STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Mr. Satish Chander  



Vs.

Director, Industries
Complaint Case No. CC-182-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-Department.

Order:

Issue fresh notices to the complainant and Public Information Officer, for personal appearance on July 19, 2007.


Public Information Officer should also be asked to give an explanation as to why the earlier notices of the Commission dated May 30, 2006 and June 20, 2006, were ignored. A full and complete set of the information required to be provided to the complainant as well as to this Court should also be brought by the Public Information Officer with him personally on the next date of hearing.

A copy of this order should also be sent to the Principal Secretary, Department of Industries, Punjab, for ensuring compliance of the orders of this Court.

Adjourned to July 19, 2006.

 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








Information Commissioner
         (P.K. Verma)
Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Balbir Aggarwal


   Vs:

Dr. Jaswant Singh
Complaint Case No. CC-175-2006:

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the respondent-Department.

Order:

Issue fresh notices to the complainant and Public Information Officer, for personal appearance on July 19, 2007.

Public Information Officer should also be asked to give an explanation as to why the earlier notices of the Commission  dated May 24, 2006 and June 20, 2006 were ignored. A full and complete set of the information required to be provided to the complainant as well as to this Court should also be brought by the Public Information Officer with him personally on the next date of hearing.

A copy of this order should also be sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, for ensuring compliance of the orders of this Court.

Adjourned to July 19, 2006.

 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol Bajaj)








Information Commissioner

           (P.K. Verma)
Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Benares Singh


Vs.

PIO Excise & Taxation Punjab
Complaint Case No. CC-171-2006:

Present:

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.

Order:

This is an appeal from Shri Benares Singh against the rejection of his application dated December 28, 2005, for information, by the Public Information Officer of the Department of Excise & Taxation.


We have considered the appeal and find that the complainant has not exhausted   the remedy of filing an appeal available to him under Section 19(1) of Te Right to Information Act, 2005. He is advised to first file an appeal before the Officer senior in rank to the Public Information Officer, in the department concerned. The complaint is accordingly disposed of.

 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








Information Commissioner

(P.K. Verma)

Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Jatinder Vir Gupta

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Municipal Council, Mansa.
Complaint Case No. CC-177-2006:

Present:

None for the complainant.




Shri Bhim Sen, Octroi Inspector, for the Department.

Order:

This is a complaint from Shri Jatinder Vir stating that although he applied for a copy of the Assessment Order of the House Tax of Unit No. 5/960, Water Works Road, Mansa, vide applications dated January 31, 2006 and February 27, 2006, made to  the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Mansa, the required copy has still not been supplied to him.


Shri Bhim Sen, Octroi Inspector, who is present on behalf of the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Mansa, has given a commitment before us that the required copy of the Assessment Order shall be supplied to the complainant             Shri Jatinder Vir Gupta, immediately.


Case is ordered to be listed for July 19, 2006, for confirmation of compliance.
 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








Information Commissioner.
( P.K. Verma

Information Commissioner.
July 05, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Amar Nath  



Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Office of Sr. Supdt of Police, Bathinda
Complaint Case No. CC-180-2006:

Present:

Shri Amar Nath, complainant in person.




Shri Roop Singh, Inspector, O/op Sr. Supdt. Police, Bathinda
Order:
In strict compliance, Shri Roop Singh, Inspector has brought the original file containing the information required by the complainant today.
Shri Roop Singh Inspector has made a commitment before us that the complainant will be allowed to inspect the file today and will be supplied photo-copies of the documents that he requires..

Shri Amar Nath, complainant, has today submitted another complaint dated July 05, 2006 before us, stating that the Inquiry Report prepared by the Inquiry officer is totally misleading, incomplete, and has distorted the oral evidence  of the complainant.  It was explained to him that it is not within the purview of this Commission to go into the contents/deficiencies of the Inquiry Report, but only to ensure that no information pertaining to this case, on record, is withheld from him. He is advised to approach the appropriate authority with his complaint against the Inquiry Officer.


In view of the above, the complaint is disposed of.

 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








Information Commissioner.
( P.K. Verma)
Information Commissioner.
July 05, 2006.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Shri Gurpal Singh 



Vs.

Distt. Education Officer,Gurdaspur.

Complaint Case No. –CC-183-2006
Present:

Shri Gurpal Singh, complainant, in person.




None for the respondent-Department.
Order:

This is a complaint from Shri Gurpal Singh, S.S.Master, Government,           Senior Secondary, (Schools), Gurdaspur, stating that the information asked for by him from the Public Information Officer-cum-Distt. Education Officer (Schools). Gurdaspur, vide his letter dated April 24, 2006, has not been supplied to him. 
The complainant requires copies of some letters on the subject of his arrears bill. On receipt of this complaint, notice was issued on February 25, 2006 to the Public Information Officer O/o Distt. Education Officer, Gurdaspur, to respond to it within fifteen days.  No response having come, another notice was issued on June 20, 2006, requiring the Public Information Officer to appear before the Commission personally or through an authorized representative. While, however, a copy of this notice was received by the complainant, who is present before us, the Public Information Officer has again chosen to fail to respond to the notice of the Commission.


Keeping in view the conduct of the Public Information Officer so far and the nature of the information required by the complainant, we are of the view that the Commission should proceed ex parte.


Having considered the complaint and the information required, the Public Information Officer of the District Education Officer (Schools), Gurdaspur, is hereby directed to supply the copies of the letters asked for by Shri Gurpal Singh, vide his application dated April 24, 2006 within a period of seven days from the date of receipt of this order.  He is also directed to be present in this Court on July 19, 2006, in person, and explain his reasons for having ignored the notices dated May 30, 2006 
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and June 20, 2006 of the Commission and also supply a set of the information provided by him to the complainant.

We would like to make it clear that any further failure on the part of the Public Information Officer to comply with the orders of the Commission will attract the penalties described under Section 20 of The Right to Information Act, 2005.

A copy of this order should be sent to the Director, Public Instructions (Senior Secondary–Schools) Punjab, Chandigarh. He is requested to ensure compliance of the Commission’s order and the personal presence of the District Education Officer (Schools), Gurdaspur before the Commission on July 19, 2006.

A copy is also ordered to be forwarded to the Principal-Secretary, Senior Secondary (Schools), Punjab, Department of Education, for information and necessary action.
 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








Information Commissioner

            (P.K. Verma)
Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Lok Shakti Consumer Association 




Vs.

Chief Secretary, Punjab.
Complaint Case No. CC-179-2006.

Present: None.

Order:


This is a complaint from a Non-government Organization, namely; Lok Shakti Consumer Organization, Fazilka, which seeks to raise various aspects of the duties and responsibilities of the State Government vis-à-vis the implementation of The Right to Information Act,  2005 (In short ‘the Act’), which seeks that the Commission may issue directions to the State Government for taking various actions  and policy-decisions required to be taken by it under the Act, in the public interest.

Having regard to the nature of the representation, we are of the view that this matter should more appropriately be placed before the State Chief Information Commissioner for consideration. 







 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol Bajaj)








Information Commissioner

(P.K. Verma)

Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Complaint Case No. CC-174-200

 Mr. Sham Kumar Kohli

Vs.

Public Information officer O/o Sr. Supdt. Police, Ludhiana

Present: Mr. Sham Kumar Kohli, complainant in person.

     Mr. Santosh Kumar, on behalf of Sr. Supdt. Police , Ludhiana

Order:

Mr. Santosh Kumar, appearing on behalf of Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana has brought with him copies of the information required by the complainant Shri Sham Lal Kohli. He is directed to provide information to the complainant, to his satisfaction, immediately.

Havaldar Santokh Singh raised an objection that the complainant has not deposited the required fee of Rs.10/- per page. However, the application for information was made by the complainant on April 18, 2006, and by May 19, 2006, i.e. within the prescribed period of thirty days, he was neither supplied with the information nor was he informed about the fee which he was to deposit. Therefore, the fee required to be paid by the complainant is waived in accordance with the provisions of Section 7(6) of The Right to Information Act, 2005
At this stage, the complainant has confirmed that he has received the required information.

In this view of the matter, the complaint is disposed of.
 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)









Information Commissioner

(P.K. Verma)

Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
. 
Complaint Case No. CC-195-2006:
Capt. V.K. Sehgal  




Vs.

Wg. Cdr. H.S. Kang, O/o Sainik Welfare, Punjab

Present: Capt. V.K. Sehgal, complainant in person.


     Wg.  Cdr.  H.S. Kang, on behalf of Sainik Welfare, Punjab  

Order:

Wg. Cdr. H.S. Kang has submitted a written reply along with the available information as asked for by the complainant. A copy of the reply with its enclosures stands supplied to the complainant.

In view of the above, the complaint stands disposed of unless the complainant is still not satisfied with the information which has been supplied, in which case, he will appear before the Commission on July 19, 2006 and make his submissions.


This Court has also taken note of the submission made by the respondent that the complainant is a habitual complainant and is making attempts to harass the Director, Sainik Welfare because of his refusal to supply a Dependency Certificate for his son.


To come up for final disposal on July 19, 2007.









 (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)









Information Commissioner
(P.K. Verma)

Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

. 
Complaint Case No. CC-186-2006:
Mr. Y.C. Bali 


Vs.

D.A.V. College, Hoshiarpur.

Present:
Mr. Y.C. Bali, complainant, in person.

Mr. Raj Kumar Bhalla on behalf of D.A.V College, Hoshiarpur

Order:


The complainant states before us that he has been supplied with a copy of the letter dated December 29, 2005, but is still to be supplied with a copy of the order dated December 21, 1994, mentioned at serial No.2 of his original application dated February 07, 2006 to the D.A.V. College, Hoshiarpur.


Mr. Raj Kumar Bhalla has made a commitment before us that a copy of the letter dated December 21, 1994, here-in-before mentioned, shall be supplied to the complainant without fail, within two days.


Mr.Bhalla has been asked to send the compliance report along with copies of the information supplied to the complainant before July 19, 2007, the next date of hearing.








  (Mrs.  Rupan Deol  Bajaj)








Information Commissioner

  (P.K. Verma)

Information Commissioner

July 05, 2006.
