State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Kulraj Rai, Advocate,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

53, Bank Enclave, Phase-II,

Mithapur Road, Jalandhar.


 _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Controller (Finance),

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Vatavaran Bhawan, 

Nabha Road, Patiala. 



________________ Respondent

AC No.105 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh.Kulraj Rai,  appellant in person.



ii)   Sh.Narinder Singh, Asstt. Director,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The required information has been handed over by the respondent to the appellant in the Court today.

Disposed of. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Des Raj,

s/o Sh. Kirpal Singh,

4125-C, Central Rvenue Officers Colony,

Sector -37-C, Chandigarh.



 _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.




________________ Respondent

.






 

.





AC No. 109 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh.Des  Raj,  appellant in person.



ii)  H.C. Surjit Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been provided  to him by the respondent, according to which, of the two items of information required by the appellant, the first  has been submitted to the Court along with  the challan which has already been put up  in FIR No. 405 dated 4-11-2006, and the second is not traceable in the record of the Police Station, Balongi.

Disposed  of. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Dr. P.N.Gupta,

#  BXX-1373,  Krishna Nagar,

Puran Singh Kamla Chakki Wali Gali,

Ghumar Mandi,

Ludhiana.






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Registrar, Coop. Societies,,Punjab,

Sector 17,  Chandigarh.







ii) The Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,Pb.,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No. 58 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)   Sh. Gagan Vishal and S. Darshan Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the required information and is satisfied with it.

Disposed  of. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Smt. Asha Tiwari,

W/o Sh. Kulbushan Rai,

96, Baba Makhan Shar,

Lubana Nagar, Jalandhar.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






………….Respondent

CC No. 219 of 2007

Present:
i)   Ms. Asha Tewari,   complainant in person.



ii)   ASI  Suraj  Parkash,PS Div-3,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The ASI, who has appeared before the Court, has stated that the application moved by the complainant has been enquired into and filed.  He has submitted to the Court a copy of the report which has been sent by Police Station Division No. 3, to the office of the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar.  He is not aware whether this report has been forwarded to the complainant by the PIO. A copy thereof has been handed over to the complainant in the Court.
Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Smt. Santosh Pathak,

VPO  Sahni,

Tehsil  Phagwara,

Kapurthala.





           …………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Director, Health Services, Punjab,

Sector 34,   Chandigarh




………….Respondent

CC No. 401 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the complainant.
ii)   Dr. Rajinder Singh Minhas and Dr. Sunil Mahajan,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent  has stated that one more month is required for compliance of the orders of this Court dated 22-3-2007.  The complainant is satisfied with the efforts being made by the respondent and has no objection to the grant of this adjournment. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh. Surinder Pal,

Band Gali, Nr. Chinta Purni Mandir,

W.No. 2, Mandi Dabwali-125104,

Distt. Bathinda.
    


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board, SCO 149-52, Sec-17-C,

Chandigarh.




 

………….Respondent

CC No. 227 of 2007

Present:
i)   None  on behalf of the  complainant 


ii)  S.Chander Shekhar Kalia,APIO,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has submitted a written report to the effect that the required information has been sent to the complainant free of cost.  The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 80, Premier Enclave, 

Vill. Nichhi Mangli, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.  

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Civil Supply Controller,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No.   231  of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant
ii)   Sh  Ramesh Panglia, AFSO,Ludhiana.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has stated before the Court that  the details of the Ration Card Holders and the Ration Depots have been supplied to the complainant  but the details of ‘D’ Forms have not been supplied since these contain the personal particulars  of the applicants.  The complainant is not present.
Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. S.K. Gupta,

Ex-Managing Committee Member 

82-H, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhaina.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No.  359 of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)   Sh Gagan  Vishal and S. Darshan Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that some record has been provided by the Adarsh Coop. Building Society. Ludhiana, to the complainant but he has not been provided complete information by the Society,  which has taken the plea that the issue whether Coop. Societies are Public authorities as defined in the RTI Act is under adjudication in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in another case, in which the proceedings before the Commission have been stayed.
The complainant is not present

The case is adjourned sine die. Fresh notices to the parties   will be issued, if necessary, after the decision in the pending case before the Hon’ble High Court.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. D.R.Singla,

H. No. 538, Phase  6,

Mohali.






…………Complainant. 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali
.






………….Respondent

CC No. 672 of 2006
Present:
i)   .None on behalf of the complainant


ii)    HC Surjit Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the DSP (City) Mohali, is making an inquiry as stated by the complainant, but it is still going on and a copy of the inquiry report will be supplied to the complainant when it is completed.

The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                        
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,

#  49, Preet Vihar,

Mehas Gate, Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana..






………….Respondent

CC No.  79 of 2007

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



ii)   ASI Surinder Kaur,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

.The respondent states that most of the information required by the complainant has been given to him and the remaining information will also be given to him within 10 days.  The complainant has no objection to an adjournment for this purpose.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 22-6-2007 for confirmation of compliance. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Dwarka Dass,

C/o Krishan Cycle Store,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.






…………Complainant. 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana..






………….Respondent

CC No.  721 of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh  Dwarka Dass,  complainant in person.



ii)   Sh. Kamikar Singh,Clerk,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 29-3-2007, the concerned inquiry has been completed and a copy of the inquiry report has been provided to the complainant.

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

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,

S/o Piara Lal, Teacher,

Opp. Ganga Oil Mills,

Jawarharke Road, Mansa.


 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Subordinate Service Selection Board,

Punjab, SCO-156-160, Sector 8-C,

Chandigarh..






………….Respondent

CC No. 244  of 2007

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



ii)   Sh.Balwant Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided by the respondent.  The complainant alleges that some names in the merit list have been repeated and in case this mistake is rectified, he would get selected for appointment as Science Teacher since he is high up in the list of unselected candidates.  For this purpose, however, he would have to approach the Subordinate Service Selection Board authorities and the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Education Department , or a Civil Court

Disposed  of. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                       
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Surinder Singh,

# 672, Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar,

 Jalandhar  City    





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






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.






………….Respondent

CC No. 636 of 2006
Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.

Only one point in the application for information remains to be answered, regarding explanation of delay which has occurred between the receipt of the first complaint by the Corporation against the concerned construction company and the notice which was issued against the alleged violations.  From the absence of both the parties, we may infer that a suitable reply has been sent by the respondent to the complainant in this regard.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill,

Opp. Old SDM’s Court, Near Asian Footwears,

MOGA.





…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Sr. Superintendent of Police,

MOGA




              ………….Respondent

CC No.470  of 2006
Present:
i)   Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill, Complainant in person.



ii)   HC. Mangal Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDERb

Heard.

In CC  470  of 2006, whereas S I Mohan Lal, from the office of the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Moga, appeared on 5-4-2007  and he has personally noted down the orders of the Court, H C Mangal Singh has appeared in the Court today in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 5-4-2007. A copy of the statement of S. Shamsher Singh ASI, recorded on 14-6-2006, has been provided by the respondent to the complainant. In case he wants the same to be attested, he will visit the office of the respondent and contact HC Mangal Singh for this purpose.  

Insofar as the attested copy of the telegram as mentioned at Sr. No. 6 of the application of the complainant is concerned, a copy thereof along with the information regarding the action taken on it will be provided to the complainant within seven days.

A copy of these orders should be forwarded to Shri Suresh Arora, Inspector General of Police, (HQ), Punjab, Chandigarh, for necessary action. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-6-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Karamjit Singh Gill,

Opp. Old SDM’s Court,

Near Asian Footwears,

Moga..






………… complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Deputy Commissioner,

MOGA.






………….Respondent

CC No.   469 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill,  complainant in person.



ii)   Sh.  M.S. Jaggi, PCS,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has provided the remaining information to the complainant, who is also satisfied with the personal efforts which have been made by the PIO, Shri M.S.Jaggi.  Only one piece of information, which relates to the fresh application made by the complainant, as suggested in the orders of this Court dated 15-3-2007, remains to be given to him, for which also the PIO  has contacted the SDM, Moga, and it is expected that the same will be given to the complainant within two weeks.  Insofar as the alleged signatures of the complainant on the “clearance  certificate” is concerned, about which an inquiry had been  directed to be held  in our orders dated 15-3-2007, the respondent states that an inquiry has been held and it has been found that the alleged signature is not  of that of the complainant, and the clerk in whose custody these official records are kept has been proceeded against under the Punishment  and Appeal  Rules and has been charge sheeted.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Gurdev Singh Gill, JDA (PP),
O/o Director Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector-34,

Chandigarh.




        _________________ Complainant 

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector-34,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No.337 of 2007

Present:
i)    S. Harpal Singh,Advocate, for the complainant .


ii)   Sh. Narankar Singh, Joint Director, Agriculture, on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In this case, the complainant has asked for a copy of the report submitted by the Inquiry Officer into the allegations leveled against him by  a private Company. The respondent has claimed privilege under section 8(1)(h) which states that “information which  would impede the process of investigation or apprehension or prosecution of offenders;”  is exempted from disclosure, on the ground that the allegations against the  complainant, which are dealt with in the ‘interim report’ are still being investigated.
We have seen the so called ‘interim report’ and find that the Inquiry officer has given very definite findings along with reasons, which can hardly be described as “interim”.  In case the department wishes to have the same allegations inquired into afresh, that is an administrative matter on which we will not comment, but we do not find privilege as claimed by the department in respect of the first report to be justified.
Accordingly, the respondent is directed to give an attested copy of the interim report required by the complainant to him. These directions have been complied with in the Court today.

 Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                                (P.K.Verma)
State Information Commissioner,

             State Information Commissioner





Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Krishan Lal

Mahavir Rice Mills,

Narwana Road, Pattran,

Distt. Patiala..





…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe  Managing Director,

PUNSUP, SCO  36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

CC No  213 . of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh.Krishan Lal, Complainant in person.



ii)   Sh. Ashok Dhadwal, Asstt. Manager, procurement, and Shri 


B.P.S.Rana, Asstt. Manager, PRI,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

.In compliance with the orders of this Court dated 5-4-2007, the respondents have submitted the concerned records to this Court and after their perusal, we accept the respondent’s contention that the records contain  material of vital concern with the ongoing case on the same subject  before the Civil Court in Samana, and  therefore cannot be given to the complainant.
In the above circumstances, we are not inclined to accept the request of the complainant for being given the documents he has asked for.  He has been advised to approach the Hon’ble Civil Court with his request.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Ramesh Bharwaj,

# 49, Preet Vihar,

Mesh Gate, Nabha,

Distt. Patiala. 




________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No.225 of 2007

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



ii)   Sh. Manminder Singh, S.P(Detective),on behalf of the 



respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent in this case has sent his report to the effect that no  swab or articles of clothing belonging to the alleged victim was received by HC Jaspal Singh No. 3205 ( in connection with the alleged rape of Smt. Renu Balla)  from Guru Tegh Bahadur  Hospital, Amritsar

The complainant has two objections to the report sent by the respondent, as follows:-

1.  The name of the husband of Smt. Renu Balla has been mentioned as  Krishan Lal.  The correct name is Kewal Krishan.

2.   Dr. Kuldip Kumar of Guru Tegh Bahadur Hospital , stated before the Additional  Sessions Judge  that the swab and articles of clothing were handed over to HC Jasbir Singh on 31-8-1997.  The aforementioned report of the respondent, however, mentions only HC Jaspal Singh, and does not state whether  according to the Police, Const. Jasbir Singh had received these articles or not.
The respondent is directed to send clarifications to the complainant on both the above points.
Since the  complainant states that another case on the same subject is being heard by  Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj and Mrs. Ravi Singh, State Information Commissions, the next date of hearing in which is 30-5-2007, this case is transferred to that Bench.       


                               Contd…….p.2
(  2  )

The parties are advised to appear before Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj and Mrs. Ravi Singh, on 30-5-2007 for confirmation of compliance of the directions contained in this order.

(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Bhim Chand,

# L-10, Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Tech.,

Dabwali Road, Bhatinda.



 _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar, 

Baba Farid University of Health & Medical Science,

Faridkot.
 



________________ Respondent

AC No.  95  of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)   Sh Tejinder Singh Dhindsa, Advocate.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

Sh. T.S.Dhindsa, Counsel, appearing on behalf of the respondent, has made a submission that the information required by the appellant pertains to PMT,2006 which was conducted by the Panjab University, Chandigarh.  The Panjab University, after declaring the results, sent the same to Baba Farid University for taking further necessary action for making the admissions  The documents required by the complainant are in the custody of the Panjab University and not the respondent.  He has submitted that the answer sheet of  the paper of the  appellant was obtained by the PIO/Baba Farid University from the Panjab University and supplied to the appellant although he ought to have taken action as prescribed under section 6(3)  of the RTI Act, which states that if an application is made to a public authority requesting for information which is held by another public authority, he shall transfer the application to that other public authority.  The remaining information required by the complainant is definitely covered by section 6(3). Counsel undertakes to forward the application to the PIO/ Panjab University in compliance with the provisions of the said sub section within 24 hours.

In the above circumstances, this case is disposed of and the appellant is advised to pursue his application for the remaining information with the PIO/ Panjab University, Chandigarh. 
(Kulbir Singh)

                         
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:  11th May, 2007
