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

Sh. Ramesh Mahajan,

# T4/84, RSD Colony,

Shahpur Kandi Township,

Teh. Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.

  
  ___________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Personnel Officer,

RSD Project,

Shahpur Kandi Township,

Distt. Gurdaspur.





_____ Respondent

AC No. 393 of 2007

Present:
i)     None on behalf of the complainant  


ii)    Sh. Chander Kant, Asstt. Engineer. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

The respondent states that the information in this case is required to be provided by the Executive Engineer, Township Division, Shahpur Kandi, who was asked to supply the same vide letter No. 7120-21/220-e dated 2-11-2006 but despite a lapse of over one year, the required information has still not been received.


In the above circumstances, Shri  Sudesh Sharma, Executive Engineer, Township Division, RSD, Shahpur kandi, is hereby designated as the PIO for the purpose of this case, under section 5(5) of the RTI Act,2005.


Notice is hereby given to Sh. Sudesh Sharma, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Township Division,  Shahpur Kandi, to show cause at 10.00 AM on  7-2-2008, 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  him u/s 20 of the RTI Act. 2005.


In the meanwhile, the respondent Shri Sudesh Sharma, XEN, is strongly advised to send the required information in this case to the Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, RSD, Shahpurkandi, and to the complainant, before the next date of hearing.


The respondent states that he is not aware of the action which has been taken on point no. 7 & 8 of the application for information of the complainant.  This     point 
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concerns the projects dealt with by the office of the Chief Engineer, and the respondent is directed to come prepared to inform the Court about the  action taken on these two points mentioned in the application,


Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-1-2008 for confirmation of compliance.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
 
A copy is forwarded to Shri  Sudesh Sharma, Executive Engineer, Township Division, RSD Project, Shahpur kandi Township for necessary action.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ram Saran Mahey,

17-Friends Colony,

Opp. New G.T.B. Nagar,

P.O. Khurla Kingra,

Jalandhar.


  
 

__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn. Ltd.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sec-17, Chandigarh.

___________ Respondent

AC No. 367 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Ram Saran Mohay on behalf of the complainant  . 



ii)    Sh.  Jagdish Chander, Manager-cum-APIO, andSh. Sadhu 



Singh, Div. Hd. Draftsman,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

The information asked for by the appellant in this case pertains to an application for information which was the subject matter in CC-381/07 in which this Commission has already decided that the information stands supplied and the case was disposed of by the Bench of  Sh. Surinder Singh and Lt.Gen. P.K.Grover,SICs on 23-8-2007.


In view of the above, the present complaint is dismissed as having already been disposed of by the Commission.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ravinder Uppal,

# 1140, Sector 68,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




  
  ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






________ Respondent

CC No. 2129 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Parvinder Uppal,on behalf of the complainant. 



ii)   ASI Jaspal Singh ,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

The respondent states that the investigation into FIR No. 84 dated 7-4-2000 has been completed and cancellation report has been prepared, which is still to be submitted to the concerned Court, and a copy thereof cannot be given to the complainant under section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, till the report has been submitted to the Court and has been accepted by it.  The respondent has made a commitment that the cancellation report  will be submitted to the concerned Court within 30 days, and after its acceptance by the Court, a copy thereof will be given to the complainant.

  
Adjourned to 10 AM on 1-2-2008 for confirmation of compliance and a review of the status of the case.







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Paramjit Singh Kittna,

General Secy., Human Improvement League of Punjab,

204, K.C. Tower, 

Nawanshar, Punjab.


  
  ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Hoshiarpur.






____ Respondent

CC No. 2017 of 2007

Present:
i)      None on behalf of the complainant  


ii)     Sh. Ramesh Kumar, DFSO,Hoshiarpur.--respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court.  The same may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.
Since the complainant has requested for an adjournment, he is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which has been provided, at 10 AM on 18-1-2008. However, since the information which has been seen by the Court, appears to be complete in all respects, it would not be necessary for the respondent to come on the next date of hearing.







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurmail Singh,

Ajit Nagar, Opp. Dharm Kanda,

Patiala Road, Bhawanigarh,

Distt. Sangrur.



  
  _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corpn.,

Bank Square, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

___________ Respondent

CC No. 2135 of 2007

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



ii)    Shri  Balram Rattan, Asstt. Storage and Technical Officer-cum-


APIO,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today.


Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amarjit Singh,

# 2017/1. Sector 45C,

Chandigarh.



  
  _____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director,

State Transport Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



____________ Respondent

CC No. 2138 of 2007

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

ii)    Sh. Balwinder Singh, Law Officer, and S. Sukhwinder Singh Walia,Sr. Asstt.,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard

The respondent has given the required information to the complainant yesterday i.e. on 27-12-2007, in which the complainant has pointed out the following deficiencies:

1. The application for information was given by the complainant on 20-8-2007 but the information was delayed and was not given within the prescribed period of 30 days.  The demand of the respondent for the charges of Rs. 26/- is illegal, since the same is not payable under the RTI Act.
2. The photostat copy of the letter written to the Director State Transport, Punjab,  and to the  Pathankot Police on 14-2-2001, mentioned in point No. 5 of the application for information, is illegible.

3. The action taken by the office of the Director State Transport, Punjab on the afore mentioned letter dated 14-2-2001 asked for by the complainant in point No. 5, has also  not been intimated to the complainant.

4. The relevant portion of the inspection report asked for in point No. 1 in the application for information has not been given.


It is a matter of regret that the respondent has not taken his duties and responsibilities under the RTI Act, with sufficient seriousness.  The information was not  given within the prescribed period of 30 days    and thereafter,   money     was 











Contd..2

-2-

demanded from the complainant as charges although the same is clearly not payable since the information was delayed.  The information, when given, is not complete and the respondent, either personally or through the APIO, has not bothered to attend the hearing in the Court today.


In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out above and to give the full and correct information to the complainant within seven days of the date of receipt of these orders.  It is made clear that any laxity on the part of the respondent will lead to taking of necessary action for the imposition of the prescribed penalty under section 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 18-1-2008 for confirmation of compliance. The respondent either personally or through APIO should also be present in the Court on that date with a copy of the remaining information supplied to the complainant.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ajit Singh Randhawa,

# 303, Choti Baradari,

Part II, Jalandhar.


  
  ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.





_________ Respondent

CC No. 2151 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Ajit Singh Randhawa, complainant  in  person. 

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

Heard. 

The respondent in this case has provided a list of marks obtained by the four candidates selected  for nomination to the PCS (Executive) by the Punjab Public Service Commission in Batch, 2001 but the marks obtained by the non selected candidates has not been supplied because of the following two reasons stated by the respondent in their letter dated nil:-

1.    No Public interest is involved.
2.     It will cause an unwarranted interference in the privacy of the candidate.
I find that both of the reasons stated by the PPSC for denying the information is without any basis and therefore, direct the respondent that the list of marks obtained by the non selected candidates be supplied immediately and in any case within seven days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 4-1-2008 for confirmation of compliance.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Raj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Joginder Ram,

Vill. Jadli, Tehsil Balachaur,

Distt. Nawanshar.



  
      _____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Coop. Societies, Punjab, Balachaur,

Distt. Nawanshar. 





___ Respondent

CC No. 2174 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Raj Kumar on behalf of the complainant  in  person. 



ii)    Sh. Sat Pal,Asstt. Registrar,Coop.Societies,Balachaur.

ORDER

Heard. 

It would not be appropriate to proceed with this case at present since the question whether the Cooperative Societies are public authorities as defined in the RTI Act, is under adjudication before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, and the Hon’ble Court has restrained the Commission from proceeding in the concerned case by way of an  interim order.


In the above circumstances, this case is adjourned sine die. Fresh notices would be issued to the parties after a decision has been taken by the Hon’ble High Court in the concerned case, CC-409/2006.







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms.  Narinder Pal Kaur,

# 1229, Phase-9,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.



  
  _____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.





________ Respondent

CC No. 2215 of 2007

Present:
i)     Ms. Narinderpal Kaur  complainant  in  person. 



ii)    ASI Jaspal Singh,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

The respondent has given copies of the statements recorded by the Investigating Officer, of the complainant, her brother and Sh. Harnek Singh, to the complainant, in the Court today.  A copy of the items recovered by the police has also been given to her.  The respondent states that since FIR No. 47 is still under investigation, the statements recorded by the I.O.  of the accused persons cannot be given to the complainant under section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act.


Insofar as the information mentioned at Sr. No. (D) of the application for information is concerned, the respondent states that the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has granted bail to Sh. Kuldip Singh Garcha.  Sh. Rachhpal Singh had been arrested but has been granted bail by a Judicial Court in Mohali, and Ms. Surjit Kaur has been found to be innocent during the investigation.  A copy of the police inquiry report asked for by the complainant can be given to her only after the investigation into the case is over.


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








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vinod Vijay,

# 2124, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh.



  
  _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Patiala.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 2175 of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Vinod Vijay complainant  in  person. 



ii)
Sh.Tejwant Singh, Asst. Envn.Engineer,on behalf of the 



respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 26-12-2007.


Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Roopratinder Singh,

# 88, Rani Ka Bagh,

Near FCI Office,

Amritsar- 143001.


  

  ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Chief Engineer (Gazetted Estt.),

PWD (B&R), Patiala.




____ Respondent

CC No. 2158 of 2007

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



ii)   
Sh. Om Parkash Aneja, Supdt-cum-APIO ,  on behalf of the 



respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.


Disposed of.







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

Instructor,

Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Ludhiana.



  

  __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal,

Guru Nanak Dev Engg. College,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 2201 of 2007

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

ii)   Dr. J.N.Jha, PIO 

ORDER

Heard. 

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The complainant is not satisfied with the basis stated by the respondent on which he has been transferred from the post  for which he was appointed.  However, it has been explained to him that the issue whether the University has correctly transferred him or not is not within the jurisdiction of the Commission.


Disposed of.








             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagdish Raj,

# 419, Tilak Nagar,

Amritsar.





  

  _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Sub Division Officer,

Tarn-Taran Sub Div.,

UBDC, Rasulpur,

Distt. Tarn-Taran.





__ Respondent

CC No. 2134 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh.  Jagdish Raj, complainant  in  person. 



ii)    Sh. Ajit Singh, SDO, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard. 

As advised by the respondent,  the complainant has sent a fresh application along with the application fees of Rs. 10/- to the PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, UBDC, Amritsar.   He is at liberty to approach the Commission in case he does not get the required information within the period prescribed under the RTI Act.


Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhajan Singh,

# 11, New Bank Colony,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.


  

  __ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Chief Engineer,

PWD (B&R), Mini Sectt.,

Patiala.






___ Respondent

CC No. 2131 of 2007

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



ii)   
Sh. Om Parkash Aneja, Supdt-cum-APIO ,  on behalf of the 



respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information concerning the date by which  all pay and allowances pertaining to the period from 2-2-1998 to 5-5-1999 will be given to the complainant, Sh. Bhajan Singh  cannot be provided to him since Sh. Bhajan Singh was charge sheeted in common proceedings and his case therefore has been referred to the Government.


The stand taken by the respondent is not acceptable because Sh. Bhajan Singh has been exonerated of all charges vide orders dated 11-5-2005 of the Secretary to Government, Punjab, PWD, and therefore, the payment of all dues to which the complainant is entitled for the period of his suspension does not require any further reference to the Government, particularly since it was the Chief Engineer who had suspended and then reinstated him.


Accordingly, the respondent is directed to immediately process the case of payment of the dues pertaining to the period of suspension to the complainant, and to give the information to him about the date by which he will be paid his dues before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-1-2008 for confirmation of compliance.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Subhash Katana,

H.No. 142/1, Sector 45-A,

Chandigarh.





_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director, Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.





______ Respondent 

CC No.  1869 of 2007

Present:
i)         Sh. Subhash Khattana, complainant in person


ii)
Sh. Mohinder Kumar, Legal Assistant,on behalf of the 




respondent
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 7-12-2007, the remaining information has been given by the respondent to the complainant.


Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007

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

Sh. Giandeep Singh,

H.No. 10, VPO Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, 

Distt. Mohali.
140501




_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Zila Parishad,

Patiala.

 



______ Respondent 

CC No. 1837 of 2007

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


ii)
Sri  Varinder Pal Singh, Jr. Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.


Disposed  of








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007

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

Sh. Giandeep Singh,

H.No. 10, VPO Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, 

Distt. Mohali.
140501




_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Zila Parishad,

Patiala.

 



______ Respondent 

CC No. 1834  &  1836 of 2007

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


ii)
Sri  Varinder Pal Singh, Jr. Asstt on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


The information (copies of application forms of candidates for the post of teacher) asked for by the complainant in these two cases, has been given to him by the respondent.  The complainant however has pointed out that in case no. 1834 of 2007, in the application form  of the candidate  Ms. Neeru Bala D/o Sri S.L.Singla, her residence address has been given  as H. No. 133, Narula Colony, Near Lower Mall, Patiala, whereas in the list of successful candidates displayed by the Department,  the Village and Block of the residence of Neeru Bala has been mentioned  as Village  Lehli, Block Dera Bassi.  Similarly, in CC-1836/2007, in the application form of  Ms. Disha D/o Sh. Ashok Kumar, her residence address has been given as H. No. 572-A/7, Jatanwala Chautra, Patiala, whereas in the list of successful candidates displayed by the Department, it is Village  and Block Dera Bassi.  Because of this, the complainant has raised a reasonable doubt about the authenticity of the copies of the application forms of these two candidates.  The complainant mentions that in case these two candidates actually belong to Dera Bassi block, they should have been issued receipts for their application forms by Counter No. 4 in the office of the Zila Pasrishad, Patiala and it can  be easily  ascertained  whether the  receipts for their application forms was issued from this counter  or from the counter designated for Patiala City.











----2/







(2)


In the above circumstances, in order to verify whether the information given by the respondent to the complainant is authentic or not, the case is referred to the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Rural Development and Panchayats Department,
for ordering an inquiry whether  the information supplied by the Department to the complainant  in both these case is correct and genuine or not.

The inquiry may be made date bound and the report of the same submitted to this court on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-3-2008 for consideration of the inquiry report submitted by the Government.







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   28TH  December, 2007

