CC No.   695  of 2009

Present:
None on behalf of the respondent Department.

Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


 On the last hearing i.e. 1.6.2009, adjournment was done at the request of the complainant.  Now a fax message has been received from the complainant that he has received the information.  He has further requested that information has been received by him after a delay of 9 months and that  fine may be imposed on the concerned authority.  Even on the last date, the department had written that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  Information sought related to third party, hence, no further actions required to be taken.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Ravinder Kaur d/o Shri Labh Singh, Village Sangtiwala,

P.O. Bhai-Ke-Pishor, Via Chhanjli, 
Tehsil Lehra, Distt. Sangrur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Civil Surgeon, Sangrur.


         ________________ Respondent

CC No.  719       of 2009

Present:-
Ms. Sonia G. Singh Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Dr. Ajay Gupta, PIO alongwith Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk for the respondent-department.

ORDER


 Though the Information sought by the complainant is simple and specific but the public authority seems to be reluctant in parting  with the same.  Taking  serious note,  the public authority i.e. Civil Surgeon, Sangrur is directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing with complete information as asked for by the complainant.  Complete information should be supplied to the complainant within two weeks through registered post so that the complainant can go through the same and by next date of hearing we can arrive at a fair conclusion to the issue.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Krishan Kumar, National Welfare Society (Regd.),

2540, Galifire Brigade, Mahan Singh Gate, Amritsar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Public Instructions (S), Punjab,

Chandigarh.
.


                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1072 of 2009

Present:-
Dr. Krishan Thakur on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Dr. Krishan Thakur-complainant has sought  information about the case of transfer   of Smt. Manisha, Lecturer in Maths who is stated to be his wife.   To avoid  any complication arising under section  8 (i)(j) of the Act,  complainant is directed to give   ‘no objection certificate’ from his wife to the department  and also a copy of the same  to the Commission that the information asked for by her husband should be supplied so that third party question may not arise in this issue  Dr. Thakur - complainant, has agreed to do so.   The  Respondent-department is directed to supply the information asked for by the complainant within two weeks thereafter.   As a special case, this case is posted on 27.7.2009 when PIO from the office of the Director Public Instructions (Schools), Chandigarh will bring original file for the perusal of the Commission.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 27.7.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
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.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Information has not been provided to the complainant and no body has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.  Shri Jagjit Singh Sidhu, Deputy Director-cum-PIO will appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing with full information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 10.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
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



Shri Hari Chand Gera, Senior Assistant states that the asked for information has been provided to the complainant and the complainant has given in writing that he has got the full information and case may be disposed of.
2.

In view of the above, case stands adjourned to 10.8.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Sawinder Singh, President, Association of Elite Veterinary Officer (Retd.),

32/103, Shankar Garden Colony, Jalandhar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Animal Husbandry, Sector 17, 
Chandigarh.                      



________________ Respondent

CC No. 666  of 2009

Present:-
Dr. Sawinder Singh complainant in person.

Dr. Darshan Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Ram Singh, Superintendent and Shri Bhagat Singh Sr. Assistants on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Dr. Darshan Singh, PIO states that all the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him which also includes the undertaking that all officers promoted from 1.1.1978 to 31.12.1985 were granted promotional increments.  According to the complainant this is not correct and he says that he has enclosed a list of 72 veterinary doctors who were promoted in that period and were not granted promotional increments.  According to Dr. Darshan Singh that DDOs being field officers were asked to furnish the information and what information has been received from the field, respondent-department has supplied the same to the complainant.  Normally we do not allow supplementaries to be put in but in the instant case, if the officers have not been granted promotional increments it will tantamount to furnishing of  wrong information. So the information about 72 doctors has to be supplied.  Respondent-department had written to the complainant vide their letter dated 22.6.2009 which the complainant denies having been received.  A copy submitted to the Commission for its perusal is handed over to the complainant. Shri Darshan Singh supplementaries asked about 72 doctors, information will be collected from field offices and supplied to the complainant within two weeks.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 7.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.
Dated: 6.7.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar, A.T.P. ( U.S.),

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
           ________________ Respondent

CC No.  647  of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



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

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 6.7.2009
