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

Sh. Deepak Sharma, Teacher,
C/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Block-I, Gurdaspur-143521.


  
 ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary, Red Cross,

Gurdaspur.






___________ Respondent

CC No. 2139 of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Deepak Sharma, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
Sh. Balvinder Singh, APIO,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.
The complainant states that he has got the arrears of his pay and the only information which now remains to be given to him is details of the action taken by the respondent on his various applications for his full pay.  The respondent has made a commitment that all records concerning his service will be shown to the compainant and a copy of any document which he desires will be given to him.  For this purpose, the complainant can visit the office of the respondent at 10 AM on 16-1-2008.

Disposed of. 















(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Davinder Singh,

s/o sh. Harjinder Singh,

Vill. Sidhwan, P.S. Kahnuwan,

Teshil & Distt. Gurdaspur.


  
  _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 2200 of 2007

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



ii)   
 H C Surinder Kumar,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.
The complainant in this case has asked for the inquiry report of DSP Kulwant Singh, in FIR 118 of 16-8-2005 registered u/s  325, 326 IPC, PS Kahnuwan. The respondent has shown a report of DSP Kulwant Singh to the complainant in the Court today, who is not satisfied that this is the report which he has asked for.  The respondent may therefore, carefully check up his office record and give a written reply to the complainant, which should include any available report of DSP Kulwant Singh, in connection with FIR No. 118,  as asked for by the complainant, within seven days from today.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

# 294, Ward No. 2,

G.T. Road, Moga.


  
       ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, SCO-36-40,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



______ Respondent

CC No. 2205 of 2007

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



ii)   
Sh. BPS Rana, Asstt. Manager (PRI),APIO,Punsup,  on behalf of the 


respondent

ORDER


Heard.


There are five applications for information of the complainant which are concerned in this case.  The position regarding each of these is as follows:-

1. Application dated  23-8-2007 asking for inspection of the complete record of M/s Bansal Rice Mills, Moga,  including files relating to  the recovery suits filed by Punsup in Civil Court, Moga, from the year 1994 till today. The respondent has sought to claim exemption from providing this information to the complainant u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, which states that it would not be  necessary to give information to an applicant which would impede the process of investigation or apprehension or prosecution of offenders.  In my view, civil suits which have been  instituted in civil courts  are not covered by the above mentioned provision of the RTI Act and therefore, the exemption being claimed by the respondent is overruled and he is directed to show the record concerned with his application to the complainant.  These records may be shown to the complainant at 10 AM in the office of the respondent on  7-1-2008.

2. Application dated 23-8-2007 asking for the inspection of compete record of M/s Sidhu Rice Mills, Moga, pertaining to the procurement of paddy from the year 1994-95, till date including the record relating to legal and arbitration.  The respondent has sought to claim exemption from providing this information to the complainant u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI   Act,  which   states   that it   would   not   be  
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necessary to give information to an applicant which would impede the process of investigation or apprehension or prosecution of offenders.  In my view, the arbitration which has been  instituted in civil courts  is not covered by the above mentioned provision of the RTI Act and therefore, the exemption being claimed by the respondent is over ruled and he is directed to show the record concerned with his application to the complainant.  The respondent states that it would take a couple of days to get this record from District  Faridkot. These records may be shown to the complainant at 10 AM in the office of the respondent on  7-1-2008.

3. The application dated 7-9-2007, in which a vast amount of information has been asked for which falls into two categories, firstly, the names and postings of certain officials and secondly, the details of Civil/Criminal, Arbitration cases etc. decided in favour of Punsup in the State of Punjab, pertaining to the year 1994-95 procurement season.  I find that the second category mentioned by the applicant in his application is too vast and vague and for any specific information in a particular case, he is at liberty to make separate applications to the respondent for the same.  Insofar as the first category is concerned, however, the respondent should supply to the complainant  the following:-

a)
the names and periods of postings of M.Ds of Punsup from 1994-2000

b)
the names and periods of postings of officials against the post of 
Manager, 
Procurement and Storage, from 1994-2000

c)
the names and periods of postings of officials as Manager Legal and Arbitration, from 1994-2000

d)
the names and periods of postings of officials , who were posted in Fardikot and 
Ferozepur districts as  DMs, Punsup, from the year 1994-2000

e)  
 the names and periods of postings of Regional Managers, Punsup, concerned 
with   
the districts of Faridkot and Ferozepur, from 1994-2000.

4. Application dated 7-9-2007  concerning inspection of records of sales and purchases of paddy pertaining to year 1994-95 concerning the whole of the state of Punjab.  I find this application to be too vast and vague and in case the complainant desires any specific  information, he may make separate applications to the respondent for the same.

5. Application dated 7-9-2007 in which   he   has asked for  inspection   of  the  file 
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concerning M/s G.P.Sales, Moga, relating to custom milling of paddy.  The exemption claimed by the respondent in respect of this application is rejected for the same reasons as have been recorded for over ruling the exemption which has been claimed in respect of the applications mentioned at sr. No. 1 and 2 above. The records concerning this application should also, therefore, be shown to the complainant at 10 AM on 7-1-2008,


Disposed of.










(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. A.S. Wadhawan,

41/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.


  
 __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Deptt. Of Home Affairs & Justice, 

 Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2173 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER
   

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. The case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give a suitable response to the complainant within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders, if not already done.


Disposed  of







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Harminder Singh Khokar,

306, Lahori Gate,

Patiala.




  
  _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 2112 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. The case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give a suitable response to the complainant within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders, if not already done.


Disposed  of







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Ms. Malwinder Kaur,

C/o Ajit Singh Mohal,

Ram Basi, Street No. 8-A,

Sangrur-148001.




  
  __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




____________ Respondent

CC No. 2093 of 2007

Present:
i)    
None  on behalf of the complainant,  


ii)   
Sri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has prepared the information required by the complainant, which may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.

Disposed of.







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

# 1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.




  
 __ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.





____ Respondent

CC No. 2078 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Jagdiip Singh Chowhan, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
Sri Kesar Singh, Legal Advisor,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court vide letter dated 24-10-2007 that the information required by him can be obtained by him after depositing the prescribed fees. The complainant states that this letter was not received by him and that he will now obtain the information after depositing the prescribed fees.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 1-2-2008, to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him.









  (P.K.Verma)








         State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

# 1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.




  
  _____________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.





___________ Respondent

AC No.   334 of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Jagdiip Singh Chowhan, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
Sri Kesar Singh, Legal Advisor,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.
The parties were not informed about the hearing of this appeal today.  A copy of the application for information has been given to the respondent in the Court today and the case will now be taken up for hearing at 10 AM on 1-2-2008.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Jagdiip Singh Chowhan,

# 1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.




  
  _____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.





___________ Respondent

CC No. 2077 of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Jagdiip Singh Chowhan, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
Sri Kesar Singh, Legal Advisor,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court vide letter dated 24-10-2007 that the information required by him can be obtained by him after depositing the prescribed fees. The complainant states that this letter was not received by him and that he will now obtain the information after depositing the prescribed fees.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 1-2-2008, to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him.









     (P.K.Verma)








            State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Des Raj,

# 91-A, Dilbagh Nagar,

Basti Guzan, Jalandhar.



  
  _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, SCO 36-40,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 2073 of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Des Raj, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
Sh.Resham Lal, Supdt., Punsup,Kapurthala, and Sh. BPS Rana,Asstt. 


Manager (PRI)-cum-APO, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

There are 50 points in the application of the complainant dated 28-6-2007, on which he has asked for information from the respondent.  Four of these points namely; 46, 47, 48 and 49 relate to the Head Office and the remaining to the Distt. Manager, Punsup, Kapurthala.  The respondent states that the information on all the 50 points has been given to the complainant, while the complainant states that except for the information asked for at points 27, 28, 34 and 49, the information supplied in  the other 46 points  bears no relevance to the information asked for by him.

In the above circumstances,  I remand this case to Sh. A.K.Khurana,  Manager Administration, Punsup, -cum- Ist appellate authority, with the directions that he should hear both the parties, call for the records of this case from the concerned quarters namely; office of the Distt. Manager, Punsup, Kapurthala,  and   the Head Office, and record his findings on each of the 46 points regarding which the  complainant states that he has not got the information.  The First appellate authority is further directed to ensure  that full and complete information in respect  of each of these 46 points is given to the complainant, in case he finds that this has not been done in respect of any or all the points.  He is further directed to complete the compliance of these directions within two months from today.

If,  after the completion of the hearing by the Ist appellate authority  and the receipt or 
…2
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otherwise of any additional or remaining information, the complainant is still not satisfied, he is at liberty to make a 2nd appeal before the Commission under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Disposed of.







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. R.C. Kapur,

# 1523, Sector-15,

Panchkula.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar Cooperative Societies,

Punjab,Sector 17,

 Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent 

CC No.      1613     of 2007

Present:
i) 
     Sh. R.C. Kapur, complainant in person  .
ii) 
   Ms.   Navinder Kaur, Supdt., on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard

The information asked for by the complainant, after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him, has been given to him by the respondent, but there are still some points on which complete information has not been provided, including copies of some file notings. These points, which are point Nos. 2, 6, 7 & 8, have been discussed mutually by the complainant and the respondent, and the respondent has made a commitment that the remaining information required by the complainant will be given to him within three days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-1-2008 for confirmation of compliance.








                   (P.K.Verma)








             State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Lt. Col. N.K. Ghai,

C/o Amelioration India,

205-B, Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana.






________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







_____ Respondent 

CC No.    1659   of 2007

Present:
i) 
    Sh. Rajinder Ghai, on behalf of the complainant  .
ii) 
   None    on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The application for information in this case was made on 18-7-2007 but the required information has still not been supplied to the applicant.  On 19-10-2007, Sh.Sanjeev Uppal, APIO-cum-Supdt., appeared on behalf of the respondent and made a commitment that full and complete information will be given to the complainant within 15 days.  The next hearing of the case was held on 7-12-2007, but the information had not been given to the complainant by that date and neither the respondent nor the APIO appeared in the Court.    The respondent was again directed to give the information to the complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of the orders passed on 7-12-2007 and the following was recorded:-
“It is made clear that any laxity in the compliance of the orders being passed today will lead to initiation of proceedings for the imposition of a penalty under the RTI Act.  The PIO is further directed to be present either personally or through the concerned APIO in the Court on the next date of  hearing, along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant.”

It is a matter of the utmost seriousness that despite the successive orders passed by the Court and particularly the orders passed on 7-12-2007, quoted above, no information has still been supplied to the complainant and the respondent or the APIO have again not appeared in the Court for today’s hearing.
In the above circumstances, I conclude that  on the face of it, it appears that the respondent is malafidely not giving the information to the complainant and has delayed giving the information to him without any reasonable cause. 








-----2-----


In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Sh. K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO, Office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  to show cause at 10 AM on 15-2-2008, 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 advised to give full and complete information to the complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-2-2008 for further orders.









Sd/---







   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008


A copy is forwarded to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Local Government Department, Chandigarh, for necessary action.

  






 (P.K.Verma)








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

Sh..Chaman Lal Goyal,

2123,  Sector 27/C,

Chandigarh.






_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

The Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Jails and Justice Br.,

Chandigarh.






______ Respondent 

CC No.  1843 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh...Chaman Lal Goyal, complainant  in person.


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

ORDER

Heard

The information desired by the complainant in this case relates to two categories of officials, the officers posted as Under Secretary, Deputy Secretary, Joint Secretary etc., and Assistants posted, in the  Home Department from 1993 to 2006. The respondent states that the list of officers who were posted during this period has been sent by the IAS Branch to the complainant and the list of Assistants has been sent to the Home Department by the General Administration Department and will be provided to the complainant within a day or two.  The complainant, however, states that from these lists it does not automatically emerge that the officials who are named therein were the same who were dealing with the establishment of the  Central Jail, Distt. Jails and Jails Training School and AIG, DIG(Prison), which is the precise information required by him.  I have today guided Sh. Gurmukh Singh, the assistant, who  has appeared before the Court on behalf of the respondent, in what manner this information can easily be compiled by him through the simple method of screening a single file of the Branch which has been running from 1992 onwards.  He has made a commitment that he will compile the information accordingly and give it  to the complainant within a week.

Disposed  of.







      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

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

Sh. Ajit Singh Randhawa,

# 303, Choti Baradari,

Part II, Jalandhar.


  
       ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.





_________ Respondent

CC No. 2151 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Ajit Singh Randhawa, complainant  in  person. 

ii)   Sh. Kesar Singh,Legal Asstt ,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard. 
The respondent submits that the Chairman, Punjab Public Service Commission, is away from Patiala, and the strong room in which the information  which has to be given to the complainant is stored, cannot be opened in  his absence.  He, therefore, requests for three weeks’ time to supply the information to the complainant.  The request is allowed and the respondent is directed to give the remaining information to the complainant, in accordance with the orders dated 28-12-2007 of the Court, by 25-1-2008.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   4 January, 2008

