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

Sh. Inder Pal Singh,

S/o. Sh. Mahinder Singh,

R/o. Sarhindi Gate,

Patiala.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.





__________ Respondent
CC No.  1797 of 2010
Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  
 Sh.Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf  of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The reply sent by the respondent to the complainant’s application for information dated 13-03-2010 was found to be incomplete but the respondent has now, vide his letter dated 10-06-2010, sent to the complainant  a copy of the proceedings  of the concerned committee dated 06-10-2009, in accordance with which the representation dated 05-10-2009  of the  complainant had been rejected. With this, complete information has now been supplied by the respondent to the complainant.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o. Sh. Sant Singh,

R/o. 105, Walia Enclave,

Opposite Punjabi University,

Patiala.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Vigilance Department,Budget and Establishment Wing,

 Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9 , Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 1403 of 2010
Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the .  complainant.
ii)  
 Sh Vasudev Madaan, Budget and Estabtt. Officer, Sh. Jasminder Singh Sr. Asstt., Vigilance Deptt. and Sh Gurbachan Singh, Sr. Asstt. Vigilance Bureau,.  on  behalf        of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that two affidavits were filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in connection with the  court case mentioned by the complainant in his application for information. He states that the case  has since been settled in the  Hon’ble High Court and attested copies of  the affidavits (including their enclosures) would be sent to the complainant  within 10 days from today.
In view of the fact that it is the Vigilance Department which will supply the required  information to the complainant, the PIO, office of the Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Vigilance Department(Budget and Establishment Wing), is substituted as the respondent in this case.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 09-07-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

# 313, Garden Colony, Civil Hospital Road, 

Kharar, District- Mohali.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Social Security, Women & Child Development, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 





__________ Respondent
CC No.  632  of  2010
Present:
i)    
 Sh. Mohinder Singh  complainant in person. 


ii)  
 Sh. Mohinder Singh, Suptt.,Sh. Ashok Rana, Sr. Asstt. 



  and Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Supdt., on  behalf  of  the 



respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has written to the respondent pointing out various alleged deficiencies in the information provided to him in respect of point no. 5 of his application for information.  These have been discussed in the Court in the presence of both the parties and it has been shown to the complainant that the alleged deficiencies are unjustified and that complete information regarding this point has been given to him.

The respondent has brought the information required by the complainant in compliance with the orders dated 13-05-2010 (in respect of the other points in his application), and it has been handed over to the complainant.

An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being provided to him at 10 AM on   09-07-2010.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gulzar Singh,

S/o. Sh. Jagir Singh,

H No-100, Ward No.8, 

Nai Abadi, Anandpur Sahib,

District- Roopnagar-140118.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1846  of  2010
Present:
i)    
 Sh. Gulzar Singh  complainant  in person .

ii)  
 ASI Darshan Singh on  behalf  of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that there is no record in their office of any telephone call which may have made on 15-03-2010 from the mobile no. mentioned by the complainant  in his application for information.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amarjeet Singh,

S/o. Sh. Rathi Ram,

Village Neelpur, Tehsil Rajpura,

District- Patiala.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation Ltd., 

2-A, Sector 28-A, Madhya Marg,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  1793  of   2010
Present:
i)    
 Sh. Amarjeet Singh complainant  in person .

ii)  
 Ms. Raksha Saini, PS to AGM  on  behalf of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent by the respondent by post on 08-06-2010 but the complainant states that he has not received the same. A copy of the same has been given to the complainant in the Court today. 


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being provided to him at 10 AM on 09-07-2010 .
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu, Advocate,

# 264/7 , Tagore Nagar, Street No. 13,

Opp. Regent Park Hotel,

Jalandhar-144002.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Personnel , Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1808  of   2010
Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the .  complainant..

ii)  
 Sh. Gurdev Singh, Suptt. , IAS Br. and Sh. Kailash Gautam, Sr. Asstt on  behalf  of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given a suitable response to the complainant’s application for information vide his letter dated 26-04-2010. It has been rightly pointed out by the respondent that the application for information of the complainant does not ask for any specific documents or information as defined in the RTI Act, 2005 but is more of a representation on the subject of the transfer of IAS and PCS officers. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Kr. & Pardeep Kr.,

S/o. Sh. Jodha Ram,

H No 1695, Raiger Colony, Rayya,

VPO Rayya, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Amritsar- 143112.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1835  of   2010
Present:
i)    
 Sh. Surinder Kumar  complainant  in person .

ii)  
 Sh. Rajinder Kumar,  Clerk on  behalf of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has supplied complete information to the complainant in the Court today.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Singh Sandhu,

Room No.26, Civil Courts, Jagraon,

District- Ludhiana.


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 





__________ Respondent

AC No. 440  of  2010
Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
 DSP Amarpreet Singh, on  behalf  of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant has sent a message to the effect that he has got the required information and his complaint may be filed. 


The required information has been sent by the respondent to the appellant vide his letter dated 10-06-2010 .


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Adishwar Jain,

S/o. Sh. Bimal Prakash Jain,

# K-201, Kismat Complex,

Miler Ganj, Ludhiana.

  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, 

Distt.-1, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 450  of  2010
Present:
i)    
 Sh. Adishwar Jain,  appellant  in person .

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


Heard.


The application for information of the appellant and the information provided to him by the respondent have been discussed in the Court in the presence of both the parties and the position which emerges in respect of each of the points mentioned by  the appellant in his application is as follows :-

Point No.1


The respondent has informed the appellant that he is not 
concerned with the assessment of the companies mentioned by him 
at serial no. (1)(b) to (f) in his application, and he has today given to the 
appellant a copy of a letter written to him by the AETC concerned with 
these companies,  in which it has been intimated that the registrations of 
these companies have since been cancelled and the records pertaining to 
their assessment for the year 1996-97 have been destroyed.  Regarding 
Ms. Om Trading Company , Ludhiana, the exemption being claimed by 
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the respondent under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005, will be decided upon 
by the Court after a perusal of the assessment 
order of this company for 
the year 1996-97. The respondent is directed to bring to the Court 
on the 
next date of hearing the complete file including 
the assessment order 
of this company pertaining to the year 1996-97. 


Point No. 2



The respondent claims to have sent photostat copies of the 
vouchers to the appellant who states that he has not received them. 
Copies of the same will be sent by the respondent to the appellant today 
itself.

Point No.3



In addition to what has been stated by the respondent in his reply 

dated 06-04-2010 addressed to the appellant and the information already 
supplied to the latter, he states that according to the records, there is no 
other 
inquiry which has been held into the finding of collusion for evasion 
of taxes.


Point No.4 



In addition to what has been stated by the respondent in his reply 
dated 06-04-2010 addressed to the appellant and the information already 
supplied to the latter,  he states that according to the records, no separate 
notice has been found to have been issued for the hearing on 13-05-2002. 
A copy of the order sheet mentioned in the respondent’s reply has again 
been given to the appellant in the Court today.


Point No. 5



In addition to what has been stated by the respondent in his reply 
dated 06-04-2010 addressed to the appellant and the information already 
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supplied to the latter,   he states that according to the records, there in no 
other incriminating material with which the appellant was confronted .


Point No.6



In addition to what has been stated by the respondent in his reply 
dated 06-04-2010 addressed to the appellant and the information already 
supplied to the latter,  he states that according to the records, there is 
nothing to show that  sales to the extent of Rs. 50 lakhs were 
affected but 
suppressed by the appellant. 


Point No.7 



As mentioned against point no.3 


Point No.8 



In addition to what has been stated by the respondent in his reply 
dated 06-04-2010 addressed to the appellant and the information already 
supplied to the latter,  he states that there is  no  other  record of any other 
evidence in support of the finding of collusion for evasion of 
taxes. 


Point No.9



Already covered by point no. 1 above since S P Industries 
Corporation is  mentioned at 1(f) in the application for information.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-07-2010 for further consideration and orders.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Binni Mittal , Advocate,

# F-5, Civil Lines, Jail Road,

Bathinda.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

Pungrain, Jeewandeep Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1154  of   2010
Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the  complainant. .

ii)  
 Sh. Bhagwant Singh , Sr. Asstt. on  behalf of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has requested for an adjournment and the case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on  09-07-2010. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Dhiraj Goyal, 

S/o. Sh. Inderjit Kumar,

House No. 680, Phase I, Model Town,

Bathinda.




  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health & Sciences,

Faridkot. 






__________ Respondent

AC No.  447  of  2010
Present:
i)    
 Dr. Dhiraj Goyal  appellant  in person .

ii)  
 Sh. Gaurav Kumar, Date Entry Operator on  behalf of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant had been mostly  given to him by the respondent. In addition,  a copy of the proceedings of the selection committee in which the selection for the post of Assistant Professor in the Orthopaedics department was made, has also been given to the appellant in the Court today. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o. Sh. Inder Singh,

R/o. Ward No. 7, Near Old Thana,

VPO Lehra-gaga,

Sangrur.




  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

AC No.   451 of   2010
Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the appellant . 
ii)  
 ASI  Ranjit  Singh  on  behalf of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant has made a written submission that he has received the information for which he has applied and that his appeal may be filed.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

# 121 A, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar, 

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1800  of  2010
Present:
i)    
  None on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)  
 Sh. Nirmal Sharma, Supdt.  on  behalf of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information could not be provided to the complainant  earlier because he had not deposited the prescribed fees. He has made a written submission today that the fees has been deposited  by the complainant and he has  now been given the required information. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Gurbakshish Kaur,

W/o. Sh. Gurkirpal Singh,

H No. 1632, Sector 18-D,

Chandigarh.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Punjab, 

Department of Forests & Wildlife,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  462  of   2010
Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the appellant. 
ii)  
 Sh. K. Kannan, DFO-cum-PIO..
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that  replies have been sent to the appellant in response to her applications for information dated 05-11-2007 and 12-04-2010 but these were returned back undelivered , probably because the appellant has been stated to be out of the country .  These two communications of the respondent, which  have been submitted by him to the Court, should be sent to the appellant along with these orders for her information. She is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being sent to her at 10 AM on 09-07-2010. 

The respondent states that the information in respect of point no. (vii) of the application for information dated 05-11-2007 is to be supplied by the PIO, O/o. Financial Commissioner, Forest Department., Govt. of Punjab . It is a matter of regret that although the latter is the respondent in this case, he has not bothered to go through the application for information with any amount of sincerity or seriousness, otherwise it would have become clear to him that his representative, standing before us, cannot positively supply the information mentioned at point no. (vii), which is to be supplied by the respondent himself. He
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is now directed to positively ensure that this is done before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 09-07-2010 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


17th  June,  2010
