STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ajit Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

H. No. 167-C, Focal Point,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3141 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Ajit Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Inspector Krishan Kumar, SHO, PS Sadar, Rajpura, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has prepared a whole lot of information including documents for supply to the complainant but it is not a point-wise response to the application for information dated 29.11.2008. The respondent has been directed to prepare the information point-wise and the complainant has agreed that he will take the delivery of the same at 11.00 AM on 18.02.2009 in the office of the SHO, PS Sadar, Rajpura. In case the complainant is satisfied that he has received the information for which he has applied, he may inform the SHO accordingly and no further action would be required to be taken in this case. In case, however, the information provided to him is deficient in any respect, both the parties are required to appear before the Court at 10.00 AM on 26.02.2009. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Parkash Chand Jain,

Aggarwal Street No.1,

Near Ranbir Club, Sangrur.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88 , Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3147 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. D.P. Mangla, Supdt. ,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent except that the respondent has not been able to locate or identify the notification mentioned by the complainant at 1(b) of his application for information dated 20.09.2007. The respondent states that if the No. and date of the notification is provided by the complainant, it would be located and a copy thereof would be given to him. 


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.  







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Darshan Singh,

Sales Man (Fertilizer),

The Jarg Cooperative Agriculture Maktg. Service Society Ltd.,

Jarg, Payal, District Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 3160 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Darshan Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Satinder Kumar Bansal, Asstt. Registrar, Payal.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has an objection to collecting and giving the information pertaining to the entire record of The Jarg Cooperative Agriculture Marketing Service Society Ltd, Jarg, Tehsil Payal, for the long period of 28 years from 1980 to 2008. The complainant on the other hand states that he has been wrongly involved in a recovery case of over four lacs of rupees when he joined service  as  Salesman in the society. I have heard both the parties and feel that all documents and records which are relevant and pertain to the recovery amount should be located and given to the complainant. He is also allowed to inspect the records of the society and copies of records selected by him should be provided to him.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 12.03.2009 for confirmation of compliance.   






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurjail Singh,

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Vill. Bahmana, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,

Markfed, Patiala.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3173 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Gurjail Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh.  Manjit Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The complete information which has been applied for by the complainant was sent to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 02.07.2008, but apparently, the same was not received by the complainant. A copy thereof has been handed over to him in the court today. 


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurjail Singh,

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Vill. Bahmana, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Patiala.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3174 & 3175 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Gurjail Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)     
S.  Gulzar Singh, Asstt. Registrar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been handed over to him in the court today. The complainant states that he has not got the complete record concerning the two shops which were let out by the Samana Cooperative Marketing Societies Ltd., but the respondent states that complete records concerning this matter are not available in the records of the society and copies of all the available records have been given to the complainant.


Disposed of.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Balvir Kaur,

W/o Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Dashmesh Nagar, Gali No. 4,

Patiala Road, Sangrur. 




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o District Manager,

Punjab Agro Food Grain Corporation,

Mehlan Road, Sangrur.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 2638 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Mrs. Balvir Kaur, complainant in person. 



ii)     
Sh. V.K. Sharma, District Manager, Sangrur.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent did not come fully prepared with the fact of the case today and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 13.02.2009.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,  Ist Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vivek, Lecturer,

Deptt. of Mech. Engineering,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001. 





     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.






____________ Respondent

CC No.20 of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sh. Vivek and Sri Lalit Mohan, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) 
None on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER
Heard.
The respondent has informed the Court vide his letter dated 21.01.2009 that following the Courts orders dated 04.12.2008, in which it has been found that the respondent is a public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and directing the respondent to give the information required by the complainant within a period of 30 days, the required information has been sent by the PIO to the complainant vide his letter No. 71 dated 02.01.2009. The complainant however submits that no such letter has been received by him and despite their having approached the respondent in a written communication, informing that the letter has not been received by them, no copy thereof has been provided to him, with the result that the complainant still has not received the information for which he had applied. 

…P2/-
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In the meanwhile it has come to the notice of the Court vide a communication from the High Court of Punjab & Haryana, that the orders of this Court dated 04.12.2008 have been challenged by the respondent in a writ petition filed in the Hon’ble High Court, which has stayed the orders till the next date of hearing, on 18.04.2009.
In view of the above, no further action, at present, can be taken in this case. Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 23.04.2009 for further consideration. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




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

Sh. R.S. Arora,

B-34/10863, New Patel Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,Ludhiana-141001.  
              ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001. 

                                  __________ Respondent

CC No.372 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. R.S. Arora, complainant in person.

ii)
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
Heard.
Despite the finding of the court contained in its orders dated 04.12.2008 that the respondent is a public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and the directions issued in the Court’s orders that information required by the complaint must be given to him within a period of 30 days, the complainant states that no information has still been received by him.
In the meanwhile it has come to the notice of the Court vide a communication from the High Court of Punjab & Haryana, that the orders of the Court dated 04.12.2008 have been challenged by the respondent in a writ petition filed in the Hon’ble High Court, which has stayed the orders till the next date of hearing, on 18.04.2009.

In view of the above, no further action, at present, can be taken in this case. Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 23.04.2009 for further consideration.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,  Ist Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Kheta Ram,

Vill. Chriwala Dhanna,

Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepur.




  
__________ Complainant

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.




__________ Respondent
CC No.266 of 2008

Present:

None 

ORDER
It has come to the notice of the Court vide a communication from the High Court of Punjab & Haryana, that the orders of the Court dated 04.12.2008 have been challenged by the respondent in a writ petition filed in the Hon’ble High Court, which has stayed the orders till the next date of hearing, on 18.04.2009.

In view of the above, no further action, at present, can be taken in this case. Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 23.04.2009 for further consideration.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. R.S. Walia,

s/o Sh. Anant Ram Walia,

# 260 Model Town,

Ambala City, Haryana. 

 




   
    _________Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

 





         __________Respondent
AC No. 258 of 2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. R.S. Walia, appellant in person. 




ii)     
DSP J.S. Khaira, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the copy of the complainant’s representation dated 29.01.2008 which was given to him during the hearing  held on 04.12.2008 has been marked to SP (HQ) Sh. Kamaldeep Singh for enquiry and report. He states that a copy of the enquiry report along with a copy of the statements of witnesses etc. will be given to the complainant on completion of the enquiry. The complainant has raised an objection about the information so far provided to him by the respondent stated to be with regard to the present case No. 258/2008, which will be taken into consideration and orders passed thereon at the appropriate stage.

Adjourned  to 10.00 AM on 09.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance.  







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Mahinder Singh,

171, Street No. 3, New Bishan Nagar,

Patiala.



  


        __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala.

              

  

         __________ Respondent

CC No. 2295   of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. P.C. Arora, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)   
Sh. Major Singh, ETO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has managed to locate a letter dated 05.06.1991 of the Punjab Accountant General’s Office indicating that there is a final balance of Rs. 22,639/- in the G P fund account of late Sh. Mohinder Singh, Clerk. The respondent states that orders have been sought from the office of Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala for the issuance of necessary sanction for this amount. 


Insofar as information concerning the pensionary benefits to the widow of late Sh. Mohinder Singh, is concerned, the respondent states that it will take more time to reconstruct the service record of the deceased employee. 


Since I find that the respondent is taking this task seriously and sincerely making an effort to help the complainant this case is adjourned to 09.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. It is expected that the Court’s orders will be complied with by that date. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION,PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Prithipal Singh Sohal,

# 86, Phase 2, 

Mohali.







__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Defence Services Welfare, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.


     



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1707 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Prithipal Singh Sohal, complainant in person.


ii)     
 Sri N.K. Duggal, Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has submitted to the Court an order dated 30.01.2009 of the Central Information Commission, New Delhi, directing the CPIO of the Ministry of Defence, to send a reply to Govt. of Punjab in response to the letter sent by them which had been referred to by the respondent in the proceedings before this Court. The CPIO has also been directed to confirm the various communications sent by them to the Govt. of Punjab in the past, for inclusion of the name of the complainant as a deserter of Operation Bluestar.

The respondent has written to the Commission vide his letter No. 260 dated 06.02.2009 confirming that a reply has been received from the Army Headquarters, New Delhi, stating that the case of the complainant for being declared as a Army Deserter has been submitted to the senior officers of the Department for a decision. 

This case accordingly is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to inform the complainant about the decision regarding his case, when it is taken, and also send the documents asked for by him in his application dated 06.06.2008,  for
…P2/-

-2-

which an exemption had been claimed by the respondent for the period of pendency of his case. It is further submitted that these orders should be complied with before 30.04.2009. In case this is not done, the parties have to appear before the Court at 10.00 AM on 07.05.2009 for further consideration and orders. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.C. Gupta,

# 222/3, D Block,

B.R.S. Nagar, Opp. Pb. & Sind Bank,

Ludhiana

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana

 





         ………………Respondent
MR No. 81 of 2008 in 

C.C. No. 672 of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.




ii)     
Sh.  Harjinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf  of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has shown a letter from the complainant dated 29.01.2009, addressed to the Commission, stating that the documents sought by him in his complaint are no longer required by him and that the proceedings in the case may therefore be dropped.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


12th   February, 2009




   Punjab
