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

Sh.Mahesh  Kumar,

#  286,  W. No. 14, Near Shelly Nursing Home,

Braman Majra,

SIRHIND..


  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Secretary to Government,  Punjab,

Local Government Deptt.,

Chandigarh.                               



  __________ Respondent

CC No.     1428     of 2007

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

ii)  
Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Assistant, o/o DDLG, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information wanted by the complainant in this case concerns the action taken by the respondent on the representation of a third party, which is not legally permissible under the RTI Act.  The complainant has been advised to make a direct application to the respondent raising the points concerning his grievances, and ask for information about the action taken by the respondent on the points mentioned therein.  In case he does not get a satisfactory reply from the respondent, he may come to the Commission in a fresh complaint.


Disposed of.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh.Rajesh  Sharma,

SCF 383, Top Floor, Sector 37-D,

Chandigarh.


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Principal Secretary to Government,Punjab,

Defence Services Deptt, Mini Sectt.

Sector 9, Chandigarh.                      __________ Respondent

CC No.   1442  of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
Wg. Commdr. H.S.Kang, and Sh. Rajneesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt., 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 15-5-2007.  In  his complaint, the complainant has alleged that complete information has not been provided to him.  On going through the information which has been provided, however, I conclude  that the complainant is not correct  and that the information which is available with the respondent has been given to the complainant. No further action is required to be taken in this case.
The complainant is not present.
Disposed of.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh.Rajesh  Sharma,

SCF 383, Top Floor, Sector 37-D,

Chandigarh


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Deputy Director,

Deptt. Of Sainik Welfare Pb, Sainik Bhawan,

Sector 21 D,Chandigarh_


_________ Respondent

CC No.   1444          of 2007

Present:
i)
 None on behalf of the complainant.
ii) 
 Wg. Commdr. H.S.Kang, and Sh. Rajneesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

.

ORDER


Heard.
The only objection of the complainant to the information which has been provided by the respondent is that the information has been given in respect of only six districts of Punjab.  However, the respondent has stated in the Court today that the Computer Centers are being run only in these districts and no other district of Punjab.  Therefore, full information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent.
The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh.Gurdial Singh,

Finance Secretary,

PIC/ MC, Pensioners Bhawan,

Mini Sectt.Ludhiana


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Pr.Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Finance Department,

Chandigarh._



_________ Respondent

CC No.         1404          of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

The respondent in this case has raised an objection to the complainant’s application for information in their letter dated 19-6-2007 addressed to the complainant that he  has only sought clarifications regarding  “admissibility of  option and pay fixation etc.”  which  is not covered in the definition of “information” under the RTI Act.
The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.   








  
             (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh.Gurdial Singh,

Finance Secretary,

PIC/MC,Pensioners Bhawan,

Mini Sectt.Ludhiana


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Director of Employment,Punjab,

SCO 46/2 Sector E, Chandigarh


__________ Respondent

CC No.  1405        of 2007

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant .
ii) 
Ms. Kamlesh Bhandari, Addl. Director, Deptt. Of Employment, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court that they have already given the wanted information to the complainant vide their letter dated 16-3-2007. Actually, the complainant has raised some objections to the information which has been supplied  which form the basis of his complaint before the Commission.  The respondent, therefore, is directed to send a reply to the complainant to the four objections raised in his complaint dated 3-7-2007 within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders. A copy of the complaint dated 3-7-2007 of the complainant may again be enclosed with these orders for the respondent’s ready reference.


Disposed  of.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

 Encl..1

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

Sh..Hem Raj Uppal,

1140,  Sector 68,

Mohali


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Sr. Supdt. Police,

Mohali




__________ Respondent

CC No.   1434       of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh. Hem  Raj  Uppal, complainant in person.

ii) 
Sh.  Hargobind Singh, DSP, Mohali, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The information asked for by the complainant in this case has been supplied by the respondent.  
Disposed  of.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh.Charanjit  Raj, S/o

Sh. Darshan Kataria,

VPO  Mukandpur

Nawan Shehar.


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Pr. Secretary to Government,  Punjab,

Deptt. Of Home,

Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  1441        of 2007

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

ii)  
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
Most of the information desired by the complainant in this case concerns  the details of the departmental inquiry which has been conducted  against ASI Karamjit Singh, which is a third party information and cannot be provided to him.  However, since the departmental inquiry was initiated on the basis of  an allegation leveled by him, sr. no. 4 of the list of points on which he wants information  is relevant and I, therefore, direct that he may be given a copy of the final orders issued after the conclusion of the departmental inquiry which was held against ASI  Karamjit Singh.
Neither the  PIO nor the concerned APIO is present in the Court despite the issuance of Notice  dated 29-8-2007.  I direct that the PIO or his representative should be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been provided to the complainant in compliance with the orders being passed today.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 4-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh..M. S. Toor,

Advocate, Chamber 206, II floor,

New Courts, Ludhiana


  
   __________ Complainant

  Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Sr. Supdt. Police,

Ludhiana




              __________ Respondent

CC No.     1461         of 2007
Present:
None.

ORDER


.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, which shows that the complainant has got the desired information or is not interested in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed of. 


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Dr. Jasmer Singh,

108- A,    Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana...


  
   __________ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Registrar,

Guru Angad Dev Vat. & Animal Sc. University,,

Ludhiana.




_________ Respondent

CC No.    1452      of 2007

Present:
None.

ORDER


.
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, which shows that the complainant has got the desired information or is not interested in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed of. 



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Nimal Singh,

# 568, Giani Zail Singh Nagar,

Ropar.


  
   
   __________ Complainant 

 Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.




_____________ Respondent

CC No. 891 of 2007

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

ii)  Sh. Vikrant  Sharma,Advocate,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has stated that the reply to be issued to the complainant is ready and will be given to him within three days.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

Inspector, Municipal Council,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.


  
   
    ___ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police-cum-

Commandant General, Punjab Home Guards and Director Civil Defence,

Punjab , 17-Bays Building,Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






_____ Respondent

CC No. 1273 of 2007

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant .
ii)     Sh. Manjit Singh, Clerk,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The remaining information has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 23-8-2007,

Disposed  of.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Malkiat Singh,

Flat No. 521, 6th Floor,

Housefed Complex.

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Block  E, Ludhiana..





….……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Cooperative  Societies, Punjab,
Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  104  of 2007
Present:
i)  
None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)  
Sh. Daljit Singh, Inspector, o/o RCS, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has made a commitment that a complete reply will be sent to the appellant in response to his application for information dated 25-11-2006, which will contain parawise response to his complaints dated 22-12-2004, 1-3-2005, and 7-3-2005 and  to the other points mentioned at sr. no. 2 to 5 of his application, before the next date of hearing.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment since he had to attend the District Consumer Court, Ludhiana, today.


The request of the PIO for waiving off the cost of  Rs. 500/-, which was imposed upon him  in the orders of this Court dated 2-8-2007, is rejected and this amount should now definitely be made over to the  appellant before the next date of hearing.

 I expect that the PIO or the concerned APIO will also be present in the Court on the next date of hearing. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance


            



    (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh.  Mohd. Jamil,

S/o Mr. Ahmad, Vill. Binjoke Khurd, 

Tehsil Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.

_______________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal,

Government College, Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1045 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Mohd. Jamil,   complainant in person.



ii) Sh. Abdus  Salam, Principal , Govt. College, Malerkotla.

ORDER

Heard


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


Disposed of.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.32-34,(1st  Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

S. Surinder Pal,

Lawyer. Hall No.1 Opp. Chamber 106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers Complex, 

Distt Courts,Ludhiana   





--------
 Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Indian Red Cross Society,

Patiala.






        ………….Respondent

CC No.  242  of 2007

Present:
i)
S. Surinder Pal, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant


ii)
 Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Accountant, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has informed the Court that the information required by him has been sent through a courier.  The complainant desires to have an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him by the respondent.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-10-2007 to give the desired opportunity to the complainant.


            
                      
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Prithipal  Singh,

S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

86,  Phase  2,Mohali



 _______ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Deptt. of  Defence Services,

Mini Sectt., Sector 9,Chandigarh.-160001 
_________ Respondent

CC No  999  of 2007

Present:
i)  
S. Prithipal  Singh,  complainant in person.

ii) 
Wg. Commdr. H.S.Kang, and Sh. Rajneesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has shown several other reminders which have been sent to the Government of India, for the list referred to in the Punjab Government Memo. dated 15-3-1999, in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 9-8-2007, but there  has been no response from the Government of India.  The complainant has today raised  a doubt that the list containing the names of the ex-service men to whom the rehabilitation package  of Punjab Government was to be extended has been prepared and is available in the Government of Punjab and no such list has been sent by the Government of India.  He has further stated that he has made a representation for being given the rehabilitation package since he was court marshalled for having left the army and  his case was also recommended by the Director,  Department of Defence Services, Punjab.   Under these circumstances, the actual pertinent information which the complainant wants and fully deserves to get, is the reason for his being excluded from the rehabilitation package, since on the face of it, his case is the same as of all the others who have got the rehabilitation package and there is no apparent reason for his being left out.

The respondent has made a commitment that he will go into the full records of the case available in the Directorate or in the Government and will make an effort to give this information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Rajesh  Sharma,

SCF 383, Top Floor, Sector 37-D,

Chandigarh.


  
   __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o.Principal Secretary to Government,Punjab,

Defence Services Deptt, Mini Sectt.

Sector 9, Chandigarh.                      __________ Respondent

CC No.     1443        of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
Wg. Commdr. H.S.Kang, and Sh. Rajneesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

.

ORDER


Heard.
In response to the application for information of the complainant, the respondent has informed him that there is no other information available in the department other than what has been provided to him with reference to his complaint no. CC-1442/2007.  The respondent has correctly informed that the information asked for by him in Annexure “A” of his application is a  third party information of a confidential nature which cannot be given.
The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  6th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

