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

Sh. Ajaib Singh  Maini,

H. No. 2075, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh




           ___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.  







 ----Respondent

CC No. 397 and 399   of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER



Both the Complainant and the Respondent are not present, from which it may be assumed that the orders of the Court dated 15.10.2008 have been complied with. 



Disposed of.   






  

  (P.K. Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November 7, 2008




                Punjab 

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

Dr. Rajni Verma,

D/o Sri  Dharam Pal Verma,

1288, Urban Estate,

Phase-I,

Jalandhar 



            


--------
Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar  







….. ----Respondent

CC No.   1821  of 2008

Present:
i)
Dr. Rajni Verma, complainant in person.
ii)
Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Advocate and Sh. Lakhbir    Singh, Asst. Registrar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 15-10-2008, the information described in the five items mentioned in the orders has been provided by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today.  The information has been checked and found to be correct by the complainant.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K. Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November 7, 2008




                Punjab 

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

Sh. Deepak Batra,

s/o Sh. R.D. Batra,

VPO   Pakhowal, Distt. Ludhiana.



___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Guru Angad Dev Veterinary and 

Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 387 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sri Deepak Saini on behalf of the appellant




ii)     
Sh. Anil Sabharwal, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard


The respondent claims that the information required by the appellant was sent to him by post on 5-11-2008.  The same has not yet been received by the appellant.  He may go through the information when he receives it,  and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information, on the next date of hearing.   A copy of the information sent to the appellant has been seen by the Court.  There are various anomalies which are noticeable.  Firstly, it consists of a letter dated 23-10-2008 which has been sent to the appellant asking him  to deposit the requisite fees of Rs. 3500/-,  which is in direct defiance of the Court’s orders dated 3-10-2008, in which it has been ruled that the information is required to be provided free of cost to the appellant. Secondly, exemption has been claimed from providing various items of information under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, whereas the representative of the respondent present before us states that all the details required by the appellant have been provided  to  him.  Thirdly,   the   information   which  has    been   shown  to  the   Court 
          …Contd. P/2

-2-

consists of the certificates and marksheets etc. of only two or three candidates whereas eight have been stated  by Sri Sabharwal to have been selected for the post of Store-Keeper.


In these circumstances, it would be necessary for the PIO-Dr. S.S. Sidhu, head of the Veterinary & Clinic Department to be present in the Court personally on the next date of hearing, alongwith a complete copy of the entire information asked by for the appellant. Rulings regarding the exemptions which have been claimed by the Respondent will be given by the Court on that date and information will be given to the appellant in the court itself in accordance with these rulings.



It is made clear that if these orders of the Court are not complied with, it would lead to the issuance of a notice for the imposition of the penalties prescribed in Section 20 of the RTI Act.



Adjourned to 10 AM on 28.11.2008 for further consideration and orders. 






  

  (P.K. Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November 7, 2008




                Punjab 
A copy is forwarded to Sri S.C. Aggarwal,  IAS, Financial Commissioner, Animal Husbandry    Department,    Punjab,       Chandigarh, for information and necessary action.

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

Sh. Chhaju Ram,

S/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

H. No. 151, Haji Rattan,

Bathinda.

 




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1901 of 2008

Present:
None.

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, from which it may be assumed that the orders of the Court dated 03.10.2008 have been complied with. In case, however, the complainant has not received the required information in compliance with these orders, and was also unable to attend today’s hearing for any reason, he may send a written communication to this effect to the Commission, and the case will be reopened. For the present, it  is disposed of.  






  

   (P.K. Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November 7, 2008




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

Sh. Swaran Singh,

Vill. Dhakor Khurd, Tehsil. Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1910 of 2008

Present:
i)   
  Sh. Swaran Singh, complainant in person
ii)     
   DSP Prithipal Singh, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant was sent by the respondent to him by post, in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 1-10-2008, but the envelope was  received back unopened and undelivered with the remarks that the addressee was not found at that address. Consequently, the required information was delivered to the complainant by hand in the Court today.  The information has been seen by him and found to be correct.


Disposed of. 






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  7, 2008




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

Sh. Deepak Kumar Jindal,

S/o Sh. Jugal Kishore Jindal,

#17250, Aggarwal Colony,

Bathinda.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 2071 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Deepak Kumar Jindal,  complainant  in  person.



ii)     
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has clarified that Diary No. 923 dated 11-5-2008 refers to the letter received from the complainant in the office of the Vice Chancellor dated 21-1-2008. A photostat copy of the letter which clearly shows  that this is the case  has been submitted to the Court and a copy has also been given to the complainant. The respondent states that there is no letter dated 16-5-2008 of the complainant in his records.  Both  letters of the complainant  dated 21-1-2008 and 19-5-2008 were dealt with together  vide   the notings a copy of which has already been provided to the complainant.

A copy of the proceedings of the committee meeting in which wood-work has discussed has also been provided to the complainant.

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  7, 2008




                Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB


  SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Vasudev,

S/o Late Sh. Bhima Ram,

R/o H. No. 1450, Sector 21,

Panchkula.

   




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Inspector General of Police (HQ),

Punjab Police (HQ), Sector 9,

Chandigarh. 

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2196 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Vasudev, complainant in person.




ii)     
DSP  Prithipal Singh, Crime Br.,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The record concerning the notings made in the office of the DGP with regard to his letters dated 18-2-2007 and 25-2-2007 has been shown to the complainant and a copy thereof has also been given to him.

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  7, 2008




                Punjab
