STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,  Ist Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kheta Ram,

Vill. Chriwala Dhanna,

Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepur.


  
    ____ Complainant

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001




__________ Respondent
CC No.266 of 2008

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno-typist, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Despite the issue of orders of the Court dated 16-10-2008 that arguments will be heard on 20-11-2008 on the issue whether Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda, is a public authority or not, the respondent has not appeared in the Court and has sent a steno-typist, Sri Balvinder Ram as his representative, who obviously has no idea of the issue involved.  There is no option but to adjourn the case for this purpose and this case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 4-12-2008 for arguments on the point whether the respondent is a public authority as defined in the RTI Act.  It is made clear that if the respondent is  not present with his arguments on the next date of hearing, there would be no alternative before the Court but to take a decision exparte.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




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

Sh. R.S. Arora,

B-34/10863, New Patel Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana-141001.



  
     ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001


              __________ Respondent

CC No.372 of 2008

Present:
i)None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno-typist, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Despite the issue of orders of the Court dated 16-10-2008 that arguments will be heard on 20-11-2008 on the issue whether Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda, is a public authority or not, the respondent has not appeared in the Court and has sent a steno-typist, Sri Balvinder Ram as his representative, who obviously has no idea of the issue involved.  There is no option but to adjourn the case for this purpose and this case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 4-12-2008 for arguments on the point whether the respondent is a public authority as defined in the RTI Act.  It is made clear that if the respondent is  not present with his arguments on the next date of hearing, there would be no alternative before the Court but to take a decision exparte.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




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

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.
  
   
__________ Complainant

  Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Shrimani Gurdwara Prabandhak Committee,

Samundri Hall, Amritsar.                  

  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1446   of 2008

Present:
i) S. Nachhattar Singh, S/o  the  complainant 

ii)Sri  Ajaib Singh, Advocate, and S.Mukhtiar Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard
The complainant states that there are two deficiencies in the information which has been received by him,  as follows:-

1.   Receipts which have been issued from 7-7-2007 to 21-5-2008  for    
funds received for any reason,  have not been supplied to him.

2.
The Railway/Bus tickets related to the claims of TA/DA have not 
been supplied to him.
The respondent has made a commitment that the remaining information / response to the above mentioned points will be given to the complainant within 10 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 4-12-2008 for confirmation of  compliance.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,  Ist Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vivek,

Lecturer,

Deptt. Of Mech. Engineering,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001. 



     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Dr. Daler Singh.







Registrar-cum-Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.




____________ Respondent

CC No.20 of 2008

Present:
i) Sri Lalit Mohan, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno-typist, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Despite the issue of orders of the Court dated 16-10-2008 that arguments will be heard on 20-11-2009 on the issue whether Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda, is a public authority or not, the respondent has not appeared in the Court and has sent a steno-typist, Sri Balvinder Ram as his representative, who obviously has no idea of the issue involved.  There is no option but to adjourn the case for this purpose and this case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 4-12-2008 for arguments on the point whether the respondent is a public authority as defined in the RTI Act.  It is made clear that if the respondent is  not present with his arguments on the next date of hearing, there would be no alternative before the Court but to take a decision exparte.

The complainant has come prepared with written arguments, a copy of which has been handed over to the representative of the respondent for his information.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




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

Mrs. Kamlesh,

W/o S. Amarjeet Singh Amar,

H.No. 78/8, Near police Division No. 4,

Lahori Gate, Patiala.
  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board,

SCO 149-52, Sec- 17,

Chandigarh.                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1603   of 2008

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant.

ii)
 Sri Chander Shekhar Kalia,Chief Librarian-cum-APIO, and Sh. S.R.Mehmi, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER
Heard.

The complainant has sent a list of deficiencies perceived by her in the information supplied to her,  by the respondent, vide her letter dated 11-11-2008.
These are discussed as follows:-
1.  The complainant has stated that copies of the show cause notices  and replies thereto of only four employees have been provided to her and not the other five who were proceeded against.  This information, however, has not been asked for in the application for information.  The complainant is required to make a fresh application for additional information.

2.  The respondent states that  a fresh legible copy of Annexure ‘A’  will be obtained and sent to the complainant within seven days from today.  He also states that according to this Annexure, the bitumen was received by Sri Amrjit Singh Amar.

3.  The copies of the measurement book  relevant to the case have been supplied to the complainant as they exist.  According to the respondent, the book no. of the measurement book from which copies have been supplied is 1916.  
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This number has been given on the title page and also on some of the pages in the measurement book.  A certificate that the measurement book contains 1 to 200 pages has also been given in the measurement book in the beginning.  If this number does not appear on all pages, the reason which the respondent  gave is that it has been got cut off from some of the pages on account of binding.
4.  The respondent states that the issue statement showing quantities of bitumen issued to the Classical Hot Mixing Plant between February, 1991 to December, 1992 has been provided to the complainant.  He also confirms that this Hot Mixing Plant was functioning during this period.  No further information has been asked for in her application for information on this point.
5.    The basis on which recoveries have been imposed on Sri Amarjit Singh Amar has been explained in the letters dated 3-10-2008 and 6-10-2008 of the Executive Engineer, Faridkot, addressed to the Chief Engineer, North, copies of which have been provided to the complainant.  No information which is on the record has been asked for against this point in the application for information.  The application in respect of this point is argumentative and only disputes the recoveries which have been imposed.  There is no information which remains to be given to the complainant in respect of this point.

For the reasons recorded above, I find that there is no deficiency in the information provided to the complainant by the respondent.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




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

s/o  Sh. Mall Singh,

VPO Sanghera, Near Octroi Post,

Backside Punjab National Bank,

Teh. & Distt. Barnala.


   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Barnala. 



&

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Barnala, 

Teh. & Distt. Barnala



         ………………Respondents
CC No. 1598 of 2008

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



ii)
 Sri  Daljit Singh Chhina, Tehsildar, Barnala.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the representation dated 31-8-2007 of the complainant could not be located in his office or in the office of the SDM, Barnala.  The complainant has also been informed that his grievance has to be redressed by the Police Department and not by the Revenue officials. No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




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

Sh. Harbans Singh,

s/o  Sh. Mall Singh,

VPO Sanghera, Near Octroi Post,

Backside Punjab National Bank,

Teh. & Distt. Barnala.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

 The  SDM-cum-Public Information Officer,

Barnala. 

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 1599 of 2008

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

ii)
Sri   Daljit Singh Chhina , Tehsildar,Barnala,on behalf of 
 
the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the required information to his satisfaction.


Sri Pushpinder Kailey, SDM-cum-PIO, Barnala, who had been issued a notice for imposition of penalties prescribed in Section 20 of the RTI Act , has been transferred from the Sub Division.  In view of this fact, and the fact that the required information has been received by the complainant, no further purpose will be served by pursuing this matter any further and the notice issued to Sri Kailey is therefore dropped.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chetan Singh Dhaliwal,

S/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh Dhaliwal,

H. No. 91, Village Haji Majra,

Post Office    Pasiana,

Distt. Patiala (Pb.).



   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Principal Chief Conservator Forest,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2229 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Chetan Singh Dhaliwal,complainant in person.

ii)
 Sri  Jasbir Singh Chania,Dy. Director,Statistics-cum-PIO, and Sri   Karamjit Singh, DFO, Patiala.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has given a whole lot of information to the complainant, but the complainant states that action taken specifically on his applications No. 12 and 13 dated 17-5-2008  has not been intimated to him. Sri  Jasbir Singh Chania, Dy. Director, Statistics -cum-PIO, office of the Principal Chief Conservator Forest,  Punjab, is unable to show to the Court the covering letter with which these two letters of the complainant were sent to S. Karamjit Singh, DFO, Patiala, for necessary action and report, and the latter states that he has not received these letters It is, therefore, quite clear that no action has been taken on these two representations of the complainant by the Department.
In the above circumstances, copies of the two representations of the complainant have been obtained by the DFO,Patiala,  in the Court today.  He may examine and consider these representations and send a suitable reply to the complainant which should cover the points made in the representations before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 18-12-2008 for confirmation of compliance. 






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




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

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

# 201-204/100, Bloack-J,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.



  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

.Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.
              



  __________ Respondent
AC No. 241   of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,  appellant in person.
ii)   
Ms. Ranjit Kaur, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that Dr. B.C.Gupta, Principal Secretary, Deptt.  of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab, who had been directed  in the Court’s orders dated 25-9-2008, to take a decision on the first appeal of the appellant, has been transferred from this post. She further states that the Home Department would like to review this whole case in order to ensure that full information asked for by the appellant in his applications dated  19-6-2007 and 18-10-2007, and summarized by him in annexures ‘A’ and ‘B’ of his letter addressed to the Additional DIG-cum-Deputy Commandant General Home Guards, Punjab, dated 18-10-2007, has been given to him.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 18-12-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.C. Gupta,

# 222/3, D Block,

B.R.S. Nagar, Opp. Pb. & Sind Bank,

Ludhiana

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana

 





         ………………Respondent
MR No. 81 of 2008 in 

C.C. No. 672 of 2008
Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant.




ii)     
S. Tarlochan Singh Sahota, ADTO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a written statement that letters of owners authorizing their representatives to participate in  the auction have not been found in their records and secondly, that the proceedings of the auctions are not video taped in accordance with  Government instructions  and taping is done by the private press photographers for their own purpose.

In the above circumstances, the copies of the  bid sheets have to be provided to the complainant and since this would run into hundreds of sheets, the respondent seeks at least two months time to prepare the information. The case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 12-2-2009 for  compliance  of orders.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S.Parkash Singh Chugh,

Bhartiya Anti Corruption & Welfare Forum,

1831 Opp. Dera Kalsian,

Millar Ganj, Ludhiana

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt Food Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana 
 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 2412  of   2008
Present:
i)   
S.Parkash Singh Chugh,complainant in person.



ii)     
Sri   M.L.Nagpal, DFSO, Khanna,on behalf of the 
respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given substantial information to the complainant.  There are some points in the application for information of the complainant which are vague and  no specific details have been given on the basis of which information can be provided.

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sri  H.C.Arora,
Advocate,

#  2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh

 




   
    ………………… Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police, (HQ)
Sector 9,

Chandigarh

 





         ………………Respondent
AC No.494  of   2008
Present:
i)   
Sri  H.C.Arora, appellant in person.




ii)     
 Sri K.B.Singh, AIG, Litigation,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been provided to him by the respondent except that the query whether proclaimed offenders amongst the employees of the Department, who have been suspended, are getting subsistence allowance or not, remains to be answered.  The respondent has made a commitment that the answer to this query will be sent to the appellant within 10 days.

Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sri  H.C.Arora,

Advocate,

#  2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh

 




   
    ………………… Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police, (HQ)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh

 





         ………………Respondent
AC. No.  493  of   2008
Present:
i)   
Sri  H.C.Arora, appellant in person.




ii)     
Sri V.K.Sharda, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


Explaining the delay which has occurred in supplying the information to the appellant, the respondent states that the appellant’s application for information was sent by mistake to a wrong branch and was received late by the official concerned with the subject matter to the application.  Be that as it may, it is obvious that there has been a delay of over three months in supplying the simple information which was eventually given to the appellant.  The respondent should fix responsibility for the delay and take appropriate action to ensure that such delays do not occur in future.
Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sri Vishwas Garg,

s/o S.Kasturi Lal,.

Street No. 10 ,  Opp. DAV School,

Bibiwala Road,

Bathinda



   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o   The  Sr. Superintendent of Police,

MANSA





         ………………Respondent
AC. No.  482 of   2008
Present:
i)   
Sri Vishwas Garg, complainant in person.




ii)     
ASI  Harpreet Singh, o/o SSP, Bathinda,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


There are two items of information asked for by the complainant in this case.   As regards his complaint No. 1187/CC dated 29-1-2008, the respondent has made a written submission that the complaint involves two FIRs,  which are still under investigation and the reply of the respondent with regard to this complaint can be given only after the investigation into these two FIRs has been completed. The respondent is directed to give the information to the complainant after the investigation is over.


The second item of information wanted by the complainant concerns the complaint of  Sri Kasturi Lal, father of the complainant, against S.P,City Bathinda which has been sent by the IGP,Patiala Zone, vide Memo. No. 11230 dated 
18-12-2007 to the DIG, Faridkot Range, and in turn has beensent to the SSP, Mansa for inquiry and report.  The PIO, office of the SSP, Mansa, is therefore substituted as the respondent in this case and he is directed to supply the information required by the complainant before the next date of hearing.  A copy 
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of the application for information of the complainant dated 16-7-2008  is sent along with these orders to the SSP, Mansa , for his ready reference.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 18-12-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
Encl--1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S. Kirpal Singh Gill,

#   2,  Vikas Vihar,

Civil Lines,

Patiala-147001



   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh 

 





         ………………Respondent
AC. No.  500  of   2008
Present:
i)   
S. Kirpal Singh Gill,complainant in person.




ii)     
Sri  Kamal Kant, Dy. Registrar(Admn.),on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that he is restrained under Rule 5 of the High Court of Punjab and Haryana (Right to Information) Rules, 2005,  from supplying any information which has been prohibited to be given by any Rule/Regulation/Administrative decision of the High Court and according to him, an administrative decision has been taken not to supply information in respect of any complaint received against judicial officers.  The Court would like to see a copy of the decision for which the respondent seeks time.  The case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 11-12-2008,  for further consideration and orders.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


November  20, 2008




      Punjab
