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

Sh. Satnam Singh,

President, Universal Human rights Organization,

Bajrra Colony, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana-141007.


  


__________ Appellant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Deptt. Of Personnel, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

              



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 279   of 2008

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


ii)   
 S. Harchand Singh,Supdt-II, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant namely, the action taken on his letter dated 31-1-2008 on the subject of implementation of the guidelines of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, has been provided to him by the respondent vide his letter  dated  20-3-2008.  The information which has been given to the complainant consists of a copy of two pages of the notings of the concerned file, in which it has been recorded that no action is required to be taken on the afore mentioned letter, which has been filed. The reasons on the basis of which this decision was taken  has also been mentioned in these notings.

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh. Kirpa Shankar Saroj,

H.No. 921, Sector 39-A,

Chandigarh.



  


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Deptt. Of Personnel and Public Grievances, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

              



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1201   of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the  complainant .
ii)   
Sri Narinder Pal Sharma, Under Secretary and S. Harchand Singh, Supdt-II, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in his application for information has asked for the names of the officers of the IAS cadre of Punjab State and of the Punjab Civil Service, who belong to the Schedules Castes and Backward Classes.  The respondent states that information is not maintained by the Government about the caste or category  ( such as Scheduled Caste and Backward Class etc.) of IAS officers who are allocated through direct recruitment to the State, or promoted or nominated to the service.  Insofar as the  PCS is concerned, the information concerning the caste or category to which directly recruited PCS officers  belong is available with the respondent but, this is personal information relating to third parties and is  therefore exempted from disclosure under section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.

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






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 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, Block-J,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.



  


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

1.Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.
.

              



  __________ Respondent
CC No. 1340   of 2008

Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)   
 Sri Harmesh Lal, Supdt-II and S.Zora Singh, Sr. Asstt,Civil       Defence, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The position regarding the three applications for information of the complainant, which are the subject matter of his complaint, is as follows:-

The information pertaining to the reversion  of Sri Paramjit Singh Kohli cannot be provided to him since it pertains to a third party.  The respondent has claimed exemption from providing the notings asked for by the complainant in his application dated 21-11-2007 and the ACRs asked for by him in his application dated 22-11-2007, on the ground that the complainant has challenged the orders of retiring him prematurely in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana and information pertaining to him which is sub-judice cannot be provided to him.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment. The request is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 30-10-2008 for further consideration and orders.







  

  
     (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner


September 25, 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, Block-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)    
None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)   
 Sri Harmesh Lal, Supdt-II and S.Zora Singh, Sr. Asstt,Civil       Defence,
ORDER

Heard.

Vide the orders of the Division Bench dated 17-3-2008 in CC-1283/2007, the Commission had observed that the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, has claimed exemption under section 8 of the RTI Act,2005 and has therefore refused to provide the information asked for by the appellant vide his application dated 11-6-2007.  The Hon’ble Bench further observed that the proper course for the applicant is to approach the first appellate authority and it was directed that in case an appeal is preferred by the appellant, it would be heard and decided on its merits by the first appellate authority.

Following the above cited judgment, the appellant filed an appeal to Sri B.C.Gupta, Principal Secretary, Home,  Punjab, on 27-3-2008 but according to him, the directions of the Commission have not been followed and no order has been passed as yet on the appeal.

In the above circumstances, a  further period of 30 days is granted to the first appellate authority to take a decision on the appeal dated 27-3-2008 of the appellant
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and to dispose of the same with a speaking order on merits.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 20-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.

The appellant has requested for an adjournment but the same was not found to be necessary.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 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)
Sh.  Tarsem Sharma  on behalf of the  complainant.

ii)
 Sri Chander Shekhar Kalia,Chief Librarian,  on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has pointed out the following deficiencies in the information provided by the respondent.

The information relating to point no. 2 of the application for information namely, records showing that Sri Amarjeet Singh Amar received 63.92 tons of bitumen and the details of the roads sub division/division wise on which this bitumen was utilized by S. Amarjeet Singh Amar, and photostat copies of the concerned records, have not been given to him.


The respondent should ensure that the remaining information, described above, is given to the complainant within 10 days positively.  The application for information of the complainant was made in the month of May, 2008 and, therefore, it is already  a badly delayed case.  It is made clear that any failure to comply with the orders  being passed today will result in issuance of a notice for the imposition of penalties prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh. Vaneet Goyal,

S/o Sh. Amritpal Goyal,

Main Bazar, Boha Mandi, 

Distt. Mansa- 151502.

  
   


___ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Punjab State AIDS Control Society,

4th Floor, Prayas Building,

Sec-38-B, Chandigarh.                            



 ___ Respondent

CC No. 1567   of 2008

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant.



.


ii)
 Dr. Puneet Gambhir, Dy.Director,on behalf of the  





respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent and with reference to the Court’s orders dated 28-8-2008, the respondent states that the complainant has not visited his office but has sent a written communication on 23-9-2008 pointing out two deficiencies in the information provided to him. Both of the deficiencies, however, refer to the candidates who applied for the post of  laboratory technician and counselors, whereas  in his application for information, the merit list and other details which he has asked for is only of the candidates who appeared for this post.    In view of this, the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant   cannot be termed as deficiencies  in the information  provided to him. 

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh. Kultar Singh,

D.P.E., Khalsa Sr. Sec. School,

Batala.



  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of  Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.     
 __________ Respondent

CC No. 1547   of 2008

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




ii)
 Sh. Satish Sharma,Supdt.,Home,-cum-APIO, on  behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has requested the Director,  Punjab Archives, Chandigarh, to locate and supply the information required by the complainant since the records pertaining to the notification dated 12-9-1950 is not available in his office.

It has been explained to the complainant that a Government notification is not accompanied by any statement of objects and reasons. Such a statement is to be invariably attached with fresh legislation but not with government notifications.  Nevertheless, the  information would be provided to the complainant if the Director Archives is able to locate the same.

Disposed of.






  

            (P.K.Verma)








         State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




             Punjab 

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o  People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.



   

__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Sri Rajvir Singh,  ( By Regd Post)

Distt Revenue Officer-cum-Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.

     



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 352   of 2008

Present:
  i)
 None  on behalf of the  complainant .



 ii)
 S.Sanjeev  Kumar, Clerk,on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


It is a matter of great regret that the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur has taken no steps for the implementation of the Court’s orders dated 28-8-2008 and also does not appear  to have taken the Commission and this pending case with the seriousness which they deserve.  Neither the PIO himself nor the concerned APIO has bothered to appear before the Commission. Instead, a clerk has been sent as his representative who has recently joined and has not been able to brief  about the reason for the non-compliance  of the Court’s orders.


In the above circumstances I conclude that prima facie, the information required by the complainant is not being given to him  malafidely and without reasonable cause.


Notice is hereby given to Sh.  Rajvir Singh, Distt. Revenue Officer, Sangrur, to show cause at 10 AM  on 30-10-2008, as to why the 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 of Sri Kamal Anand , dated 1-12-2007, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act. 2005.

In the meanwhile, the PIO is advised to comply with the orders of the Court dated 28-8-2008 before the next date of hearing.                                                                                                                                            






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o  People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.



   

__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.

     



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 351   of 2008

Present:
  i)
 None on behalf of the   complainant 
.
 ii)
 S. Sanjeev  Kumar,Clerk,on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

The complainant has written to the Commission that he has received the required information, to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh. Suresh Jain,

C/o Parvesh Kumar,

New Aggarwal Colony,

Thana Road, Bhikhi,

Distt. Mansa. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Bathinda






__________ Respondent

AC No.  283  of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Sh. Suresh Jain,  complainant in person 


ii)   
 S. Jatinder Singh, DRO, and Sri  Amrit Lal Garg, DFSC-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 28-8-2008, the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda has forwarded the report of the DDPO, who was entrusted with the task of checking all the gas agencies in Bathinda district, which states that  a notice has been displayed on the premises of all the gas agencies to the effect that  there is no restriction for booking of a gas cylinder within 21 days of the supply of the earlier cylinder

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh. Kanwar Naresh Sodhi,

# 17, Gulmohar Avenue,

Dhakauli, NAC, Zirakpur,

Distt. Mohali.


  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs

Sh. Jaskiran Singh,

Addl. D.C-cum-.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.                             



  __________ Respondent





CC No. 1455   of 2008

Present:
i)
 Sh. Kanwar Naresh Sodhi, complainant in person.



ii)
 Sh. Jagmail Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on  behalf of the respondent..
ORDER

Heard.


The representative of the respondent present before us has conveyed the request of the PIO for some more time for submission of his reply to the notice issued to him for the imposition of the penalty prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act, vide the Court’s orders dated 21-8-2008, for the  reason that he is extremely  preoccupied with the prevailing floods in Ferozepur District.  The request is granted and the PIO is directed to submit his reply to the show cause notice on the next date of hearing.

The respondent claims that the information required by the complainant has been given to him.  The complainant has been able to show to the representative of the PIO that information on a number of points mentioned in his application have not been provided.  The respondent has made a commitment that this will now be done within 15 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh..Kamaljit  Singh,

178,  Sherpur  Khurd,

PO Focal Point,

Ludhiana



   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.
Divisional Forest Officer,

Ludhiana                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1463  of 2008

Present:
i)
 None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)
 Sri  Mahavir Singh, DFO-cum-PIO,Ludhiana
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given  by the respondent vide his letter dated 22-9-2008,  The information has been seen by the Court and  it meets all the points mentioned by the complainant in his application for information.  Since, however, the information was sent only three days back, an opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, at 10 AM on 30-10-2008.  If there is no deficiency which the complainant wishes to point out,   it would not be necessary for him to attend the hearing.

It would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearing on 30-10-2008.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

M/s Kaur Sain Ashok Kumar Commission Agent,

Opp. Subhash Dramatic Club, Mansa.   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Mandi Officer,

Mansa.
                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1479   of 2008

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



ii)
 Sri.  Ajaib Singh,   Mandi Supervisor, Mansa.--respondent..
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent claims that he has sent the required information to the complainant in five letters No. 2222,  2223,  2224 and 2225 dated 22-9-2008. and 2237 dated 24-9-2008.  The information sent vide these letters has been seen by the Court. They are either copies of the relevant documents concerning the allotment of shops to some traders or  lists of traders who were found eligible or not eligible and  an illegible copy of the allotment rules framed by the Punjab Mandi Board.  However, the crucial information required by the complainant, namely, the conditions for the allotment of shops  in the new grain market to owners/tenants already in possession of shops in the old grain market or, in other words, the criteria for determining the eligibility for the allotment of shops, has not been given to him.  It does not suffice for the respondent to say that a copy of the  concerned rules has been provided to the complainant because apparently, the finer details on the basis of which the allotments were made in the new grain market have not been intimated to him. Following his application for information, the complainant visited the office of the Distt. Mandi Officer,Mansa on 17-9-2008 and submitted to the respondent a written  clarification/elaboration of the information, concerning the criteria for the allotment of shops, required by him. This clarification can be  seen at sr. no. 3 & 4 at page 1-2 of the letter submitted by the complainant on 17-9-2008, a copy of which is enclosed with these orders for ready reference.

Since the  representative of the respondent present before us states that the eligibility  for the allotment of shops was determined  by  the Punjab Mandi Board, the 
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information required by the complainant at sr. no. 3 & 4 of his clarificatory letter dated 17-9-2008, referred to above, would be available in the office of the Punjab Mandi Board,Chandigarh and not the Market Committee at Distt. Level.  The PIO, office of the Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh  is therefore substituted as the respondent in this case and he is directed to give the information required by the complainant at sr. No. 3 & 4  of his letter dated 17-9-2008, a copy of which is enclosed herewith,  within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.




  

  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008

A copy is forwarded to   Sri  Dipinder Singh, Secretary, Punjab Mandi Board, Chandigarh, for information and necessary action.  This is a long pending case in which applications  for information were made in May, 2008.  He may ensure that the orders of the Court  are now complied with by the PIO before the next date of hearing.




  

  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008
Encl---1 

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

Sh. Subhash Kumar Aggarwal,
S/o Sri Madan Lal.
Old Bus Stand, VPO  Sherpur

The. Dhuri, Disttg. Sangrur.



……Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur







….Respondent

CC No. 1490  of 2008
Present:

ORDER


In compliance with the Court’s letter dated 14-8-2008, the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur has sent a copy of the inquiry report made by the ADC, Sangrur in which the allegation of the complainant, that sale deeds No. 457 and 459 have been registered on the basis of a fraudulent power of attorney, has been examined.

 
The report has been seen.  
 
The information asked for by the complainant in his application dated  19-4-2008 is personal information related to a third party, and cannot  be provided to the complainant.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab 

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

Sh.  Surinder   Pal, Advocate,

H.No. 539/112/3, Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana.



  
     
_______ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The District Mandi Officer,

Grain Market, Behind Arora Palace Theatre,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.




____ Respondent

CC No.227 of 2008

Present:      
i)       None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)      Sh.. S.P.  Garg, Advocate, & Sri Sukhdev Singh,Mandi Supervisor, 
on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has written to the Commission, stating that the PIO has made a personal request to the complainant to give him some more time to comply with the orders of the Court dated 26-8-2008 and that he is ready to cooperate with the respondent and is not opposed to an adjournment of the case by another 15-20 days.


In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 30-10-2008 for further consideration and orders.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 25, 2008




       Punjab
