PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Resurgence India (Regd.),

B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001, Punjab.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

The State Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary, 

Department of Local Government,
Room No.10, 8th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 4 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person & Sh. Harbhajan Lal, Superintendent, Department of Local Government, Punjab & Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat, Assistant, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent. 
It appears that the respondent, Department of Local Government is not taking the matter with due seriousness. Officials appearing on behalf of the respondent are unable to represent the position of the department. It is not possible to consider the complaint in the absence of appropriately authorized representation on behalf of the respondent. The Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government, Punjab is directed to ensure that the department should be suitably represented on the fixed date of hearing. 
To come up on 15.6.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 ------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer O/o
The Principal Secretary,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Government of Punjab, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

(3rd Floor), Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

AC No. 10 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, appellant in person & none is present on behalf of the respondent.

The failure of the Public Information Officer O/o the Secretary, Department of Home Affairs & Justice to respond to the notice is a serious matter. The Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs & Justice is advised to ensure that the Public Information Officer of his department is personally present before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 

To come up on 15th June, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both 
the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer O/o
The Principal Secretary,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Government of Punjab, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

(3rd Floor), Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 138 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, complainant in person & none is present on behalf of the respondent.

The subject matter of this complaint is the same as that of AC 11 of 2006. 
AC 11 of 2006 was also fixed for hearing for today that is 12.5.2006 and has been adjourned to 15.6.2006. This complaint, therefore, is also adjourned to 15.6.2006.
To come up on 15ts June, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both 
the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,
Resurgence India, B-34/903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.
 ------------------------------------------Appellant
 Vs. 

State Public Information Officer O/o
The Principal Secretary,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Government of Punjab, Mini Secretariat Punjab,
(3rd Floor), Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

AC No. 11 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, appellant in person & none is present on behalf of the respondent.

The failure of the Public Information Officer, Office of the Secretary, Department of Home Affairs & Justice to respond to the notice is a serious matter. The Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs & Justice is advised to ensure that the Public Information Officer of his department is personally present before the Commission on the next date of hearing. 
To come up on 15th June, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both 
the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

M/s Victor Engineering Works,

(Victor Engineering. Printing Press),

Gita Bhawan Market, New Colony,

Gurgaon 122 001.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o

The Chief Secretary,
Government of Punjab, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 20 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. Tara Chand Jain, on behalf of M/s Victor Engineering Works, Gurgaon. None is present on behalf of the respondent.
The complainant states that he had applied to the respondent and also to the Chief Minister for information. Not receiving any response, he had complained on 21.12.2005 to the State Information Commission, Punjab. However, the complaint (titled as appeal) which was received in the office of the State Information Commission is dated 30.1.2006. The complainant has also today placed on record a copy of the letter dated 2.12.2004 written by him to the Chief Minister, Punjab & the Chief Secretary to the Government of the Punjab. Since nobody is present on the behalf of the respondent, it is deemed appropriate that another opportunity be given to the respondent to make appearance before the Commission. 
To come up for hearing on 1.8.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Devinder Singh Sohal,
#2287, Phase – 10,

Mohali.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,
Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 13 of 2005

ORDER
None is present on behalf of the complainant. Present Sh. M.M.Chadha, Assistant Public Information Officer on behalf of the respondent.
This is in fact the second occasion when the complainant has failed to make an appearance. On the last date of hearing that is  27th March, 2006, the complainant had requested through his brother Sh. Gurvinder Singh that the case be adjourned. This was done at his request. Since the complainant has failed to turn up, it is presumed that either he is satisfied with the information already supplied to him or that he is not interested in pursuing the matter further.

In the circumstances no useful purpose will be served by continuing further with the matter.
The case is accordingly closed. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.

 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o

Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 38 of 2006

ORDER
Present Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli, complainant & Sh. Jagbir Singh, Superintendent, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
The complainant had been directed by the Commission on 24.4.2006 to supply the information within 10 days. The complainant alleges that the information as directed has not been given.  The respondent on the other hand states that he has been unable to locate the information in the office.
This is a serious matter, in which efforts do not even seem to have been made by the respondent to supply the information. The respondent is directed to supply the information within the next 10 days positively failing which he shall show cause why he should not be proceeded against under section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for deliberately denying information. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 22nd June, 2006 at 
10.00 A.M. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Rajinder Kaur Dhadda,
Nursing Superintendent,

General Hospital, Sector 16,

Chandigarh.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o
Principal Secretary,

Department of Health & Family Welfare, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 130 of 2006

ORDER


Present Sh. Jaswinder Singh on behalf of the complainant & 
Sh. Lal Singh, Superintendent Health on behalf of the respondent.


The complainant had applied on 8.11.2005 for information regarding benefits given to the Nursing Staff residing in the Nurses’ Hostels/Homes allotted to the Institutions/Hospitals. Receiving no response, a complaint was made on 28.4.2006. The representative of the respondent states before me that the information in question is to be obtained from the General Hospital, Sector 16, Chandigarh & that he has written to the concerned authority. Appropriate efforts, however, do not seem to have been made by the respondent to procure the information from the concerned authorities. According to the Act, the PIO is to obtain the information from whichever sources and then give it to the person demanding it. The respondent is given another opportunity to supply the information in question. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance of this order on 3rd July, 2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarlok Singh Chhabra,
H.No.889, Sector 60,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

.
Public Information Officer / Asstt. Estates Officer,

Punjab Urban & Development Authority (PUDA),

SAS Nagar, (Mohali).

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 27 of 2006

ORDER


None is present on behalf of the complainant. Present Sh. Gurbax Singh, Assistant Estate Officer on behalf of the respondent.


Sh. Tarlok Singh Chhabra, has vide his letter dated 8.5.2006 submitted that he is unable to be present before the Commission today that is 12.5.2006 and has requested that a fresh date be given. 
In view of this plea, the matter is adjourned to 24.7.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ranbir Singh Saini,

525, Shivalik Avenue (1-B),
Naya Nangal,

Distt. Ropar (Pb.) 140 126.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o

Punjab Urban & Development Authority (PUDA),
Mohali.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 42 of 2006

ORDER


Present Sh. Ranbir Singh Saini, complainant in person & Sh. Gurbax Singh, Assistant Estate Officer on behalf of PIO, PUDA.


In his original application dated 29.12.2005, the complainant had requested for information from PUDA regarding certain matters concerning the draw of lots carried out by PUDA for allotment of plots in the year 1979. The complainant states that the information received from PUDA is completely meaningless and evasive and that is why he filed a complaint before the Commission on 22.2.2006. On 8.3.2006, the Commission sought the response of the PIO, PUDA. The complainant reiterates before me that the information demanded by him has still not been given. The respondent assures me today that the information demanded by the complainant will be delivered to him. For this purpose, the respondent offers to allow the inspection of the relevant record, and also to supply copies of the relevant portions as demanded by the applicant.

It is decided that the complainant will be free to inspect the relevant record in PUDA office on any day within the next 10 days. He will meet the representative of PUDA Sh. Gurbax Singh in his office at Mohali for this purpose. 
-2-

The complainant would be required to deposit the necessary fees for application and copies as per the Rules. 

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 13th July, 2006 at 
10.00 A.M. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Om Parkash Monga,
Street No. 6, Nagpal Nagar,

Malout, Distt. Muktsar.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o

Director,
Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

Sector 17, near Jagat Theatre,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 39 of 2006

ORDER


Dr. Om Parkash Monga, complainant in person and Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Legal Assistant on behalf of PIO, Department of Animal Husbandry, Punjab.


The complainant claims that he had made an application for information regarding reasons for withdrawal of selection grade which had been given to him earlier. The PIO of the department of Animal Husbandry did not respond to his request. He had, therefore, made a complaint on 21.2.2006 before the Commission. On 24.2.2006, the Commission had sought the response of the respondent. The representative of the respondent submits that the Director of Animal Husbandry had written to the Administrative Department that is Principal Secretary, Animal Husbandry for obtaining the information, which was in the custody of the Government.  It is clear that the information demanded by the complainant has not been supplied him so far.


According to the Right to Information Act, 2005 when an application is made before the Public Information Officer, he has to supply the information whether it is from the record in his custody or is to be obtained from any other office. In the instant case, if as claimed by the respondent, the information is in the custody of the Secretary, Animal Husbandry, it is for the respondent, that is Director, Animal Husbandry to obtain the same from his superior’s office. The complainant is not to be denied the information. 
-2-
I observe that the respondent Director, Animal Husbandry, Punjab has deputed a junior official that is a Senior Assistant to represent him. A person of this level is not in a position to make any contribution in the hearing.


In the circumstances, it is directed:-
i) That the Director, Animal Husbandry would personally ensure that the information demanded by the complainant is obtained from whichever office it is available. 

ii) That the information demanded will be supplied to the complainant in the form demanded.
iii) In case fees are due to be paid, the complainant may deposit as the same in the office of the Director, Animal Husbandry.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 3rd July, 2006. In case the respondent does not supply the information by that day he himself that is Director, Animal Husbandry should be present before the Commission on that day that is 
3rd July, 2006.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




    Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Shabnam Virk,
W/o Sh. S.S.Virk,

H.No.2661-C, Sector -70,

Mohali.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o

Estate Officer,
Punjab Urban Development Authority (PUDA),

Mohali.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 140 of 2006

ORDER


Present Mr. S.S.Virk, Advocate on behalf of the complainant and 
Sh. Gurbax Singh on behalf of PIO, PUDA.


On 28th March, 2006, the complainant had applied for information from PUDA regarding certain orders by PUDA concerning the fixing of the amount of monthly instalments etc. pertaining to allotment of a house.


The complainant states that a vague reply, which she has appended in this case,  was received from PUDA. The information demanded was on three counts. It is, however, not necessary to go into the details of the information sought. It would suffice to direct the respondent to supply the information on all the three counts as demanded by the complainant. The complainant is prepared to pay the necessary fees prescribed by the Rules. The complainant pleads that the information demanded is readily available on the file which he has already inspected. The complainant further pleads that this information be supplied to him within the next two days as he required it in a related matter before the Punjab State Consumer Commission on 16th May, 2006. Normally, if the order of the PIO is to be considered as denial of information, this matter should be settled in appeal before the next higher authority that is appellate authority. 
In the instant case, however, since the complainant contends that the information is readily available on file and he has seen it, it would be convenient and appropriate that 
-2-

he is given the information immediately. Information be given in the form demanded by the complainant.



The respondent is directed to supply the information to the complainant on the next working day that is 15th May, 2006. 
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




    Punjab State Information Commission

PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ramesh Talwar,
678-680, Navrang, Bagh Jhanda Singh,

Amritsar.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o

Senior Superintendent of Police,
Amritsar.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 32 of 2006

ORDER


Present Sh. Ramesh Talwar, Complainant in person & 
Sh. S.S.Srivastava, Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar in person.



The presence of the respondent Sh. S.S.Srivastava, Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar was necessitated by the fact that his office had refused to accept the notice of hearing sent by the Commission.


The respondent states before me today that he is prepared to supply the information demanded by the complainant immediately. He states that this information will be supplied after due payment of fees as prescribed is made by the complainant.


The complainant on the other hand alleges that the police is deliberately evading the supply of information. He states that his request having been delayed for many months, no fee is to be paid according to the RTI Act.  The complainant also alleges that he is being harassed by the local police for having raked up an issue which is embarrassing to the police.


I do not go into the allegations of malafides and harassment. I confine myself to the demand for information.


In the above context, since there has been a delay in supply of information to the satisfaction of the complainant, the payment of fees is waived. The respondent is prepared to supply the information by post or by hand. The respondent states that the complainant can visit his office on any day for the above purpose.  It is directed that the 
-2-

complainant will visit the office of the SSP, Amritsar within the next week that is by 
the 19th May, 2006. The respondent would supply to him all the information as demanded. The respondent would also permit the complainant to inspect the record, if necessary. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 3rd July, 2006 at 10.00 A.M. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




    Punjab State Information Commission

PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ajay Kumar,
S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

Maur Mandi,

Distt. Bathinda.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o
Executive Engineer,
Punjab State Electricity Board,

Maur Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 56 of 2006

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the complainant. Sh. Hardeep Singh Sidhu, Assistant Executive Engineer on behalf of the respondent.


The facts are that on 23.1.2006, the complainant had sought information regarding the Rules followed by Punjab State Electricity Board in checking electrical installations. Receiving no response he had made a complaint on 8.3.2006. The Commission had sought the response of the PSEB on 17.3.2006. The representative of PSEB has informed the Commission that the requisite information has since been given. The complainant not being present, leads to the assumption that he is satisfied with the information given to him.


The case is accordingly closed.
Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




   Punjab State Information Commission

 PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Harbhajan Kaur,

Ex-Lecturer, Govt. College for Girls,

Patiala.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Principal-cum-Public Information Officer

Govt. College for Girls,
Patiala.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No. 88 of 2006
ORDER



Present Mrs. Harbhajan Kaur, Complainant in person & 
Mrs. Gursharan Kaur, Principal, Govt. College for Girls, Patiala in person.


The complainant states before me that entire information demanded by her has not been supplied. The respondent insists that all information demanded has been supplied. This matter should strictly be settled by the Appellate Authority. At the time of refusing information, the concerned PIO is required under the RTI Act, 2005 to inform the applicant about the name and designation of the Appellate Authority. In the instant case there is dispute as to whether information has actually been supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant. It should, therefore, be determined by the Appellate Authority, whether the information demanded by the complainant has been supplied by the respondent.


The respondent is not clear as to who the appellate authority is. It is, therefore, directed that the respondent shall apprise the complainant the name and designation of the Appellate Authority within a week. The complainant can approach the Appellate Authority for redressal of her grievance. 
Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




    Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vasu Dev,

H.No.1450, Sector 21,

Panchkula.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o
Director, Prosecution & Litigation, Punjab,
SCO 194-195, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No.20 of 2005
ORDER



Present Sh. Vasu Dev, Complainant in person & Sh. Vijay Singla, Assistant District Attorney on behalf of Director, Prosecution & Litigation, Punjab.


The complainant states before me today that the respondent has given in writing that he is prepared to supply the information demanded, provided that the complainant deposits the requisite fee of Rs.114/-. The respondent assures before me that the information demanded will be supplied to the complainant. The complainant pleads that he should be allowed to inspect that part of the file on which specific legal opinion has been given by the Director, Prosecution and Litigation. The representative of the respondent states that he is prepared to allow the complainant to inspect the file in question and if there is any part of the file that he wishes to obtain, a copy of the same would be delivered to him. The inspection of the file and delivery of any copies based on the record in the file is also subject to the payment of prescribed fee.




To come up for confirmation of compliance on 
15th June, 2006 at 10.00 A.M. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




    Punjab State Information Commission
PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. B.K.Goel,

H.No.82, Ashok Nagar,

P.O. Mahesh Nagar,
Ambala Cantt – 133001.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o
Civil Surgeon,
Ropar.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No.3 of 2006



Present Sh. B.K.Goel, Complainant in person & Sh. H.N.Sharma, Assistant Public Information Officer on behalf of the respondent.


The representative of the respondent seeks time for production of the relevant record as directed vide my earlier order dated 27th March, 2006 and states that he would produce the requisite record on Monday that is 15th May, 2006. 


To come up on 15th May, 2006 at 11.00 A.M. 
Chandigarh



    
   

 Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 12.05.2006




    Punjab State Information Commission

PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. B.K.Goel,

H.No.82, Ashok Nagar,

P.O. Mahesh Nagar,

Ambala Cantt – 133001.
 ------------------------------------------Complainant 
 Vs. 

Public Information Officer O/o
Civil Surgeon,

Ropar.

 ------------------------------------------ Respondent

CC No.3 of 2006



Present Sh. B.K.Goel, Complainant in person & Dr. A.P.Chaudhry, Public Information Officer/Assistant Civil Surgeon, Ropar on behalf of the respondent.



Today, the complainant has given in writing that he does not wish to pursue this complaint  further as the information demanded by him has been supplied by the respondent.



In view of the statement filed by the complainant in writing on 15.5.2006, this complaint is rendered infructuous and is disposed of as such.
Chandigarh



    
   

Chief Information Commissioner

Dated: 15.05.2006




  Punjab State Information Commission

