8
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri A.S.Wadhawan, 415/9, Mohall Punj Piplan, Bahadurpur,
Hoshiarpur-146001.




__________   Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Council, Hoshiarpur.
           ________________ Respondent

AC No.  265   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Randhir Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Randhir Singh, APIO states that the information has been supplied a copy of which has been sent to the Commission.  However, the same has not yet been received in the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.7.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri A.S.Wadhawan, 415/9, Mohall Punj Piplan, Bahadurpur,
Hoshiarpur-146001.




__________   Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.       _________ Respondent

AC No.  248   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Harjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Instead of giving clear-cut reply on the queries raised by he appellant, the respondent department has gone around in the circles without providing the information.  Once the department accepts the particular’s application, it is their duty to collect the information from other offices/departments and supply the same to the appellant; otherwise within 5 days from the receipt of the application, it is for the respondent-department to transfer it to the concerned department for further necessary action under intimation to the complainant/appellant.  Merely saying that the information was not addressed to them is not sufficient.  Since, it is the matter between the Director, Sainik Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh and the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Defence Services Welfare.  It is instructed that PIOs of both the departments should be present personally on the next date of hearing i.e. 17.7.2009 to give proper replies to the queries.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.7.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
CC

The Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Defence Services Welfare, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandgarh.  

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

Shri A.S.Wadhawan, 415/9, Mohall Punj Piplan, Bajhadir[ir.

Hoshiarpur-146001.




__________   Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.      _________ Respondent

AC No.  249   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.

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

ORDER



Information provided to the complainant is complete.  Case stands adjourned to 17.7.2009 for confirmation.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri A.S.Wadhawan, 415/9, Mohall Punj Piplan, Bajhadir[ir.

Hoshiarpur-146001.




__________   Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.___________ Respondent

AC No.  250   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.

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

ORDER



While Shri A.S.Wadhawan, appellant says that he had enclosed a postal order for Rs.10/- alongwith his application, Shri Harjit Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the respondent-department denied having received the same and as such the information was not supplied to him.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.7.2009 to sort out the matter, when the complainant is supposed to be present.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri A.S.Wadhawan, 415/9, Mohall Punj Piplan, Bajhadir[ir.

Hoshiarpur-146001.




__________   Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.        _______ Respondent
AC No.  251   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.

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

ORDER



Income Tax is being deducted at source or not is a matter to which the Commissioner, Income Tax Department can supply the information.  Appellant can take up the matter with the Commissioner, Income Tax Department in this regard.

2.

As regards clarification from the Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab, the case is adjourned to 17.7.2009 for clarification whether income tax was deducted at source or not.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Baldev Singh s/o Sh. Surinder Singh

Resident of Village Chauhat  Tehsil  Saman, Distt. Patiala.
_____ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Tehsildar, Samana.


                 ________ Respondent

CC No. 1035  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 13.7.2009.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Bimla Dulari, B-34/9220, Joshi Nagar, 

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana-141001.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
            ________________ Respondent

CC No. 964  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Kuldeep Singh on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Subhash Gupta, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information stands supplied.  Case is disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajan s/o Sh. Ramesh Chander, #1474/06, Sunder Nagri,

Abohar-152116 District Ferozepur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Forest Officer, Ferozepur. 
________________ Respondent

CC No. 1065    of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sawaran Lal, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for by the complainant is vague and for a wrong duration.  Case stands adjourned to 13.7.2009 for getting clarification.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate c/o Lawyers for Social Action,

Hall No.1, Opp. Chamber No.106, 1st Floor, Lawyers’ Complex, 

District Courts, Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Consumer Redressal Forum,

District Court Complex, Ludhiana.

          ________________ Respondent

CC No.  1074       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurmail Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The information to be supplied is not the correct.  Case stands adjourned to 13.7.2009 for clarification.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajiv Arora s/o Sh. Ram Sarup Arora,

523, New Jawahar Nagar, Jalandhar -144001.
         __________ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.

________________ Respondent

AC No.  267  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Yadvinder Singh, Assistant Trust Engineer-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.
ORDER



Questions raised by the appellant vide his letter dated 18.10.2008 was duly replied by Improvement Trust, Jalandhar vide letter dated 11.12.2008, copy of which has been enclosed by the appellant with his original application.  This shows that full information stands received by the appellant.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar s/o Shri Ramji Dass,  r/o Tej Colony,

Near  Bansi  Di Chakki, Sarapty Chowk, 
Samana, Distt. Patiala.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Health Services and Family Welfare Deptt., Pb.,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.

                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.  688  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Mulakh Raj, Superintendent-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Mahesh Chand, Superintendent and Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Position explained by Shri Mulakh Raj, APIO is far from satisfactory.  Complainant, who has resigned about 20 years back, is yet to get his G.P.F. amount.  He further explained that complainant is not entitled for gratuity and pensionary benefit as he has resigned and does not fulfill the conditions for gratuity and pensionary benefits under the rules prevailing at the particular time and about GPF no clear reply is forthcoming.  Vide Commission’s order dated 11.5.2009; it was instructed that Dr. Khullar, PIO should appear personally on the next date of hearing.  Shri Mulakh Raj stated that Dr. Khullar has retired and in his place Dr. Rajesh Sharma has been posted and he has joined only in the evening of 4.6.2009. This only shows that complainant is being harassed.  I had no alternative to call upon the public authority i.e. Director, Health Services, Punjab (Shri S.P.S. Sohal) to appear personally on the next date of hearing and explain the position after collecting the same within two weeks from today.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 13.7.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
CC

Shri S.P.S. Sohal, the Director, Health Services, Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh.

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

Shri Sanjay Gupta s/o Sh. Krishan Chand,

Gali No.1, H. No.1388, New Basti, Bhatinda.
_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, 
Sector-34, Chandigarh.



_________ Respondent

CC No.   750      of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Mulakh Raj, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER




Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard in this.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Rashida Zaidi, Near Old Municipal Committee Office,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

           ________________ Respondent

CC No.  701       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation; nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Harjinder Kaur d/o Sh Parkash Singh


H. No.4672/24, Guru Nanakwara, 
P.O. Khalsa College, Amritsar.     

       __________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Guru Nanak Dev Univerisity, Amritsar.  _____________ Respondent

CC No.   781      of 2009

Present:-
Dr. Jaspal Singh on behalf of Ms. Harjinder Kaur, complainant.

Mr. Harbhajan Singh, University Legal Advisor-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In pursuance of the order dated 8.5.2009 ,  the complainant has given in writing that she has seen the award list duly signed by the judges for music, theatres, dance, literary and fine arts. She further mentioned that the answer-sheets of quiz competition have not been provided.  Shri Harbhajan Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department has brought original marks-sheets of preliminary quiz competition.  He has agreed to provide the copies to the complainant. Accordingly, I hold that full information stands provided and case is disposed of.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Ravinder Singh s/o Sh. Hardam Singh,

R/o W. No.1, Gali No.3, 
Guru Arjan Dev Nagar, Tehsil & Distt. Mansa.  

________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, Barnala.
___________ Respondent

CC No.   760       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Ravinder Singh complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



Shri Ravinder Singh complainant states that instead of supplying the asked for information, copies of wrong information have been supplied to him.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 13.7.2009 when PIO of the Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, Barnala should be present personally with the original document supplied to the complainant for perusal of the Commission.

(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Baljit Singh, Medical Officer,

ESI Hospital, Mandi Gobindgarh, 
Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Director Research and Medical Education, SCO No.87, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.



                     ________________ Respondent

CC No.  752       of 2009

Present:-
Dr. Baljit Singh complainant in person.

Dr. P.P.S. Coonar, Joint Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Dhiraj, Junior Assistant o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, Pb., Chandigarh for the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the order dated 8.5.2009, name of the Joint Director-cum-PIO has been written by mistake as Dr, P.P.S. Kunal whereas the correct name is    Dr. P.P.S. Coonar.
2.

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

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sanjay Gupta s/o Shri Krishan Chand,

Gali No.1, H. No.1388, New Basti, Bhatinda.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Health, Chandigarh.              ________________ Respondent

CC No.    751     of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Mulakh Raj, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation.  Nothing contrary has been heard in this.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohd. Yaseen s/o Sh. Barkat Ali,

R/o W. No.10, Eidgarh Road, Near Sartaj Industry, 
Malerkotla (Sangrur)




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar Pb. State Pharmacy Council,  Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34, Chandigarh.


                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.   745      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Mohd. Yaseen complainant in person.

Shri Ashok Kmar, Accountant alongwith Shri Prem Chand, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Ashok Kumar and Shri Prem Chand appearing on behalf of the respondent-department are ignorant about the information asked for by the complainant. They claim that no original reference has been received from the complainant whereas complainant applied originally to the respondent-department and he got acknowledgement from the department, copy of which is enclosed with the application supplied to the Commission.  This only shows sorry state of affairs on behalf of the respondent-department.  They took plea that PIO Smt. Surinder Kaur, Superintendent handed over the file to them with the direction to tell the Commission that No-objection Certificate has not been received.  Reply given by them is far from satisfactory.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 17.7.2009.
(R.K. Gupta)

State Information Commissioner.

Dated: 5.6.2009
