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

Sh. Gurjail Singh,

Vill. Bahmna, 

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Patiala.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 866   of 2008

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

ii)   
 Sh. Gulzar  Singh,Asstt .Registrar, Coop. Samana,
on behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER
Heard.
The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been sent to him, but the complainant denies having received the same.  The respondent has been unable to submit a copy of the information which has been sent but has verbally informed the Court that the allegations leveled against Sh. Kashmir Singh, President, Samana Coop. Marketing Society by the complainant in his representation dated 10-9-2007, were inquired into and were found to be without any basis.

The respondent has been directed to send a copy of the information to the Commission by post, for onward transmission to the complainant.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Gurjail Singh,

Vill. Bahmna, 

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Patiala.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 865   of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sri  Gurjail Singh, complainant in person.

ii)   
Sri  Gulzar  Singh, Asstt .Registrar.Coop. Samana,on behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER
Heard.

The respondent  has informed  the Court that in response to the application for information of the complainant, he was informed by the Samana Coop. Marketing Society that  they have passed a resolution to the effect that action will not  be taken against Sri Jaswinder Singh son of Sri Jagdev Singh till such time as there is a case pending in the matter in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Jagroop Singh,

Vill. Ghaga, Ward No. 2,

Tehsil Pattran, Distt. Patiala.


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Patiala.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 869   of 2008

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

ii)   
Sh. Gulzar Singh, Asstt .Registrar, Coop. Samana,on behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 5-6-2008.  A copy thereof has been handed over to the complainant in the Court today.

Disposed of.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

Kothi. No. 8E,

New Lal Bagh,

Opp. Polo Ground, Patiala.


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 873   of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the  complainant 



ii)   
 Sh.  Hans  Raj,  Sr.  Assistant,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has prepared the information which the complainant has asked vide his applications dated 20-3-2008 and 29-3-2008. A letter was sent to the complainant on 25-4-2008 informing him that he can collect the information from the office of the respondent on any working day but, since the complainant did not do this, a letter has been prepared for sending the information by post, which will be signed and dispatched today itself.  The complainant has requested for an adjournment due to a personal bereavement. The case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 11-7-2008.  In the meanwhile, the complainant may go through the information which he will receive from the respondent and if there is  any deficiency, he should  intimate the same to the respondent through a letter, so that necessary clarifications can be brought by him to the Court on the next date of  hearing.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Ms. Pooja,

H.No. 67, Bank Street, Doraha,

Distt. Ludhiana.



  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 920   of 2008

Present:
i)    
None  on  behalf of the complainant..



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

Heard.

The respondent states that no complaint  dated 5-11-2007 from the complainant against Sri Sunil  Chopra and others, was received in the office of the SSP, Patiala and therefore, no information can be provided to the complainant regarding this complaint.  The respondent has further submitted that a complaint from Sri Sunil Chopra against Ms. Pooja was received in his office, which was inquired into but was found to be false.  Copies of the inquiry report regarding the complaint of Sri Chopra and other connected documents have been submitted by the respondent to the Court and these may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.

The respondent has further given the information to the Court, although it does not pertain to his office, that  a complaint from Ms.Pooja against Sh. Sunil Chopra was received in the office of the SSP, Khanna which was inquired into and having been found to be correct, an FIR has been registered against Sh Sunil Chopra in Police Station,  Tripari, Distt. Patiala.


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








               (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Madan Lal Verma,

H.No. 168/1, Sector 46-A,

Chandigarh.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 912   of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh.. Madan Lal Verma, complainant in person.



ii)   
 Inspector Parminder  Singh, and Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Sr. 



 Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the complainant was informed vide their letter dated 27-3-2008 that the IPO for Rs. 10/- sent by him with his application has not been correctly addressed and guided him in what manner the application fees should be paid. Regretfully, this letter was not received by the complainant and hence, this complaint before the Commission.

Nevertheless, the information required by the complainant has been obtained from the respondent by the Court, since this matter has already been delayed and the pension of a retired employee is at stake.  The respondent states that the inquiry  PE No. 9/97 has been completed way back in 1998 and the report was sent to the Secretary, Vigilance Department, who further sent it to the Secretary, Health, Punjab Government, for comments, which have not yet been received.  A copy of the letter asking for comments of the Heath Department has been handed over to the complainant, who can now follow up the matter with the Secretary, Health Department, through a fresh application under the RTI Act, if he so desires. The complainant has further brought to the notice of the Court the instructions of the Government which state that the pension of a retired employee cannot be held up merely because an inquiry is pending, until the employee has been charge sheeted or challaned in a court of law.  The complainant states that he has neither been challaned nor charge 
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sheeted and therefore, the Vigilance Department cannot withhold his pension clearance certificate, in the absence of which the Accountant General, Punjab will not release his pension.  He has been informed, however, that this Court cannot go into the merits of the action taken by the Vigilance Department, and  if he has any doubt about the same, he may make a fresh application under the RTI Act, to the Secretary, Department of Vigilance,  Punjab,   if he so desires.


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








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Ms. Surinder Kaur,

VPO- Sur Singh, Tehsil Patti,

Distt. Amritsar.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Distt. Tarn- Taran, Punjab.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 851   of 2008

Present:
i)    
None  on  behalf of the  complainant 



ii)   
S.I.. Jarnail  Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to her by the respondent on 15-5-2008.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Vill. Goslan, PO- Sihon Majra,

Distt. Ropar.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Ropar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 856   of 2008

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



ii)   
Sh, Manjit Singh Hira, Asstt. Registrar,Coop.Deptt. Ropar. 


.
ORDER

Heard.

The objection of the respondent that  form ‘A’ has not been correctly filled up by the complainant is overruled, since the information required by the complainant has been described in sufficient detail by him in his application.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is available and  can be given to him and the complainant has been informed that he can deposit the required fees and should collect the same.  Since, however a period of more than 30 days has passed since the receipt of the complainant’s application, no fees is now chargeable under the RTI Act, and therefore, the respondent is directed to send the required information to the complainant by post, free of cost,  within seven days from today.


Disposed  of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Vill. Goslan, PO- Sihon Majra,

Distt. Ropar.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Ropar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 857   of 2008

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



ii)   
Sh, Manjit Singh Hira, Asstt. Registrar,Coop.Deptt. Ropar. 


.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has raised a valid objection to the application for information of the complainant, which is that the special audit report which he requires is not  prepared by his office but by the office of the Distt. Audit Officer of the Department of Cooperation.  Nevertheless, since  the audit report required  by the complainant is available with the respondent, he has been asked to send a copy of the special audit report, which was prepared on 29-3-2004 against the complainant,  to him,  and he  has agreed to do this.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Vill. Goslan, PO- Sihon Majra,

Distt. Ropar.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Ropar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 858   of 2008

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



ii)   
 Sh, Manjit Singh Hira, Asstt. Registrar,Coop.Deptt. Ropar. 

ORDER

Heard.

 The respondent has informed the complainant that  there is no report of Sri Bharpur Singh, Inspector, Coop. Societies, which he has made in respect of the members of Dulchi Majra CASS,  for  the months of January and February,2004 in the record of his office and, therefore, the information required by the complainant cannot be given to him.  However, there are reports in respect of Members of the Society pertaining to January-February, 2004 from an Inspector other than Sri  Bharpur Singh,  and a copy of the same has been given to the complainant.

In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Baljit Singh,

s/o Sh. Shangara Singh,

H. No. 262, Mohalla Guru Nanak Nagar,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.



  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commandant, 

Police Recruits Training Centre, Jahankhelan,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 862   of 2008

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



ii)   
 DSP. Sh Harish Chander 
Police Recruits Training Centre, 



Jahankhelan,

.
ORDER
Heard.

The respondent in this case informed the complainant in response to his application dated 7-3-2008 that the information which he requires runs into  210 pages. Thereafter, the complainant revised and reduced his requirement to two pieces of information, which has been handed over to him 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   13th  June,  2008

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

Mr.    U.K.Sharda,

Resurgence India,

903 Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines,Ludhiana





--------------Complainant

Vs.     

Public Information Officer, 

O/oIndian Red Cross Society,

C/o D.C.  Mukatsar





_________ Respondent

CC No. 501     of 2008

Present:
i)
  None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)
  Sh. Dharam Pal, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


This is a second opportunity which was given to the complainant to appear before the Court but he has not done so and ,therefore, the Court is proceeding to take a decision  on his complaint in his absence.

Following the orders of the Court dated 16-5-2008, the respondent has made an estimate of the number of pages which would be required to be photostatted in order to give the required information to the complainant and has written to him to make an advance deposit (adjustable at the time the information is provided) so that the information can be prepared.  The respondent submits that no deposit has been made by the complainant till now.  This case accordingly is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to  prepare the information and give it to  the complainant as and when he makes the required advance  deposit in the office of the respondent.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Mr. U.K.Sharda,

Resurgence India,

903 Chandwer Nagar,

Civil Lines,Ludhiana






  ---Complainant

Vs.     

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Indian Red Cross Society,

C/o D.C. Hoshiarpur





__ Respondent

CC No.  502    of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER


This is a second opportunity which was given to the complainant to appear before the Court but he has not done so and, therefore, the Court is proceeding to take a decision  on his complaint in his absence.

The respondent in this case sent an intimation to the complainant within 30 days of the receipt of the application for information, that he should make adjustable deposit of Rs. 10,000/- since the number of pages required to be photostatted in order to provide the required information is more than 4500 , but no deposit was made by the complainant and instead, he  has made the present complaint before the Commission.  The respondent has made various submissions opposing the objections raised by the complainant against being asked to make an advance deposit, which are the same as have been considered and upheld by this Court in its orders dated  22-6-2007     in  CC No. 404 of 2007.      The present case is also disposed of in terms of that order in which identical objections to making an advance deposit have been rejected by the Court.  A copy of the afore mentioned orders dated  22-6-2007    is appended with these orders.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Mr.   U.K.Sharda,

Resurgence India,

903 ,   Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines,  

Ludhiana






  ---Complainant

Vs.     

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Indian Red Cross Society,

C/o D.C.,   Mohali





____ Respondent

C No.  503    of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER


This is a second opportunity which was given to the complainant to appear before the Court but he has not done so and ,therefore, the Court is proceeding to take a decision  on his complaint in his absence.


The application for information in this case was made on 17-1-2008 and since a period of more than 30 days has lapsed, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to provide the required information to the complainant free of cost.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Charanjit  Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana  Road,  Bhatinda.




  ---Complainant

Vs.     

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Transport Department,

Chandigarh





_________ Respondent

CC No.  557    of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER


The information required by the complainant was ordered to be sent to him through registered post when the case was last heard on 16-5-2008. Thereafter, the case was adjourned to 13-6-2008 to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies if any, in the information being sent to him.  The complainant is not present. Apparently, there was no deficiency in the information sent to him.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   13th  June,  2008

