STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

# 617/1, Sector 41-B,

Chandigarh

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director,
Agriculture Department, Punjab,
Sector 34,

Chandigarh







         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 475 of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant 




ii)     
Sri  D.P. Mangla, Supdt, Agri., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent but he has not appeared in the Court.  Apparently, he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

Disposed of,






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Col. R.P.S. Brar,

1 Stadium Road,

Patiala- 147001,

Punjab

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,  
O/o, The  Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 2149 of 2008
Present:
.i)   
Col. R.P.S. Brar,  complainant in person




ii)     
Ashok Vij, Legal Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that he received the orders of the Court dated     24-10-2008 only yesterday and has made a commitment that the information required by the complainant will be supplied to him within seven days.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.  The hearing will be held in Court  Room No. 1, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C,Chandigarh.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

s/o Late Col. Mohinder Singh,

H. No. 265, Sector 33-A,

Chandigarh – 160020 

 




   
    …………………Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, GMADA, 

PUDA Bhawan,

Phase VIII, Mohali.

 





         ………………Respondent
AC No. 429 and 430 of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant 




ii)
Sri Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 23-10-2008, the required information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide his letters dated 3-11-2008 in both AC / 429 and 430/ 2008.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarjinder Singh,

H. No. 496/3, Mohalla Sikhanwala 




   
    Chhatti Gali, PATTI,

Distt Tarntaran



                   …………………Complainant

Vs.

Ms. Indu Misra,PCS,    (By Regd. Post)
Additional Secretary to Government,Punjab-cum-

Public Information Officer,

 Secondary Education Department,

Mini Sectt., Sector 9, 

Chandigarh. 





         ………………Respondent
A.C. No. 301 of 2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. Tarjinder Singh, complainant in person.




ii) None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the complainant dated 19-4-2008 has asked for the following information:-
1. The Rules in accordance with which the seniority of male lecturers of the Department is finalized.
2. The dates of appointment and seniority No. of  those male lecturers of the Department, who were promoted as Principals after 1990.


Notice for the hearing in this case was initially issued to the CEO, Jalandhar, to whom the application for information had been addressed. The case was heard on 18-9-2008.  The Supdt. of the office of CEO, Jalandhar, appeared in the Court and made a submission that the information asked for by the complainant concerns gazetted employees of the Department and has therefore to be provided by the PIO / Secretary to Government, Punjab, Secondary Education Department, Chandigarh.  A copy of the application was therefore sent to the office of the  Secretary to Government, Punjab, Secondary Education Department,  Chandigarh  for  supplying the information to the complainant.












In response, a copy of the letter sent by the office of Secretary, Secondary Education, to the PIO/DPI (Secondary Education) ,Punjab , has been received  in the Commission, in which the application has been transferred to the PIO of that office.


In the meanwhile, no information has been received by the complainant although he had made his application as far back as 19-4-2008.  The complainant has also brought to the notice of the Court the appeal which he has made on 27-5-2008 to the Secretary, Government of Punjab, to the effect that he had not yet received any information in response to his application dated 19-4-2008.  Since the lecturers and Principals in the Department of Education are undoubtedly gazetted employees, the view taken by the  Secretary to Government, Punjab, Secondary Education Department,  in transferring the application to the DPI(Secondary)  is on the face of it, an evasive measure .  Moreover, neither the PIO nor the concerned APIO is present in the Court to explain in what manner the application is to be dealt with by the DPI (Secondary), when the subject matter concerns gazetted employees.

From the above, I conclude that prima facie the information required by the applicant is not being given to him without any reasonable cause. Notice is hereby given to  Ms. Indu Misra, PCS, Additional Secretary to Government,Punjab-cum-PIO, Secondary Education Department,  Mini Sectt,Secor 9,  Chandigarh, to show cause at 10 AM on  4-12-2008, 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  orders of the Court dated 18-9-2008 with which the application for information of the complainant was sent to her, should not be imposed upon her  u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meanwhile, the PIO is strongly advised to send the information required by the complainant to him well before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 4-12-2008 for further  consideration and orders.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sat Pal.

s/o  Sri Kishore Chand,

Near Asia Model School, Dashmesh Nagri,

Jalalabad (West)
Distt Ferozepur.



   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, SSP,

Ferozepur

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 2293  of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.




Ii)
SI  Om Parkash,  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that there is no objection to providing the information asked for by the complainant and it will be supplied to him as soon as the file on the subject which has been sent to the  DA/Legal, Ferozepur is received back. The respondent has been directed to obtain the file from the office of the DA/Legal for a day and send an attested copy of the information required by the complainant  to him and return the file to the DA/ Legal.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-11-2008,  for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sanjeev  Kumar Kundlas

Vill Billanwali Labana,P.O. Baddi

 Nalagarh, Distt. Solan-173205
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o,.Senior Supdt.,of  Police,

Khanna 

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No.  2280  of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.




ii)
DSP  Raminder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a written report to the Commission that the information required  by the complainant has been supplied to him on 4-11-2008. The complainant on the other hand has sent a Fax message to the Commission, which was received after the hearing of the case was over, to the following effect:-
· That today i.e. 06-11-2008 the complainant cannot attend the Hon’ble Court of SIC due to some unavoidable circumstances and the same be adjourned to some other date.

· That till date complete/detailed information is not provided to the complainant.

· That  part of information which was provided by the respondent after more than 45 days and  the same is not readable even the complainant has mentioned the same on the receipt of information taken by the concerned police officer.

· That in case your goodself is not satisfied from my above mentioned submission you are requested to give me a fair chance to submit my oral and documentary submission (if required) and to grant adequate time to the complainant to submit his submissions on the information(after the receipt of the pending information) before disposing off the case in the interest of natural justice and as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005









…..p2/-

---2---

In view of the above, the PIO is directed to carefully reexamine the application for information of the complainant in order to ensure that complete information has been provided to him, and the information already provided should be retyped and sent to the complainant afresh in a legible form.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Diwan Chand Sammi,

s/o Sri Krishan Lal,

3464, W.No. 8,

Mohalla Harlalpura

Near Munimi School,

Sirhind

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Distt Excise & Taxation Commissioner.
Fatehgarh Sahib

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 2274  of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.




ii) Sri   Umesh  Bhandari, Excise and Taxation Officer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that   the information required by the complainant has been sent to him except for the following:-
1. A copy of the decision of the Sales Tax Tribunal, mentioned in point no.1 of the application of the complainant.

2. Information about the action, which is pending and remains to be   taken for the recovery of the amount due from the complainant to the Department. 
The respondent is directed to the supply the remaining information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,
C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Election Commission, 

SCO 54-55, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh. 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 2250  of 2008
Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant.




ii)     
Sri Avtar Singh, Asstt. Controller, Finance and Accounts, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has made a written submission, sent by Fax, to the effect that he has not received any information from the PIO office of the State Election Commission, Punjab,  and has only received 13 unattested pages  from the office of the SDM, Sangrur ( Returning Officer).  He has further sought issuance of directions to the PIO/State Election Commission for providing information about the action taken by the State Election Commission on his representation dated 20-6-2008.

The respondent states that the afore mentioned representation of the complainant was not dealt with in the office of the State Election Commission and was forwarded to the  Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur for being dealt with in his office and the office of the Returning Officer.  He has also submitted that no orders, instructions or decision  of any kind has been issued by the office of the State Election Commission  on the representation dated 20-6-2008. Therefore, the information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 3-7-2008 is “nil” insofar as the office of the State Election Commission is concerned.

In the above circumstances, the only action which remains to be taken on the application for information of the complainant is for the SDM, Sangrur to send 
---2---

a fresh set of 13 pages of information to the complainant, after duly attesting the same.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance. 







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Pawan  Kumar,
S/o  Sri Mohinder Nath,

Qr. No. 247, Police Lines,

Jalandhar

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Punjab Police Housing Corporation,
 SCO  171-172

Sector 8-C,

Chandigarth





         ………………Respondent
A.C. No.   478  of 2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. Pawan  Kumar, complainant in person.




ii)     
Sri  Varun Katyal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him in full by the respondent and the complainant states that no further information remains to be supplied to him.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohan Lal,
2017,  Sector 45.

Chandigarh

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Transport Department,

Chandigarh. 

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No.   1347  of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant 




ii)     
Sri Surmukh  Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 3-11-2008.

Disposed  of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  6, 2008




                Punjab
