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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bhag Singh,

Village Kothe Jattu Ke,

Tehsil & District – Moga.




________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Moga.







__________ Respondent

CC No. 3490 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Nirmal Singh, complainant in person.

ii)        Sh. Amrik Singh, Sr. Auditor, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is quite old and is not available in his records. He also states, however, that the information may be available with the Food Corporation of India authorities since the FCI was the purchasing agency in the concerned mandis in 2003, and the complainant’s application for information has also been forwarded by the respondent to the FCI authorities. The letter no. A/Cs/FDK/RTI/09-10/8290      dated 01-01-2010 from the Manager Accounts, FCI Distt office, Faridkot, addressed to the Manager(RTI) ,FCI, Distt. Office Moga shows that the matter is under correspondence in the FCI offices.  In the circumstances, the application for information of the complainant is deemed to have been transferred to the FCI, Distt Office, Faridkot,  and in case the required information is not given to the complainant, he may, if he so desires, make a complaint to the Central Information Commission, New Delhi.  A copy of these orders along with copies of the application for information of the complainant and the letter from the Manager Accounts, dated 01-01-2010, may be sent to the Manager, FCI,  Moga for his information and necessary action.                                                 ……p2/
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For the unnecessary expenditure which the complainant has had to incur in making a trip to Chandigarh, compensation of Rs. 500/-(Rupees Five Hundred)  is awarded to him, which has been paid to him by the respondent today itself.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
Encl:
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Darshan Kumar,

R/o. Ward No- 7, Maur Mandi,

District- Bathinda.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3484 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)        ASI Nardev Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has informed the Commission on phone that he has received the information required by him from the SSP, Bathinda, and he is satisfied with the same.


Disposed  of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora,

S/o. Sh. Niamat Rai Arora,

Inspector Food & Supplies (Retd.),

R/o. Street No. 9, Arya Nagar, 

Fazilka, District- Ferozepur-152123.
  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director ,

 Food & Civil Supplies Department, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh-160017.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 2388 of 2010

Present:
i)   
    None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)       Mrs. Ranjeet Pawar, Deputy Director, and Sh. Charanjit Singh, Suptt.-cum-APIO, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Mrs. Ranjeet Pawar, Deputy Director states that the PIO concerned with this case is Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO, who has sent the concerned APIO Sh. Charanjit Singh, Superintendent to represent him. Insofar as the supply of information is concerned, it is a matter of great regret that out of the two items of information required by the complainant, described in the orders dated 14-10-2010, information has still not been given to the complainant in respect of point no.1, namely, the reasons on record for the imposition of a penalty of Rs. 9731/- on Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora, Inspector Grade-I. A direction for giving this information to the complainant was made vide orders dated 14-10-2010,  and when it was found during the hearing on 18-11-2010 that the information has not been given to the complainant, a notice for imposition of a penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, had also been issued,  but the 
   …p2/-
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PIO concerned has not deemed it fit to pay due attention to this case or to his obligations under the RTI Act, 2005. 


In the above circumstances, notice is issued to Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh, Joint Director-cum-PIO, Food & Supplies Department, Sector 17, Chandigarh, to show cause at 10 AM on 14-01-2011, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. In the meanwhile, the respondent is again directed to send complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2011 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Ranjit Puri,

 House No. 1134- A,

Sector 35 B, Chandigarh.




________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3194 of 2010

Present:
i)   
    Sh. Ranjit Puri, complainant in person. 
ORDER


Heard.


The submissions made by the complainant have been considered and I conclude that the information required by him has been given to him by the respondent. The complainant states that the respondent was required to give him a copy of his receipt register for the period from 18-06-2010 to 25-06-2010, but I find that this information has not been mentioned by the complainant in his application and is required by the complainant only to verify the correctness of the information given to him against point no. 6.  I find however that this is not necessary and would amount merely to prolonging this case without sufficient reason.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Harjit Kaur,

Wd/o. Dr. Joginder Singh,

H No. 196/1/1 (Old No. 32),

S.No.6. New Kartar Nagar, 

Near Dhuri Line,

Ludhiana- 141003.




________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University, Kapurthala Road, 

Jalandhar. 





 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2208 of   2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Jaswant Singh, on  behalf of the complainant. 

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


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 18-11-2010, the remaining information has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant except for the information asked for at point no. 6 of the application.  The complainant states that he has simplified and abbreviated the information which he would like to  receive, and   has   made a separate submission for the same vide his application dated 11-12-2010. The respondent may deal with this application under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

S/o. Sh. Nirpal Singh,

Chamber No.79(Lawyers Chamber)

Distt. Court’s Complex,

Mansa-151505.



  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University, 

Jalandhar-Kapurthala Highway, 

Near Pushpa Gujral Science City,

Kapurthala-144601





__________ Respondent
CC No. 2741 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Vaneet Goyal, brother of the complainant 

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


Heard.

The information supplied by the respondent to the complainant has been discussed in the presence of the parties and the following additional information is required to be sent by the respondent to the complainant before the next date of hearing. :--
1)
An attested copy of the letter of the learning Centre with which demand drafts amounting of Rs. 2, 18,200/- in respect of some or all of the students mentioned by the complainant in annexure 1 of the application was sent by the Centre to the university. 

2)
Upto date mark-sheets of the candidates mentioned by the complainant for the sessions mentioned under the head ‘cleared session’ in the statement at annexure 1 of his application.                                                             …….p2/-
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3)
The details of fees pending against any of the 35 students mentioned by the complainant in annexure 1 of his application. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 07-01-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.



(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Manish Nirankari,

S/o. Sh. Santosh Kumar,

C-212, Sector 25, 

Chandigarh-160014.

  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University, 

Jalandhar-Kapurthala Highway, 

Near Pushpa Gujral Science City

Kapurthala-144601




__________ Respondent

CC No. 2722 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant 

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


Heard.


Today’s hearing was fixed in this case to give an opportunity to the complainant to make any submission, if he so wishes, with regard to the information supplied to him by the respondent. 


The complainant is not present. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd  December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Renu Gupta,

# 989, Sector 15-A,

Opposite Bishnoi Colony Market, 

Hisar- 125001.





________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana- 141004.





 __________ Respondent


AC No. 750 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)    Sh. B.D. Mahajan, Assistant Registrar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The remaining information has been supplied to the appellant vide the respondent’s letter dated 12-11-2010. The appellant on the other hand has sent a faxed message dated 22-12-2010, in which she has pointed out an alleged discrepancy in respect of the reply given to her and a copy of the same has been given to the respondent, who is directed to bring his reply to the allegation made by the appellant on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 07-01-2011 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd  December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Anil Kumar,

National Pesticides, 

Shop No. 61-62, Maharaja Market, 

Jalandhar Road, Batala, 

Distt.- Gurdaspur-143505




________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Agriculture Officer,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3101 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Anil Kumar, complainant in person. 
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the disclosure of the information mentioned in his application dated 11-08-2010 would not in any manner infringe section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, and the plea  taken by the respondent is not correct.

I am inclined to agree with the complainant and direct the respondent to give to him copies of the relevant pages of the register maintained in his office in which particulars of licenses, valid from 01-01-2009 to 31-12-2010, for sale of insecticides, fertilizer and seeds, are entered.  No other information can be given to him in response to his application for information.


In case the respondent experiences any difficulty in complying with these orders or has any objection and wishes to make any submission with regard to the same, he may do so on the next date of hearing, otherwise, the orders may be complied with and the information given to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-01-2011 for further consideration and orders.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Anil Kumar,

National Pesticides, 

Shop No. 61-62, Maharaja Market, 

Jalandhar Road, Batala, 

Distt.- Gurdaspur-143505




________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Agriculture Officer,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3173 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Anil Kumar, complainant in person. 

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the disclosure of the information for which he has applied vide his application dated 13-08-2010, would not in any manner infringe the provisions of Section 8(1) (h) of the RTI Act, and the plea taken by the respondent is therefore not correct.

I am inclined to agree with the complainant and direct the respondent to give to the complainant a certified copy of the dispatch and receipt register of his office from 01-12-2009 till the date of his application i.e. 13-08-2010. 


In case the respondent experiences any difficulty in complying with these orders or has any objection and wishes to make any submission with regard to the same, he may do so on the next date of hearing otherwise, the orders may be complied with and the information given to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-01-2011 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dharinder Pal Singh,

House No- 419, New Mehar Singh Colony,

Tripri, Patiala.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director, 

Food & Civil Supplies Deptt. Punjab, 

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17,
Chandigarh.

                                                 __________ Respondent

CC No. 3180 of 2010

Present:
i)   
    None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)     Ms. Rimpy Sharma, Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has sent a written communication to the Commission stating that he has got the information for which he had applied and would like to withdraw his complaint.


Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Brij Lal,

S/o. Sh. Girdhari Lal,

R/o. Mohalla Kamaspuria,

Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala.





________Complainant

 Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Sh. Narinder Singh,

DFSC (I)-cum-PIO, 

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3150 of 2010

Present:
i)      None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     Sh. Narinder Singh DFSC-cum-PIO Sangrur.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has submitted his reply to the show cause notice issued to him in the orders dated 19-11-2010. He has stated therein that the information required by the applicant was quite long and it took more time than the limit prescribed under the RTI Act to collect the same. The official responsible for collecting the information and also for appearing in the Court on 19-11-2010 was Sh. Arjan Singh, AFSO,  Sunam, who has not taken his duties under the RTI Act, 2005 with sufficient seriousness, and action is being taken against him for his lapses in this case. He has also expressed his regret and has given his assurance that delays will not occur in future in giving information to applicants under the RTI Act, 2005. 


The required information has also since been collected and given to the complainant, who has given a receipt to the effect that he has got the information for which he had made his application.                                              …..p2/
CC No. 3150 of 2010
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In the above circumstances, the notice issued to the respondent vide orders dated 19-11-2010 is hereby dropped. However, the respondent has to communicate to the Commission the action finally taken against AFSO, Sunam,  Sh. Arjan Singh. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-02-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Anil Kumar,

Anil Kumar National Pesticides,

Shop No. 61-62, Maharaja Market,

Jalandhar Road, Batala- 143505.



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Agriculture Officer, 

Gurdaspur. 






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3037 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Anil Kumar, complainant in person.

ii)      Sh. Jagdish Singh, Agriculture Officer, Batala on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The respondent has stated that there is no record in his office to show that the Agriculture Officer visited the premises of National Pesticides, Batala along with the police on any date or the reasons for the visit. He states that the premises of the complainant’s firm was  visited and checked in accordance with the powers conferred upon him under Section 21 of the Insecticides Act, 1968. 

Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








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





(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Anil Kumar,

Anil Kumar National Pesticides,

Shop No. 61-62, Maharaja Market,

Jalandhar Road, Batala- 143505.



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Agriculture Officer, 

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3039 of 2010

Present:
i)       Sh. Anil Kumar, complainant in person.

ii)      Sh. Jagdish Singh, Agriculture Officer, Batala on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The information required by the complainant, which consists of copies of dispatch and receipt registers, has been given to him by the respondent. 


Disposed  of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


23rd    December, 2010
