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

Sh. Shinder Pal Singh,

S/o Ram Saroop,

Vill. Alowal, Teh. Nabha,

Patiala.



  
     _________________ Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Auditor,

Pb. Cooperative Societies,

Sector- 34-D, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 514 and 515 of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant.


ii)  Sh. Ajay Tyagi, Chief Auditor, Punjab Coop.Societies..
ORDER

Heard
The complainant in this case has made an application under the RTI Act for an opportunity to inspect the Personal File of another employee, which has rightly been refused by the respondent since this is clearly not admissible u/s 8( i )( j ) of the Act ibid. His complaint on this account, which is the subject matter in both these cases, is dismissed.

Another notice to the same parties has been issued for hearing in this Court on 12-7-2007 in CC-551/2007 on the basis of another copy of the same complaint which is the subject matter of the present cases.  Therefore, since the present complaint has been disposed of, the hearing on 12-7-2007, which is with reference to  an identical complaint,  would not be necessary.
            



 

 
 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Subash Chander Bhardwaj,

s/o Tirath Ram,

# 205, Ajit Nagar,

Patiala.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Auditor,

Pb. Cooperative Societies,

Sector- 34-D, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 515 of 2007

Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Shri Ajay Tyagi, Chief Auditor, Punjab Coop.Societies.
ORDER

Heard


The complainant in this case has made an application under the RTI Act for an opportunity to inspect the Personal File of another employee which has rightly been refused by the respondent , since this is clearly not admissible under section 8( i) ( j )of the Act ibid. The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.



            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Mukesh Kumar Saini,

C/o Sh. Sudhir Sharma, Advocate,

Civil Court, Patiala.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 519 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) S. Sukhwinder  Singh, Constable, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard


The respondent has informed the Court that the required information has been given to the complainant.

Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Mukesh Kumar Saini,

C/o Sh. Sudhir Sharma, Advocate,

Civil Court, Patiala.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 520  & 521 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant .


ii) Sh. Dharam  Singh, SSP, Sangrur.
ORDER

Heard


These two cases are being disposed of by this single order since they arise out identical complaints.  


The respondent has informed the Court that a copy of the Inquiry Report of Inspector Harjinderpal Singh, Incharge, EOW, Sangrur, has been given to the complainant but no further information can be given to him since  it concerns a case against  the complainant pending trial in a Court, and if any further information is given  to him, it would  impede the process of prosecution and exemption has, therefore, been claimed under section 8( i) ( h) of the RTI Act,2005.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Dr. Jarnail Singh,

S/o Sh. Ram Kishan Singh,

Ward No. 3,  Dhuri,

Sangrur.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh. 



________________ Respondent

CC No. 522 of 2007

Present:
i)  Ms. Kulwinder Kaur w/o  Dr. Jarnail Singh, complainant.


ii) Inspector Ranjeet Singh,O/o AIG(Crime),on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard


It was explained to the respondent that although a copy of the report of the Inquiry which has been conducted into the complaint dated 20-7-2004 of the complainant, has been provided to him, this does not take care of the information which the complainant has asked for against Sr. No. 1 & 2 of his application for information dated 22-10-2006.
He has been directed to supply the required information to the complainant within 10 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.



            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Gopal Gupta,

771/22, Near Hindu Girls College, 

Kath Mandi, Sonipat- 131001.

  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Ex-Servicemen Corpn.,

SCO- 89-90, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.

 



________________ Respondent

CC No. 523 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Sh. Raman Walia, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard


The respondent has informed the Court that the required information has been supplied to the complainant, a copy of which has also been submitted to the Court. The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Dr. J.K. Sharma,

Head of Deptt.,

Veterinary Public Health,

Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Science University,

Ludhiana.

 

  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Guru Angad Dev Veterinary & Animal Science University,

Ludhiana.

 



________________ Respondent

CC No. 525 of 2007

Present:
i)  Dr. J. K. Sharma,  complainant in person.


ii) Sh. P. D. Mahajan, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard


The complainant in this case has made various applications for information.  He has received the information which he requires in some cases, but his other applications appear to have been ignored.  The complainant, however, has not submitted the required application fees with each of his applications.  In one case, he sent a demand draft of Rs. 50/- but the same was found to be not in accordance with the prescribed mode of payment.


After a thorough review and discussion, it has been decided that the complainant will send an IPO in favour of the  Comptroller, GADVASU, Ludhiana  for a sum of Rs. 20/-(Rs. Twenty), along with copies of the communications sent by him to the University for information under the RTI Act, to the Superintendent, office of the Registrar, GADVASU, Ludhiana, who will make sure that the required information is supplied to the complainant within 10 days of his submitting these papers.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 3-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Ramesh Talwar,

678-680, Navrang Bagh Jhanda Singh, 

Amritsar.

 

  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.

 



________________ Respondent

CC No. 526 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Ramesh  Talwar, complainant in person


ii) Sh. Manminder Singh, Superintendent Police (D),APIO.
ORDER

Heard


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, who has pointed out that there are two statements which had been made,  one by Shri Surinder Kumar and the other by Shri Raj Kumar, which have not been given to him  and the documents concerning the property in dispute,  supplied by the persons against whom the complaint has been made to the Police during the course of Inquiry, have not been given to him.  The respondent was directed to locate the remaining information, which has been done in the Court today, as a result of which the following statements/documents have been located:-

i)    Statements of Shri Surinder Kumar and Shri Raj Kumar.

ii) Three documents referred to in the FIR have also been located  in the concerned file, including a power of attorney given by sh. Sat Pal s/o Sh. Raj Kumar.
Copies of the two statements and three documents mentioned above will be given by the respondent to the complainant today itself.


The complainant makes a further submission that a copy of the agreement to sell between Shri Amrit Lal and Sh  Sat. Pal on the one  end and Sh. Ms. Tripata  Mehra on the other, referred to in the inquiry report, has not been supplied. Since the Inquiry Officer has relied on the afore mentioned document, a copy thereof should be obtained by the respondent and supplied to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.



            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

# 12, Ward No. 9, 

Near Town Hall, Ahemadgarh,

Tehsil: Malerkotla, Sangrur. 


     _________________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o District Forest Officer,

Ferozepur Road, Opp. Puda Office,

Ludhaina.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 691 of 2007

Present:
None.

ORDER

This is the second opportunity given to the parties to appear before this Court but they have not done so.

Disposed of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85,2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 40, Premier Enclave,

Vill. Nicchi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 435 of 2007

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



ii)  None on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER
Heard

The respondent has given some information to the complainant vide their memo dated 27-2-2007 which has been found to be deficient by the complainant for the following reasons:-

It has been stated that there are 3,68,832 card holders ( Ludhiana City only) whereas the complainant had asked for  the information for the whole of Ludhiana District.

It has been stated that 3 liters of K. oil  is given per month to the holders of  Single Barrel Connections  ( whereas no  K. oil is  allotted for the holders of  Double Barrel Connections.) However, no information has been provided about the total number of SBC and DBC Gas card holders in the whole District of Ludhiana.
The complainant has alleged in his application for information that although 80% population of Ludhiana District has Gas connections, not more than 25% have Gas Ration Cards, as a result  of which a substantial quantity of K. oil  is misappropriated by the Depot holders.  He wanted to know the action taken by the respondent in this regard.  The respondent has informed the complainant that the premises of the Depot holders, Gas Agencies and  whole salers are inspected every month and action is taken against  any irregularity found in their functioning. The respondent should supply to the complainant copies of :- (a) Inspection Reports of Depot Holders/ Gas Agencies/ whole salers and (b) action taken thereon, pertaining to the inspections made in the months of April, May and June, 2007.
It is a matter of serious concern that the respondent has not appeared before this Court despite having been directed to do so  in the notice of the Commission dated 27-5-2007 and in the hearing on 28-5-2007. Another opportunity is given to the respondent to appear in the Court on the next date of hearing and if he does not do so, the Court 
Contd….2

----2-----

would be compelled  to conclude that he is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness and a notice would be issued to him for the imposition of the penalty prescribed in section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 27-7-2007.  The information described above must be given to the complainant before the next date of hearing and the respondent should be personally present in the Court along with a copy of the information which has been supplied.  A copy of these orders may be sent to the Principal Secretary, Food and Supplies, Government of Punjab, for taking appropriate action for the enforcement of these orders.
  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

# 262, Block-N, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Seed Corporation,

SCO 835-36, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 450 of 2007

Present:
i) Shri N.K.Batra, complainant in person.



ii) Shri R.K. Sexena, Superintendent (Admn,)o/o PUNSEED.
ORDER

Heard


The complainant has made a submission to the Court that information in respect of point No. 3, 4, & 5 of his application dated 12-12-2006 has still not been provided to him. Insofar as the seniority list mentioned at sr. No. 3 is concerned, the respondent has informed the Court that there was no seniority list of Dy. SPOs / SSPOs as on 1-1-1996.  Insofar as point Nos. 4 & 5 are concerned, the respondent states that the concerned file could not be located despite strenuous efforts.  This response is clearly not acceptable since there is a written communication which was sent by the office of the Corporation to the complainant stating that his pay would be fixed after the disposal of the representation of Sh. M.S.Rathi. It is, therefore, incumbent upon the respondent to provide the notings of the office file on which this letter was issued.


Another opportunity is given to the respondent to locate the concerned papers and supply the required information to the complainant, which may be done within 10 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, (Prisoner)

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

District Jail, Chamba, Himachal Pardesh.
  
    ______________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.






       ____________ Respondent

CC No. 663 of 2007

Present:
None

ORDER

This case was fixed on 22-6-2007 and again today, the  6th July,2007. The respondent in this case, the PIO, office of the SSP, Batala, has failed to appear on both the dates of hearings despite it having been recorded by the Court in its orders dated 22-6-2007, that  “ it is a matter of serious concern that the respondent has also absented himself.”
In view of the above, the following orders are passed:-
1. The information wanted by  the complainant, Sh. Gurpreet Singh, mentioned in his application dated 28-10-2006, addressed to  Mrs. Rupon Deol Bajaj,State Information Commissioner, Punjab,should be sent to him in District Jail, Chamba, (HP), immediately. The applicant is hereby exempted from submission of his application in the  prescribed form and from payment of application fee of Rs. 10/-.
2. The PIO, or the APIO, office of the SSP, Batala, should explain to the Court on the next date of hearing why he failed to appear  in  the Court and why the notice /orders of this Court  dated 31-5-2007 and 22-6-2007 have been ignored.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.  A copy of these orders should also, be sent to Shri Suresh Arora, IPS, Inspector General of Police, Office of the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh., for information and such necessary action as he may deem fit to take in the matter.

     


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum- Distt. Election Officer,

Tarn Taran.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 402 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.

Today’s hearing was fixed to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him by the respondent on 22-6-2007. Apparently the complainant does not wish to point out any deficiency.


Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th  July, 2007

