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

Shri Bhim Sain s/o Sh. Data Ram, 

r/o Gobindpura Basti, Sangrur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Manager, 
Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Sangrur.
___________ Respondent

CC No.  1517  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Bhim Sain complainant in person.
Shri R.K. Jain, Superintendent alongwith Shri Sukhjinder Singh, Accounts Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



On perusal of the record, it was seen that complainant’s application dated 9.6.2008 in which he had requested for regularization of services was not forwarded to the Managing Director to whom it was addressed. On orders of the District Manager, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Sangrur, only gist of the application was sent to the Managing Director, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Chandigarh.  Information asked for by the complainant on the question was obviously not replied.  Shri R.K. Jain, Superintendent is instructed to supply complete and clear reply to the complainant with a copy to the Commission within three weeks from today.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ashok Gupta, Gali No.12,

Janta Colony, Rampura Phull, Bhatinda.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director General-cum-State Project Director,

Education Department, SCO 104-106, 
Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 1545 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rajesh Thakural, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rajesh Thakural, clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant vide their letter dated 4.8.2009.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.9.2009 for confirmation.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jiwan Kumar s/o Sh. Nathu Ram,

r/o Near Boherwala Chowk, More Mandi, 
Distt. Bhatinda.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Oficer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar.
________________ Respondent

CC No.  1379  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Harbhajan Singh, Legal Adviser alongwith Shri Mohinder Singh, Assistant Registrar for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Harbhajan Singh, Legal Adviser appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that information in question has been supplied.  

2.

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

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri A.K.Goyal c/o Shri M.D. Singla,

Advocate, Tehsil Complex, Mansa-151505.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.________ Respondent

CC No.  1410 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that information has been prepared and will be supplied to the complainant shortly.   He was instructed to send the same to the complainant immediately through registered post.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harish Chander Sanan, 155, Ram Lilla Ground,

Pathankot-145001.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Branch Manager, The Hindu Urban Coop. Bank Ltd., 

Main Bazar, Pathankot.



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1428 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Harish Chander Sanan complainant in person.

Shri Ved Parkash Bhandari, Assistant Manager on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent i.e. Hindi Urban Coop. Bank Ltd., Pathankot has already gone to the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP No.4795/2003 and CWP No.15480/2005 for a decision on the issue whether the Cooperative Bank is public authority or not.  It is yet to be decided by the Hon’ble High Court.

2.

In view of the above, case is adjourned sine-die.  Actual date will be fixed after getting the decision of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in the above said case.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Yashwant Rai Puri, Advocate,

Court Complex, Fazilika-152123.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Food Supply and Distribution Officer, 
Fazilika-152123.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1550 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri K.K. Sachdeva, Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Fazilika on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information sought by the complainant through his application dated 3.6.2008 is very clear.  Even after a lapse of more than one year, the information is yet to be supplied.  Plea taken by the respondent-department is that the complainant was asked to deposit the money for getting the information which he has not done and that is why the information has not been supplied to him.  On query as to how much money the complainant was asked to deposit, Shri K.K. Sachdeva, AFSO, Fazilika was not clear about it.  Information was sought in June, 2008 and even after more than 14 months; the complainant is yet to get the information.  Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, it is clearly mentioned that if the asked for information is not supplied within 30 days without any valid reasons, it has to be supplied free of cost.  This provision is fully applicable in the instant case.  Complete information should, be supplied to the complainant within four weeks from today without charging any fees.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 25.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Singh Sidhu, Ward No.7, Near Old Police Station,

V & PO Lehragaga, District Sangrur.


__________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Shromini Gurudwara Parbhandhak Committee, 
Sri Amritsar Sahib.



________________ Respondent

AC No. 346 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Balbir Singh Sidhu appellant in person.
Shri Simarjit Singh, General Power of Attorney-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Simarjit Singh, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that similar case bearing No.AC-430/2009 is pending with the Chief Information Commissioner which has been fixed for 31.8.2009.  Since the subject matter and parties in that case are same, this case may also be clubbed with that one pending with the Chief Information Commissioner.
2.

Case be transferred to the Chief Information Commissioner for further action at his end.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
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



Shri Narinder Kumar Duggal appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been provided vide their letter dated 22.7.2009.

2.

Accordingly, case stands adjourned to 18.9.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
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 D.P. Bhardwaj, PIO alongwith Shri Lakhbir Singh, Head Draftsman-cum-APIO for the   respondent-department.

ORDER

  Shri D.P.Bhardwaj, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has stated that to the best of his knowledge, no FIR has been registered in this matter so-far though the police authorities have been making inquiries in their office in person as well as on telephone.  They also produced a letter written by Shri Varinder Kumar Sandhir, Advocate, Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh stating that an appeal was filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and Hon’ble Judge has passed order that payment of compensation and any coercive order passed against Shri Bhardwaj and Shri Lakhbir Singh, APIO stands stayed, though the copy of the order has not been produced.  It seems that the case was mentioned before the Hon’ble Judge of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 6.8.2009, where the above said order was passed. 
2.

Their only plea is that concerned Superintendent (General) and Executive Engineer may be called to appear before the Commission who gave affidavits saying that relevant files are not traceable.  However, he has not issued any notice to the above said officers under the provision of 5(iv) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  PIO from the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar will also appear on the next date of hearing besides PIO office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Self Government, Chandigarh who will produce a copy of the Communication which was sent to the Municipal Corporation, Chandigarh in pursuance of which the recruitment had taken place.
3.

In view of the orders stated to have been passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, I refrain from passing any order about payment of compensation or action to be taken against Shri Bhardwaj and Shri Lakhbir Singh.

4.

Case stands adjourned to 25.9.2009.  
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
CC
1.
 PIO from the o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar 
2.
 PIO from the office of the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Self Government, Chandigarh
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.

Shri Ranjit Singh, Superintendent (Deaths and Briths) on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Some of the information is yet to be provided which Shri Ranjit Singh; Superintendent has promised to supply within three days.  Shri Amritpal Singh complainant is satisfied with the action taken by the Commission.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
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.
Shri Anil Arora, Superintendent alongwith Shri Suraj Parkash, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



It has come on record that Shri Anil Arora, Superintendent appearing on behalf of the respondent-department produced a file a perusal of which indicates that on 23.4.2004 the proposal was put up to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar for granting permission to destroy the old record from 1993 to 31.3.1999 which was duly approved by the Commissioner.  After that order no permission has been granted by the Commissioner for the destruction of the record as stated by Shri Anil Arora, Superintendent.  The above order is clear that after 1.4.1999, record has not been destroyed as the competent authority has not passed any order.  Shri Arora agreed to give this information in writing to the complainant.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
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:-
Mr. G.S. Sidhu, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

Dr. G.S. Nagi, Civil Surgeon, Sangrur alongwith Dr. Ajay Gupta, PIO, Shri Lakhbir Singh, District Programme Manager, N.R.H.S. and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied though beyond the stipulated time prescribed under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Dr. G.S. Nagi, Civil Surgeon, Sangrur is instructed to ensure that in future the required information is supplied within the time frame provided in the Right to Information Act, 2005 i.e. within 30 days.
2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
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. Tara Chand Saini, APIO alongwith Shri Kewal Kumar and Shri Bhagat Singh Sr. Assistants on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



It is seen that information was asked for about six points but   has been provided about five points.  However, information about point at Sr. No.3 i.e. Rules quoted in the Punjab Civil Services Rules Vol.-I, Part-1 has not been produced before the Commission for its  perusal .
2.

Case stands adjourned to 14.9.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Shashi Bhushan Nagpal, Advocate,

#3094, Sector 23-D, Chandigarh.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

CC No. 1308 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

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



Shri Naginder Singh, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the information sought by the complainant pertains to the years from 1972 onwards and this being the old record, he will require some more time.  He was instructed to supply the asked for information within five weeks from today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 5.10.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Deepak Kumar s/o Shri Raj Kumar,

VPO Wadala Banger, District Gurdaspur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh_____ Respondent

CC No. 1306 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

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

ORDER



Information was supplied by the respondent-department on 21.5.2009. The merit list contains names of 8 candidates for the post of Headmaster (male) from the category of backward classes.  These candidates were selected by the Chairman, Selection Committee and name of Shri Deepak Kumar does not figure amongst the successful candidates.
2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mr. Manjit Singh Khalsa, Panch s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

V.P.L. Lodhana Jhikka, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.
_____ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Chandigarh.



                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1334 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Smt. Indu Mishra, PIO alongwith Shri Vijay Singh Chauhan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Smt. Indu Mishra, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that on receipt of the complaint from the complainant, it was ordered that enquiry be conducted.  Now the inquiry report has been received and the same has been forwarded to Shri Manjit Singh Saini the retired Principal for his comments and his reply is awaited.  She further stated that copy of the said enquiry report has also been sent to the complainant.  On the request of the Commission, a copy of the said enquiry report has been produced for the perusal of the Commission.
2.

Enquiry was conducted by Shri K.C. Maini, IAS (Retired) but final decision is yet to be taken by the competent authority after receiving the reply/comments of Shri Manjit Singh Saini, Principal (Retd.).

3.

In view of the position explained above by Smt. Indu Mishra, PIO , case is disposed of .

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hussan Lal peon-cum-Token Boy,

o/o the Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar Mill Ltd., Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar Mills Ltd.,

Bhogpur (Jalandhar).


           ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1183 of 2009

Present:
Shri Hussan Lal complainant in person.

Shri Braham Dutt Superintendent-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Manmohan Singh, General Manager and Shri Vipul Dharmani, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Vipul Dharmani, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that in another case a C.W.P. No.19224 of 2006 has been filed wherein stay has been granted by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  According to Shri Dharmani, Advocate, the main issue in that civil writ petition was that whether  cooperative society is covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005 or not.  As far as the instant case is concerned, it was admitted by Shri Manmohan Singh, General Manager that to the best of his memory that Bhogpur Cooperative Sugar Mills Ltd., Bhogpur has not filed any civil writ petition in this regard.

2.

In view of the facts stated above, whether stay granted in other Civil Writ Petition is applicable to this case or not, I will like to have legal opinion, hence, orders are reserved.  Applicant has filed two more applications which are listed on 17.8.2009 and 21.8.2009.  All the cases including that of today i.e.   C.C.-1183/2009 are posted on 21.8.2009 for passing the necessary orders.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 21.8.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Vijay Kumar Suri, H. No.54, New Anand Nagar,

Near Maqsudan, Jalandhar-144008.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Jalandhar-II.




           ________________ Respondent

CC No. 1214  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Darshan Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Jalandhar-II on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER

1

Information stands supplied, case is disposed of accordingly.  

2.

Complainant has sent a postal order bearing No.63-E 632330 for Rs.10/- while sending the copy of the order, the postal order referred to above should also be sent in original.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Bhupinder Singh Granthi, Gurudwara Nanaksar,

Verka, District Amritsar.


 
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary, Shiromani Gurudwara Parbandhak Committee,

Amritsar.




            ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1194  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Simarjit Singh, General Power of Attorney-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Simarjit Singh, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has already been supplied to the complainant.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 31.8.2009 for confirmation.

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 7.8.2009
