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

Sh. Paramjit Chopra,

W.No. 7, Shri Hargobindpur,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.



  
     _______ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Gurdaspur






________ Respondent

CC No.137 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        None    on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
        S. Harmohinder Singh Sidhu, AFSO,Quadian, on behalf 



of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has shown a sworn affidavit of the complainant attested by  the Executive Magistrate, Sri Hargobindpur on 20-2-2008 in which he has stated that he does not require the information regarding the disposal of essential commodities  by  S/shri Vinod Kumar and Surinder Pal, Depot holders, for which  he had applied  and  that his application may therefore be filed.

In view of this affidavit of the complainant, no further action is required to be taken on his present complaint. In case the complainant is still in need of any information, he should make a fresh application under the RTI Act for the same.


The complainant in this case has made a request for adjournment, which is declined in view of his afore mentioned affidavit.

Disposed of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

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

Sh. Bharpur Singh,

3/81-A, Dharampura Mohalla,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.


  
    _____ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






_______ Respondent

CC No.348 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Sh. Bharpur Singh complainant   in person.


ii)   
        S. Swarn Singh Khanna, DSP, Dhuri, on behalf of the 




respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the application for information of the complainant dated 8-11-2007 was not received by him and a copy of the same has therefore been supplied to him in the Court.  The information required by the complainant has been provided to him in full by the respondent.

Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

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

Sh. Mohan Singh,

B-I/610, Street No. 4,

Partap Nagar, Kotakpura,

Distt. Faridkot.



  
     __________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Ex-Servicemen Corporation.,

SCO 89-90, Sector- 34-A,

Chandigarh.





____________ Respondent

AC No.419 of 2007

Present:
i)    
        Sh. Mohan Singh, complainant   in person


ii)   
        Capt. Gurdarshan Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO,on behalf of the 


        respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has sent a written communication stating that some documents mentioned in the second appeal have not been enclosed with it, and copies thereof are required by him before a reply can be prepared. The Court has carefully examined the second appeal submitted by the appellant and observed that the same is not self contained. In order to enable the Court and the respondent to properly appreciate and reply to the appellant, the  appellant has been guided to make a fresh appeal which should be self contained and should clearly indicate the points on which he claims that he has still not got the complete information in response to his application for information, and the  points on which he differs from the orders of the Ist appellate authority.  Copies of all documents as mentioned and relied upon in the appeal should be enclosed  with it and properly flagged and indexed.

The appellant should send the redrafted appeal to the Commission as well as to the respondent, who should prepare and send his para-wise reply to the Commission and to the appellant within 30 days of the date of receipt of the appeal.  Thereafter, arguments would be heard from both the parties  on the appeal on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 19-6-2008 for arguments.









    











           (P.K.Verma)








    State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.




  
   ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab
Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, ,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

 Chandigarh.




                ________ Respondent

CC No.350 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Sh. Kamal Anand,  complainant  in person  


ii)   
        S.Dharam Pal,Under Secretary,Home, on behalf of the 




respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

In response to the application dated 30-11-2007 of the complainant, the respondent has given to him in the Court today a notified copy of the Punjab Police Act, 2007.  The information asked for by the complainant against point no. 2 & 3 of his application is vague and its collection would involve effort on the part of the public authority which would not commensurate with any objective sought to be achieved. However, the respondent should give to the complainant information asked for in point no. 4 of his application,  which is certified copies of all documents which show that  the public view has been consulted in the course of formulating the Punjab Police Act, 2007.  The respondent states that  the file on the subject is with the L.R. and this information will be given to the complainant within seven days  of its being received back.

Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)








        State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.




  
     __________ Complainant.   

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt.,Punjab
Food & Civil Supplies Deptt.,
Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





____________ Respondent

CC No.346 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Sh. Kamal Anand  complainant  in person  


ii)   
        S. Tarlochan Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case was not very specific or clear and the respondent  has produced in response thereto  the communication sent to the complainant vide  letter dated 21-1-2008 in which action taken against the misuse of LPG in Sangrur  Distt has been communicated to him.

In actual fact, what is required by the complainant are copies of all the notings made orders and directions issued while dealing with his communication dated 
2-10-2007 (sent by  courier on 4-10-2007) and copies of all instructions issued in pursuance thereof.  The respondent should send this information to the complainant within seven days from today.

Disposed of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.




  
    _______ Complainant.   

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Public Works Department,
Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





________ Respondent

CC No.347 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Sh. Kamal Anand  complainant  in person  



ii)   
        S.  Ashok  Rana, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case was made on 7-2-2008.  The respondent states that the information required  by the complainant has been  partly collected but a lot of effort is still required to be put in to get the required information from the whole department.  He stated that various wings of the Department did not properly understand the action required to be taken by them in compliance with the instructions dated 24-10-2006 of the Department of Information Technology, Punjab.

In the above circumstances, the Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of  Public Works, is advised to convene a state level meeting of all the Chief Engineers of the Department, in which the  importance of the  implementation of the instructions of the Department of Information Technology, and proper implementation of the RTI Act, can be explained to them and the remaining information collected from all of them.  The respondent states that it would take another two 
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months time for this exercise to be completed after which full information would be provided to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-6-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gian Deep Singh,

H.No. 10, VPO Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, 

Distt. Mohali.
140501




_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/oThe Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Rural Development and Panchayats,

Chandigarh.

 




______ Respondent 

CC No. 1834  &  1836 of 2007

Present:
i)         Sh. Gian Deep  Singh, complainant in person


ii)
None  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the Court  through his letter dated 13-3-2008 that copies of the applications of  Ms. Disha and Ms. Neeru Bala, provided to the complainant, are from these very candidates but the addresses given by them in their applications are different from the addresses from which they have been shown in the selection list and therefore the selection appears to be bogus.  The respondent has stated that a detailed inquiry is required to be conducted into these two selections which will take some more time to be completed.  A copy of the respondent’s communication has been provided to the complainant for his information.

No further information is required to be provided to the complainant in response to his application for information dated 3-9-2007.


Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurpal Singh,

Superintendent,

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40, Chandigarh.
  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO-109, Sec-40-C, Chandigarh.


_______ Respondent

CC No.2336 of 2007

Present:
i)  
Sh. Gurpal Singh complainant  in person



ii) 
Sh.  Inderjit Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent 


iii) 
Sh. Narinder Mohan, Sudpt, o/o DHS,Pb.
ORDER


Heard.


The representative of the Department of Health present here has made a written/oral submission to the effect that his office is not concerned  with the service matters of the employees of the Punjab Nursing Registration Council and the service book of Sh. Gurpal Singh is not available  and no where to be found in the office of the Director of Health Services.  The letter produced by the Punjab Nursing Registration Council dated 2-5-2004, addressed to the  President of the Council (DHS) also states that the service book was  “handed over to him”. The officer, who was Director Health Services at that  time, has since retired and the present DHS has expressed his ignorance about this matter.

In the above circumstances, the only  solution appears to be to reconstruct the service book of Sh Gurpal Singh.   Shri Inderjit Singh, Supdt-II of the Punjab Nursing Registration Council and Sh. Gurpal Singh should sit together  to complete this task, after which the information regarding his earned leave will be given to the complainant by the respondent. It is expected that this work will be completed within 
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the month of May,2008 since the Council is busy with the process of examinations in the current month.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-6-2008 for confirmation of compliance.










(P.K.Verma)

   




                        State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

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

Sh. D.C. Bansal,

Asst. Labour Commissioner, 

Patiala.
  
                                             ___________ Complainant

       Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Labour,

Chandigarh.

ii) PIO/Labour Commissioner,Punjab,

Chandigarh.






________ Respondent

CC No.  2403   and    2404    of 2007

Present:
i)  
Sh. D.C. Bansal, complainant  in person



ii) 
Sh. Prem Singh, Dy. Secretary, Labour,Punjab Govt.



iii)        Sh.Yash Pal Gupta, Supdt., and Ms. Anita Aneja, Supdt., 



 o/o Labour Commissioner,Pb.on behalf of the 
  respondent  
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 27-3-2008, fresh information has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant and the doubts which still remain, are discussed as follows:-

Point no. 8


The information asked for pertains to the year 1976 and the respondent states 
that despite his best efforts, the concerned record could not be located.

Point no. 10

The notings leading to the  orders dated 22-5-1995 of promotion of the 
complainant as Labour-cum-Conciliation Officer will be provided to him today.


Point no. 12


The representation dated 17-11-1995 was made by the complainant to the 
Labour Commissioner who states that it is not traceable in their  office.


Point no. 13


The notings required by the complainant are those which led to the issue of 
orders of promotion dated 22-5-1995, which will be supplied to him by the 
respondent.
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Point no.22


It is not clear from his application which orders of Dr. B.C.Gupta, IAS,Principal 
Secretary,Labour and Employment,Punjab, dated 11-2-2000  are being referred 
to.  The respondent states that the complainant has shown to him a copy of the 
orders to which he was referring and he will now make an effort to locate the file 
and supply the same to the complainant.

Point no.28.

The information asked for is voluminous and the complainant was asked by the 
respondent to be more specific and the complainant has informed the 
respondent that he would like to have his transfer orders from1995 onwards.

The respondent has agreed that copies of the transfer orders will be given to the 
complainant but these are to be collected from his personal file in which  there 
would not be file notings. The complainant has agreed to take copies of the 
orders without the file notings.

Point no.29


The complainant states that he has not got any information regarding  the action 
taken on his representation No. 1919 dated 14-9-2007 by the office of the 
Labour Commissioner.  The respondent states  that comments were sent by the 
office of the Labour Commissioner, on this representation to the Government, a 
copy of which has been given to the complainant in the Court today.

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








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

D-1, Guru Amardass Avenue,

Airport Road, Gumtala,

Amritsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways Amritsar-II,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No.2433 of 2007

Present:
i)    
  None on behalf of the   complainant   



ii)   
   Sh. Amarjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has shown to the Court the remaining information provided to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13-3-2008

Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Malkiat Singh,BDO (Retd.)

Village Pharwali, P.O. Kalayan,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur..--148020




….……… Appellant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Cooperative  Societies, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  104  of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER


This case had been adjourned to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any in the information provided to him.  He has not come personally but has sent a written communication in which he has made the following
 submissions:-

1.     
Complete and comprehensive information has still not been given to him.


2.     
The costs of Rs. 500/- and Rs. 1500/- may be paid to him by the 


respondent in cash instead of through  cheques.


3.
Penalties may be imposed on the respondent under section 20 of the Act.

The submissions made by the complainant are  disposed of as follows:

1. The information provided by the respondent was prima facie found to be an adequate response to his application for information dated 25-11-2006. Apart from stating that the information is not complete, the complainant has not  described  any specific deficiency. 
2. The  complainant should deposit the corrected cheques sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 7-3-2008 and  should inform the Commission if the cheques are rejected by his Bank for any reason.  It is not possible for the Commission to compel  a public authority to make payments in cash.                            
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3.
I do not find that the information in this case has been malafidely withheld  
from the complainant or delayed without reasonable cause. Therefore this 
is not a fit case for the imposition of the penalties prescribed under 
section 20 of the RTI Act.


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









           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

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

Sh. Rupinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Ranjodh Singh,

Vill. Bhoop Nagar,

P.O. Kurali, Teh. Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.

  
   
   

  ________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),

Zila Parishad, Ropar.



_________ Respondent

CC No. 1317 of 2007

Present:
i) 
S. Gian Deep Singh,  on behalf of the complainant .


ii) 
Sh. Lakhwinder Singh,Dy CEO,  Zila Parishad,on behalf of 



the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has stated that there has been some delay in supplying the information to the complainant in this case because it had to be collected from block level and he has made a written submission  that the information has now been collected and handed over to the complainant on 28-3-2008.  The complainant is represented by Sh Gian Deep Singh, who states that the information which has been provided is not complete. He may therefore inform the respondent through a written communication about the deficiencies in the information as he perceives them  and the respondent should send a reply to this communication within ten days of its receipt.  The complainant should send his letter pointing out the perceived deficiencies within seven days from today and therefore it is expected that the above exercise will be completed within one month.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-5-2008 for further consideration and orders








           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   3rd April,  2008

