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

Sh.R.S.Walia.

260, Model Town,

Ambala City.


  
     


________ Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt Police,

Mohali. 






__________ Respondent

AC No.    263   of 2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of appellant.


ii) 
Inspector Jagjit Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the complaint dated 15-3-2008 of the appellant is being inquired into and the inquiry is likely to be completed within 10 days, after which the reply will be sent to the appellant’s application dated 9-4-2008.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-8-2008 for confirmation of compliance.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sri  S  S  Jakhu,

315, Sector  2,

Panchkula.


  
     


________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Financial Commissioner,

Forest & Wild Life Preservation, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1398  of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sh.Chaman Lal Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the 




complainant  


ii) 
Sh.Gurbax Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The information applied for by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent except for the following:-
1. A copy of the notification dated 9-6-1961 must be located and provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

2. The information asked for against point nos. 4 &5 of the application for information are vague and are, therefore, disallowed.

3. The respondent should inform the complainant about the process and procedure which is followed before the notification u/s 4 is issued.

4. The information asked for at point no. 9 of the application relates to PIO-cum-Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar.  The respondent has written to the DFO, Ropar to supply this information to the complainant but he has not complied with the directions and is also absent from the Court today despite having been directed to attend the hearing.  DFO-cum-PIO, Ropar is hereby directed to provide the information regarding the permission …2






---2---


given for constructions etc. mentioned against point no. 9 of the 
application for information to the complainant within 7 days of the date of 
receipt of these orders, failing which there would be no option but to 
take action for the imposition of  the  prescribed penalties on him.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-8-2008 for confirmation of compliance.
  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008


A copy is forwarded to the Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar, for immediate compliance.  A copy of the application for information of the complainant, Sri S.S.Jakhu is enclosed.
  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sri Jagshir  Singh,

Vill & PO  Jhandukey,The. Sardulgarh

Distt. Mansa.


  
     


________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/oChief Engineer,Vigilance ,
Irrigation Department,Punjab,

Chandigarh. 






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1249   of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sh. Jagshir  Singh complainant  in person .


ii) 
Sh. Labh  Singh Longia, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of 




the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the complaint, which the subject matter of this case, is already being heard by the Hon’ble SIC, S. Surinder Singh, in which the next date of hearing is 5-8-2008.  In view of the above, no action can be taken on this complaint by this Court.

Disposed of.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Varinder Kumar,

H.No.  2882/8

Cinema Road,Sirhind,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib..


  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Deptt. of School Education,

Sector 9,Mini Sectt.,

Chandigarh. 






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1169   of 2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant  .


ii) 
Sh.  Bimal Dev, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that representation of the complainant against the Managing Committee of Baba Zorawar Singh Khalsa High School, Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, concerns allegations of administrative lapses which cannot be checked by the Government since this school is a private school.  The only point on which the Government can check the functioning of the school is the proper utilisation of government grants, but the complainant has not raised any such issue in his representation.

The respondent is directed to send a written reply on the above lines to the complainant today itself.


Disposed of.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Deepak Kumar,

Gandhi Bazar, Gali No. 8,

W.No. 10,Budhlada

.Distt Mansa
  
     




________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Divisional Forest Officer,

Mansa






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1168 of 2008

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


ii) 
Sh.  Darshan Singh,  Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant in this case concerns the retirement benefits of a third party with which he is not concerned and no public interest would be served in his getting this information.

The respondent states that he has submitted a representation to the Government alleging that Sri Baldev Singh has obtained certain retirement benefits from the Government on the basis of a false affidavit and he wants to know the action taken by the Government on that representation.  The complainant has been advised to make a fresh application for information to the concerned PIO.
  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh.Narang  Singh,

Vill & PO  Chatha Nanhera,

The.Sunam,

Distt Sangrur
  
     




________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Distt Food & Supplies Controller,

Sangrur






__________ Respondent

CC No.    1216   of 2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of complainant  .


ii) 
Sh.  Arjan Singh, AFSO, Sunam, on behalf of the 




respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant was prepared by the respondent within 30 days of the receipt of the complainant’s application for information and the complainant was informed that he may deposit the prescribed fees of Rs. 40/- ( minus Rs. 10/- already deposited  in excess with the application for information).  This letter was written by the respondent on 10-3-2008, but the complainant has still not deposited the prescribed fees.  Accordingly, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send the required information by post, after the net amount of prescribed fees of Rs. 30/- has been deposited by the complainant.

Disposed of.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Ms. Satya Bhatti,

General Secretary,

Gram Jan Kalyan Sanstha,

Vill. Nagla, P.O. Hadesra,

Distt. Patiala.





  
  ----------------Complainant.

 Vs.

Ms. Rupinder Kaur, 

District Food & Supplies Controller –cum-PIO,

Phase -2,Mohali.





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

CC No.  1047   of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Ms. Satya Bhatti ,complainant  in person.


ii)   
 Sri Kuldip Singh, AFSO,  on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
  
The respondent has made a written submission that the notice of the Commission for the hearing on 26-6-2008 was not received in her office, which is why she was not represented in the Court on that date and further, that the information will definitely be supplied to the complainant within a week.


In view of the respondent’s reply to the notice issued to her vide this Court’s orders dated 26-6-2008, the notice is hereby dropped.


The required information has been given by the respondent to the complainant vide her letter dated 16-7-2008.


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any,
 in the information which has been provided at 10 AM on 14-8-2008.


An amount of Rs. 90/- has been demanded by the respondent from the complainant as  the  prescribed  fees for the information, but, since it is being provided after the expiry of 30 days after the date of  receipt  of the application, the information is required to be provided free of cost.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.









      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar Karkara,

Gali No. 3, New Abadi , 

Beas, Distt. Amritsar.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corpn., 

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.






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

CC No.  1050  of 2008

Present:
i)    
  Sh. Ashok Kumar Karkara complainant in person


ii)   
  Sri Anil  Kumar Mahajan, Supdt-cum-APIO,,on behalf of the  


   respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The complainant points out some deficiencies, which are discussed as follows:-
1.
Some of the information provided against point (b) of the application for information is not legible. The complainant has been allowed inspection of the original records and the responded has offered to get any documents photocopied afresh at his cost.

2.
The storage loss statement pertaining to March, 1988 has not been given to the complainant in the proper format.  The respondent states that the only format in which it is available in the record has been given to the complainant. The complainant is allowed to inspect the concerned record for any other statement which he can find therein and which he requires.

Any document which has been given to the complainant in unattested form should be attested by the respondent today itself in the Court.


No further action is required to be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.
  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Harminder Pal,

C/o Bansal Saw Mill,

8 ,   Park Road, Mansa.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

  Vs.

Ms. Shalinder Kaur,

Public Information Officer    o/o (By speed post)
Divisional Forest Officer,

Mansa.






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

CC No.  1031  of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Harminder Pal,  complainant in person 


ii)   
Sri  Darshan Singh, Supdt.,  on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

It is a matter of regret that despite specific orders of the Court dated 26-6-2008, no specific information has been given by the respondent to the complainant with reference to his application dated 14-2-2008 and the complainant is still in the dark about the action taken on his representation dated 3-7-2007. This representation of the complainant contains very specific allegations and the respondent must inform him about the view taken by the department on the allegations and whether licenses have been issued to the persons mentioned therein or not,

One last opportunity is given to the DFO-cum-PIO, Mansa, to provide the above mentioned information within one week to the complainant, failing which Ms. Shalinder Kaur, who is holding charge of the post of DFO-cum-PIO, Mansa is required to show cause as to why the penalty of Rs, 250/- per day, for every day that the information was not provided to the complainant, after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of his application, should not be imposed on her under section 20 of the RTI  Act.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 1-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Navneet Kapoor,

Akil bhartiya Hindu Suraksha Samiti,

Taptej Singh Market, Moga-142001.

  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







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

CC No.  1026 of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER

From the fact that both the complainant and the respondent are not present I conclude that the required information has been given by the respondent to the complainant in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 26-6-2008.

Disposed of.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh  Kuldip Kumar Kaura.

5-C, Phase-I, Urban Estate, Focal Point,

Ludhiana




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/oThe Deputy Director (Field),

Food and Supplies Deptt.,

Patiala






__________ Respondent

CC No.   824    of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER

In view of the fact that neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, I conclude that the complainant is satisfied with the information which has been provided to him and does not wish to point out any deficiency in the same.

Disposed  of.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

H. No. 211, Aman Bagh Colony,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Sri S.K.Asthana, IPS,(By Speed Post)
Public Information Officer-cum-     
Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






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

CC No.  978   of 2008

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



.
ii)
 None   on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The action taken by the respondent in this case leaves much to be desired.  The application for information of the complainant was given on 11-3-2008, and it is only after an order was issued by this Court on 19-6-2008, directing the respondent to give the required information to the complainant, that the information was finally provided to him on 4-7-2008, although it was supposed to have been given within 30 days of the date of receipt of the application.  Two pages of the information which was supplied to the complainant, however, were not legible, and these two pages were sent to the respondent with the Courts orders dated 10-7-2008, with the directions to send retyped legible replacement to the complainant before the next date of hearing (today).  However, the respondent is not present in the Court today and the complainant states that he has not received the replacement of the two pages which were illegible.

In the above circumstances, I can only conclude that the PIO-cum-SSP, Patiala is denying the information required by the complainant deliberately and without any apparent reason. Notice is hereby given to Sri S.K.Asthana, IPS, SSP-cum-PIO, Patiala, to show cause at 10 AM on 28-08-2008, as to why the 










…..p2/
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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 application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008


A copy is forwarded to Sri  Suresh Arora, IPS, ADG ,Admn, o/o DGP, Punjab, Chandigarh, for information and necessary action.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner  

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

Sh. Surinder Singh Sehmi,

Bamrah Infotech, Opp. Youth Hostel,

G.T. Road, Amritsar.



  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, o/o 

Registrar, 

Punjab Technical University,

 Jalandhar.






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

CC No.  1071  of 2008

Present:
i)   
  Sh., Surinder Singh Sehmi , complainant in person and 




   Sri  Varun  Tara,  Advocate .
ii)     
   Sh R  P S Bedi, Dy. Registrar-cum-PIO, PTU,Jalandhar
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 3-7-2008 have been complied with and the information required by the complainant, which is available in the records of the respondent, has been given to him.

Disposed of.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Rupinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Ranjodh Singh,

Vill. Bhoop Nagar,

P.O. Kurali, Teh. Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.

  
   
   

  ________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),

Zila Parishad, Ropar.



_________ Respondent

CC No. 1317 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Rupinder Pal Singh, complainant  in person .


ii) 
Sh.Baldev  Singh, Assistant,  Zila Parishad, on behalf of 



the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has brought with him the precise points on which information has still not been provided by the respondent. A copy of this has been provided to the respondent.  He is directed to bring with him on the next date of hearing the remaining information, and if any of the information is not available, a certificate to the effect that it is not available in the records of his office should be given by him.

Adjourned to 10  AM on 7-8-2008 for confirmation of compliance.

  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th    July,  2008

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

Sh. Nirmal  Singh  Dhiman,

H.No. 895, Phase XI, 

Sector 65,

Mohali   

Subject:  
AC  No. 129 of 2008
No: PSIC/Legal/2008/



                     Dated Chandigarh, the  24  July,   2008 


Reference your letter dated 10-6-2008 and 22-7-2008 on the subject cited above.

Your grievance against the PIO, office of the Financial Commissioner’s Secretariat, has been disposed of by the 2nd Appellate Authority (State Information Commission, Punjab)  on your making a 2nd appeal.  Therefore, the question of the  Ist Appellate Authority now exercising his powers under the RTI Act, does not arise.  You are again advised to approach the appropriate Administrative Authority or a Civil Court for the redressal of your grievance, since adjudication of a promotion case on its merits does not take place under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
  







     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
