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

Shri Satish Kumar #2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opposite Guru Nanak Engineer College, Gill Road, Ludhiana. ____ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana.

            _____Respondent

CC No. 940  of 2008

Present:-
Shri Satish Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Inder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Satish Kumar complainant has stated that he has submitted four complaints/appeals in the Commission and he does not know that which appeal/complaint made by him has been dealt in the instant case.  He requested that he may be shown the file so that he can link up the appeal/complaint.  He was shown the file and he stated that he has not brought the relevant papers relating to this particular reference.  In this regard, according to him he sent a letter dated 2.4.2009 addressed to the Deputy Registrar of the Commission, but the same has not been received in the Bench

2.

To enable the complainant to present his case, this case is adjourned to 22.5.2009.  It will be appropriate that though the original application of the complainant dated 2.5.2008 was received in the Commission on 8.5.2008 but the same was received by the bench on 20.3.2009, registry of the Commission check up where this file remained pending for so many months.

3.

It is further seen that point raised in the present case was also dealt in the case No.CC-2028 of 2007, in which final order was passed by the bench headed by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner on 11.4.2008. Case file of CC No.2028/2007 should also be linked up with the present file i.e. CC No.940/2008. 








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Satish Kumar s/o Shri Jagan Nath, #2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opposite Guru Nanak Engineer College, Gill Road, Ludhiana. ____ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana.

            _____Respondent

CC No. 3144  of 2008

Present:-
Shri Satish Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Inder Pal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the present case, the complainant has asked for the information on file points mentioned at page 8/c of the case file.  As admitted by him in his affidavit at Sr. No.1 is a part of reference dealt with in CC-2028/2007, while request at Sr. No.2,3 and 5 were part of CC No.1507/2008 which was disposed of by the bench headed by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner on 19.9.2008 and point at Sr. No.4 is a fresh one as admitted by the complainant, which relates to Shri N.Sohi and Mr. Gurdeep Singh.

2.

As far as CC-2028/2007 is concerned, the same was disposed of by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner; however, the same has been linked up with CC-940/2008.  As far as CC-1507/2008 is concerned, the same was also disposed of by the bench headed by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner vide his order dated 19.9.2008.  It was explained to the complainant that Right to Information Act, 2005 does not have any provision for appeal/review of any order passed by the same bench or any other bench.

3.

In view of the above, the request of the complainant Shri Satish Kumar is declined.  As about information on point at Sr. No.4, information relates to third party and privacy of private individual cannot be invaded under the law of Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, the same is declined and matter stands disposed of.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



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

Shri Amit Sharma s/o Sh. S.K. Sharma,

Advocate, #6/75, Ram Vihar, Green Model Town, Jalandhar City.   _______ Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Registrar, Pharmacy Council, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, 

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.


                 ________________ Respondent

AC No. 161  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Amit Sharma, appellant has requested vide his letter dated 11.4.2009, that the case may be adjourned to another date as he cannot appear today.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009 accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Dev Raj s/o Sh. Kesar Chand, Assistant Engineer,

Agriculture Department, Hoshiarpur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Financial  Commissioner to Govt. of Punjab,

Agriculture Department, Chandigarh.
            ________________ Respondent

CC No. 135  of 2009

Present:
Shri Dev Raj complainant in person.



Shri Inderjit, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant has asked for information about four points in which he has asked for a copy of the agenda (likely to be circulated before holding the meeting of DPC).  Asked for information has not been put-forward, the same should be made available to the complainant.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Dev Raj s/o Sh. Kesar Chand, Assistant Engineer,

Agriculture Department, Hoshiarpur.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Financial  Commissioner to Govt. of Punjab,

Agriculture Department, Chandigarh.
                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 134  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Dev Raj complainant in person.

Shri Inderjit, Superintendent (Grade-I)-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the present case, the complainant has asked for the information on four points.  It is seen that at Sr. No. 1 and 2, no promotion has been made to the post of Geologist.  This has been duly communicated to Shri Dev Raj, complainant vide respondent-department’s letter dated 30.12.2008, as such no further action is required on these two points.

2.

About points raised at Sr. No.3 and 4, complainant wants to know on his petition dated 30.3.2005 and thereafter in the year 2008.  Department’s stand that these are under consideration is not a proper reply. Complainant deserves to be intimated in a chronological order about various persons who have handled the files and their notings. Very purpose of Right to Information Act, 2005 is that the citizens have right to know from the Government and their working to bring transparency in whole issue.  Information about Sr. No.4, the complainant deserves to have a copy of the agenda.  If there is no such agenda, they should check-up from the Director Agriculture, Punjab, if it is available with him or not.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Hari Ram Banger, # 4, Street No.6,

Dashmesh Nagar, Patiala.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.





     ________________ Respondent

CC No. 593   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant seems to have been making certain suggestions and not asking for any information.  In such cases, this Commission has no role to play

2.

Case stands disposed of as such.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Harsukhdev Singh Vill. Rampur Talwara,

P.O.  Sri Hargobindpur, Teh. Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Child Development  Project Officer, 

Hargobindpur (Gurdaspur ). 



__________ Respondent.

CC No. 600 of 2009
Present:-
Shri Harsukhdev Singh complainant in person.

Shri Jaswant Singh, CDPO, Hargobindpur-cum- PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information asked for about four points in the complaint submitted to the Commission relates to qualification, age limit and procedure for appointment.  About these three points, instructions issued by the Government from time to time have been produced for the perusal of the Commission.  Shri Harsukhdev Singh stated that he has not received the same; the same as such produced for the perusal of the Commission are handed over to the complainant.

2.

About the application of Smt. Kulwinder Kaur, Shri Jaswant Singh, CDPO-cum-PIO states that he is looking after three blocks and on the receipt of application (alongwith annexures produced for the perusal of the Commission) was not found to be in the prescribed proforma, as such the Sarpanch was telephonically intimated about the same.  Only these papers were available in the file and no note-sheet etc. is available.  Shri Harsukhdev Singh complainant produced a copy of purported to be resolution passed and signed by Sarpanch dated 15.2.2008.  According to Shri Jaswant Singh, PIO, the resolution is dated 15.2.2008 but he had communicated to Sarpanch only on 28.3.2008 about the vacancy.  This seems to be more a question of technicality or anything else.  If a letter was issued on 28.3.2008 and application of Smt. Kulwinder Kaur dated 13.10.2008 and copy of the resolution of Sarpanch Shri Raj Kumar of Village Rampur, Block Hargobindpur was 15.2.2008.  I think there must have been regular file on which order has been passed.  Reply given by Shri Jaswant Singh, PIO does not inspire truth, hence, District Programme Officer Smt. Surinder Kaur is directed to personally go through the file and produce the same for the perusal of the Commission.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

CC

Smt. Surinder Kaur, District Programme Officer, Gurdaspur.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mehnga Ram s/o Shri Mansa Ram, 

V.P.O. Dholbaha, Teh . and Distt. Hoshiarpur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Civil Surgeon, Hoshiarpur.


  ______________ Respondent

CC No. 602  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Mehnga Ram complainant in person.

Shri Nathu Ram, Superintendent-cum-APIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant seems to be in Below Poverty Line category.  As such Rs.10/- deposited by him should be refunded to him and information should be supplied to him free of cost.  It was made clear to Shri Nathu Ram, APIO that before the date of next hearing, information should be supplied to the complainant; otherwise department will have to bear the expenses of complainant’s visit to Chandigarh.  Shri Mehnga Ram, complainant has been instructed if he receives the information, then he does not need to come to Chandigarh for attending the Commission and write a letter to the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

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

Dr. Kuldip Singh,  District Ayurvedic & Unani Officer (Retd.)

#1404, Sector 40-B, Chandigarh.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 

Health &  Family welfare, Chandigarh.
                ________________ Respondent

CC No. 610  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri B.S. Parmar, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


According to Shri B.S.Parmar, APIO, copy of the note-sheet has been supplied to the complainant, a copy of which has been produced before the Commission for its perusal.  A perusal of the same indicates that on 24.10.2008, letter was referred to the Administrative Department of Health Department. Shri Parmar will get a photocopy of the file maintained by the Administrative Department to know the action taken and the result thereof.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Kailash Chand s/o Shri Amrit Lal,

Muniara Mohalla, Punjabi Gali, Samana, Distt. Patiala._________Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Medical Officer, Patiala.


           __________ Respondent

CC No. 615  of 2009
Present:-

None for the parties.

ORDER




Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Parshotam Singh, 4435/1-A, Narinder Nagar,

Near Samrala Chowk, Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.


                  ________________ Respondent

CC No. 617   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Parshotam Singh complainant in person.

Dr. Pardeep Kumar Sharma on behalf of PIO o/o the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana alongwith Ajay Kumar, Dealing Assistant.

ORDER



Complainant wanted to get a copy of the visitor-book from December, 2008 to January, 2009.  Respondent-Department has communicated in writing to the complainant that visitor-book is not being maintained during the relevant period, though there is a board on the main-gate.  I think this fulfils the requirement of the complainant.   Hence, the case is disposed of.







 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Updesh Singh, M.A., Platoon Commander,

Near Panchayati Gurdwara, Hamayupur, Railway Road, Sirhind,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director General Police-cum-Commandant-General, Punjab and

Director Civil Defence, Sector-17, Chandigarh   ________________ Respondent

CC No. 622   of 2009

Present:-
Shri Updesh Singh complainant in person.

Shri Ashok Kumar Khann, J.S.O. –cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



As asked for by the complainant in Form ‘A’ of his application, the    information stands supplied to him.  In the additional column of form ‘A’, he has asked for the copies of ACRs.  Shri Khanna appearing for the respondent-department has stated that they have no objection in supplying the copies of ACRs, if he deposits the money @ Rs.2/- per page.  

2.

In view of the position explained above, case stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Raj Kumar Advocate, Civil Courts Complex, Phul Town,

District  Bhatinda.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Mukatsar.       __________ Respondent

CC No. 624  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Dr. Sanjeev Kumar Sethi, PIO alongwith Shri Sukhmander Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Dr. Sanjeev Kumar Sethi, PIO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.5.2009 for confirmation.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Ujagar Singh Dhindsa, Advocate, H.No.3586/5, Lehal,

Patiala.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o District Controller, Civil Supplies and Consumer Matters,
 Ludhiana. 





____________ Respondent

CC No. 632  of 2009

Present:-
None for the parties.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Sandeep Talwar, Senior Manager (CF),

PAFC Ltd., Plot No.2-A, Sector 38-A, Chandigarh.
_________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corporation Ltd., Plot NO.2-A,

Sector 28-A, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.

           __________ Respondent

CC No. 636   of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Deepak Dhawan, APIO alongwith Shri Pardeep Kumar, APIO



On behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information sought by the complainant is likely to run into thousands of pages which will amount to lot of wastage of manpower as well as expenditure.  Letter sent by this Commission to Shri Sandeep Talwar, complainant has been returned by the postal authorities for not being accepted. Before start collecting information and preparing the copies of the information, the respondent-department should ask Shri Talwar to deposit the approximate amount depending upon the pages @ Rs.2/- per page then only they should start collecting information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009 for reporting the detail.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         


State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Bal Krishan Soni s/o Sh. Kundan Lal Soni,

H.NoB-IV/606, Gali No.18-19, New Abadi, Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Employment Exchange, Abohar.

                  ________________ Respondent

CC No. 638  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Harish Chander, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to Shri Harish Chander, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of the respondent-department, asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  He produced a copy of the same.  Photocopy has been prepared and kept for the record of the Commission.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 22.5.2009 for confirmation.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Jeet Singh, #205, Patel Nagar, Near Bibi Wala Chowk,

Bhatinda-151001.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o D.B.P.C.D. Govt. College of Education, Faridkot.        ____________ Respondent

CC No. 657  of 2009

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jai Pal, Lecturer in English, D.B.P.C.D. Government College of Education, Faridkot.

ORDER



Complainant has asked for the information about the candidates who stood first since 1945 onward.  According to Shri Jai Pal, they are not maintaining any record of honour of the candidates who stood first and this information is available in the Gazette published by the University.  From 1996 onward upto 2008 after perusal of the gazette a list has been prepared which has been duly submitted to Shri Gurcharan Singh appearing on behalf of Shri Jeet Singh, complainant.

2.

In view of the above, matter stands disposed of.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Mrs. Manjit Kaur w/o Sh. Jai Paul r/o 47-A, Kiran Vihar,

Vill. Dad, Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.


                      ________________ Respondent

CC No. 659  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Jai Paul husband of Mrs. Manjit Kaur complainant.

Dr. Pardeep Kumar Sharma on behalf of PIO o/o the Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana alongwith Ajay Kumar, Dealing Assistant.

ORDER



In this regard, Dr. Pardeep Kumar Sharma stated that for recruitment, first priority will be given to the candidates hailing from Ludhiana district failing which outside candidates will be considered.  He produced the application of Mrs. Manjit Kaur received in their department alongwith its annexures which includes a certificate dated 12.9.1996 issued by the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Hoshiarpur.  According to this certificate, Mrs. Manjit Kaur ordinarily resides in Gounspur, District Hoshiarpur.  Dr. Pardeep Kumar Sharma states that it was because this reason, Mrs. Manjit Kaur was not considered.  This fact was duly communicated to the complainant vide their letter dated 9.4.2009.

2.

According to Shri Jai Paul husband of the complainant they had asked for information vide their letter dated 18,11,2008 but only got reply after notice was received from the Commission.  Dr. Pardeep Kumar Sharma is advised to avoid such delay in future; reply should be given in time.

3.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

April 17, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

