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

Sh. Naresh Kumar,

Bagh Colony, Tapa mandi,

Distt. Barnala.




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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






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

CC No.  1059   of 2008

Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)   
 Sri Amarjit Singh Kanungo Records,on behalf of the  




  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for photostat copies of 79 mutations, which had been rejected and sent  by the office of the D.C. Sangrur to the SDM, Barnala on 24-6-2003.  On receipt of the application, the respondent forwarded it to the office of the D.C.Barnala, since Barnala had become a revenue district in the year 2006, for the required information, so that the same could be provided to the complainant.  No information however, has been received by the complainant from the SDM, Barnala as yet.  The application for information of the complainant has been considered.  The application is vague and asked for information which is exempted under section 8(1) (j) of the RTI Act. Therefore, I direct that no further action should be taken on the same.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Madan Lal,

Gali No. 18, Parinda Street,

Bibi Wala Road, Bathinda.



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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

District Food & Supplies Controller,

Barnala.






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

CC No.  1038   of 2008

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


ii)   
 Sri K.K.Kohli, DFSC,-cum-PIO,Barnalat.
ORDER

Heard.

The information, insofar as it concerns the respondent, has been given  by him to the complainant on 24-3-2008,  and the points concerning the oil agencies were transferred to them vide his letter dated 2-4-2008.  Unsatisfied with the action taken by the respondent, the present complaint has been made by the complainant to the Commission.  In response, the respondent has made a written submission, explaining the action which has been taken by him in respect of bogus entries made by the depot holders in their records and reiterating that the information in respect of the points with which they are concerned, has to be given by the gas agencies.  He has also stated that an English translation of his letter to the gas agencies will be provided by the respondent to the complainant, who can make a complaint to the Central Information Commission in case the required information is not given to him by the gas agencies, since they are public authorities under the Government of India.

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









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  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, (By Regd.Post)
District Food & Supplies Controller –cum-PIO,

Phase -2,Mohali.





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

CC No.  1047   of 2008

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


ii)   
 None   on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case,  inquiring about the distribution of kerosene oil in village Nagla, P.O. Handesra, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali, was made on 14-1-2008 but the complainant states that she did not get any response from the respondent to this application, after which she made a complaint to the Commission on 23-4-2008.  Notice was issued by the Commission to the respondent, fixing the date of hearing on 26-6-2008 (today) and stating that the PIO should appear before the Commission on this date either personally or through the concerned APIO.  The respondent, however, has ignored this notice and  is absent from the Court.

In the above circumstances, I conclude that prima facie, the information is not being provided to the complainant deliberately and with malafide intention.  Notice is hereby given to Ms. Rupinder Kaur, DFSC, Mohali., to show cause at 10 AM  on 24-7-2008, 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, should not be imposed upon her u/s 20 of the RTI Act. 2005.
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In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to give the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-7-2008 for consideration and further orders.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008


A copy is forwarded to:-


i)   The Principal Secretary  to  Government,  Punjab, Food and Supplies 
 
      Department,  Chandigarh .


ii)   The Director, Food and Supplies, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh 
for information and necessary action.

   








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  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.

Following the receipt of the complainant’s letter dated 9-4-2008, pointing out certain deficiencies in the information provided to him, the respondent wrote to the DM, PSWC, Sangrur, who has sent some additional information, which has been handed over to the complainant in the Court today.  He will go through the same and if any deficiency still persists, he should point them out to the respondent, who should send the necessary clarification/additional information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  DM, Sangrur should also be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with the entire original record from which  the required information has been collected.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  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.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

District Forest Officer,

Mansa.






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

CC No.  1031  of 2008

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


ii)   
Sri  S.K. Sagar, Asst. Forest Officer,  on behalf of the  



respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that a similar application for information of the complainant has already been dealt with in the orders of the Commission dated 22-11-2007 in CC-1723/2007.  In that case, however, the following information had been provided to the complainant:-
1. 140 sawmill owners applied for licenses in the year 2006.

2. The work of issuance of licenses to those sawmill owners who had started 
their sawmills before 30-10-2002, has not yet started.

3. 4 sawmills had been closed in accordance with the orders of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India.

4. No new sawmill had been opened after 30-10-2002.


The present application of the complainant, however, asks for information on the action taken on his representation dated 3-7-2007, in which he has made specific allegations of fraud  against certain sawmill owners/applicants for licenses and the two cases , therefore, are distinct and the respondent must give information to the  complainant about the action taken by him on this representation.

A copy of the representation dated 3-7-2007 of the complainant has been given to the respondent in the Court today for his ready reference. The …….2/-
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respondent is required to take the following action before the next date of hearing:--

1.
Give a suitable response to the complainant to his application dated 14-2-2008.   A copy of the same has already been sent to the  respondent.
2.
Inform the Court about the action taken so far on the application for information of the complainant dated 14-2-2008.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

VPO Bhuga,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.



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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Director Social Secrurity Women & Child Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




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

CC No.  1032  of 2008

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


ii)   
Ms. Shakuntala, Supdt-cum-APIO ,on behalf of the  




respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for  an inquiry report and a speaking order in connection with inquiries made by the department into allegations  against other employees, and the complainant is unable to say in what manner he was involved in these inquiries.

In the above circumstances,  the information asked for  is exempted under section 8(1)(j) and cannot therefore be given to the complainant.

Disposed of.









   

















    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Anand Mohan Singh,

209-Green park,

Near General Bus Stand, 

Jalandhar City.



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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17-bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.





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

CC No.  1029 of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Sh. Anand Mohan Singh, complainant  person.


ii)   
Sri  Hans Raj, Sr. Asstt.,on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case has referred to his application dated 29-2-2008 to which he has not received any response from the respondent.  The respondent is unable to readily locate the complainant’s application, a copy of which has been given to him with the direction that the 4 documents asked for therein must be sent to the complainant by registered post within 10 days from today. Since the application is almost 4 months old, no further delay on the part of the respondent would be tolerated.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  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:
i)    
 Sh. Navneet Kapoor,complainant  in person


ii)   
Sri  Jaspal, DSP City ,  on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

Vide his application for information dated 3-4-2008, the complainant has asked for the action taken by the respondent on his registered letters dated 14-5-2007 and 25-8-2007 vide which he had demanded security from the respondent.  No reply has been given to him by the respondent to his applications till today.  The respondent is directed to check up his record and give the required information to the complainant within 10 days from today.

The information regarding security provided to other persons asked for by the complainant cannot be given to him since such information is exempted under the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-7-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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

Ms. Paramjit Kaur,

VPO Kot Sukhia,

Distt. Faridkot.



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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




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

CC No.  1076 of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Ms. Paramjit Kaur, complainant  in person


ii)   
 Sri J.S.Brar, Astt. Distt. Transport Officer-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided  to her by the respondent.  It has been stated  by the respondent that the recommendation was made to the STC for cancellation of the route permit sanctioned  in her favour, because  when she applied for the permit in October, 2006 there was no valid certificate of fitness of her vehicle.  Insofar as action against Sri Gurpal Singh, Supdt, office of the Secretary, RTA, Ferozepur, is concerned , it has been stated by the respondent that the inquiry against the official is still pending.  The respondent is directed to send  a copy of the inquiry report to the complainant on the completion of the inquiry.

The information in this case was not provided to the complainant within the period of 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act, which is a serious infringement of the Act.  In order to facilitate the work of the PIO, the STC may issue strict instructions to all  concerned to promptly provide the information asked for by applicants under the RTI Act.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  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:
1)
Sh  Kuldip Kumar Kaura.  complainant  in person.



 2)
Sh.   Jasminder Singh, Dy. Director (Field), F&S,Patiala 



Division.
ORDER

Heard.


The responded has handed over the required information to the complainant in the Court today.  The information was not sent to the complainant earlier because the respondent has asked him to deposit the prescribed fees ,which was not done, but the application for information in this case was made on 15-2-2008 and since a period of 30 days has lapsed, no fees is now payable by the complainant for the information and the same has to be provided to him free of cost.

The complainant may go through the information provided to him and in case of any deficiency, he may point out the same to the respondent, who should send the necessary clarification to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-7-2008 for further consideration and orders.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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

Sh.  Prem Kumar  Rattan,

Kothi No. 8-E, New Lal Bagh,

Opp. Polo Ground,

Patiala.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Audit Officer,

Coop. Societies, Punjab.

Sangrur






__________ Respondent

CC No.   812   of 2008

Present:
Sh.  Prem Kumar  Rattan,  complainant  in person.



Sh.  Kanwar Manjit Singh, Audit Officer-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The respondent wants to know whether the issue involved in each of the 27 items  of cases mentioned in his application is still pending or has been  filed.  He is advised to make a separate application in this regard.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Dabwali Road,Bathind


              __________ Respondent

CC No.372 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  


Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.  The respondent is directed to be present on the next date of hearing in case a decision has been given by the Commission in CC No. 203 of 2007 before that date.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Bathinda.






_____ Respondent

CC No.266 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Sh. Kheta Ram,complainant  in person.  



ii)   
        None   on  behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  


Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.  The respondent is directed to be present on the next date of hearing in case a decision has been given by the Commission in CC No. 203 of 2007 before that date.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.




____________ Respondent

CC No.20 of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  The complainant has requested for an adjournment.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-8-2008 for further consideration and orders.  The respondent is directed to be present on the next date of hearing in case a decision has been given by the Commission in CC No. 203 of 2007 before that date.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008

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

Ms. Santosh Kumari,

D/o Sh. Hans Raj,

Vill. Phull Piara, Sujanpur,

Teh   . Pathankot,  Gurdaspur.

.


  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Principal, Government College,

Tanda,   Distt. Hoshiarpur.



  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1024 of 2007

Present:
i)
   Ms.  Santosh  Kumari, complainant in person.


ii)
   Ms. Inderjit Kaur,Principal, Govt. College, Tanda-cum-         
PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

There are 5 items of information which the complainant has mentioned in her application as not having been received by her. The position regarding the 5 items is as follows:-
1. The respondent states that the office copy of the family pension 
case of the complainant and the dispatch register in which its 
dispatch to the A.G.Punjab may have been entered, are both 
missing and cannot therefore be supplied to the complainant. 
While this may be true, it is incumbent upon the College to make 
efforts to locate  the missing record.   The respondent is advised 
to lodge an FIR with the local police for the recovery of these 
records.

2. 
A copy of the letter written by the college authorities to the SHO 
Tanda on 9-8-2006 which is available in the records of the college, 
is in the same illegible shape in which it has been supplied to the 










….2/
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complainant. A legible copy thereof can be given to the complainant 

only by the SHO , PS  Tanda, who is  directed 
to send a copy of 


memo. No., 81 dated 9-8-2006 received by him from the Principal, 


Government College,  Tanda, to  the complainant Ms.Santosh 


Kumari, at the address given at the head of these orders.  A copy of 

these 
orders may be sent to the SSP, Hoshiarpur for ensuring 


compliance 
by the SHO,  Tanda.
3. 
The information required by the complainant regarding  the 
permission granted to Sri Nanak Chand, Peon, for keeping cattle, is 
exempted under section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.

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









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   26th  June,  2008


A copy is forwarded to the SSP, Hoshiarpur, for necessary action as recorded against point No. 2 above.
