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/oThe Managing Director,

Housefed.. SCO 150-52,Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  86 of 2006

Present:
i)   Prof.(Mrs.) J.K. Cheema,on behalf of the complainant.


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

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has submitted a detailed representation through Sh. Amit Sharma, Advocate, urging that there is no strength in the present complaint, which may be dismissed.
Insofar as the penalty of Rs. 50,000/- imposed on the PIO,= Sh. Manjit Singh, is concerned, the respondent has made a submission that the details of the non-delivery of the registered notice of this Court, sent to Sh. Manjit Singh, have been asked for by him from the postal authorities under the RTI Act, 2005, and the case may accordingly be adjourned.
Accepting the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 14-6-2007 for further consideration. The representation of the respondent dated 12-4-2007, a copy of which  may be sent to the complainant, will also be taken up for arguments on that date.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Ms. Harjinder Kaur,

D/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

#  101 Kartarpura,

Nabha..






……… Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Sr. Superintendent of .Police,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No.699 of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh. Anmol Singh, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  ASI. Ms. Surinder Kaur,&S.Santosh Kumar, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The required information has been given by the respondent to the complainant.  A copy of the report of the Inquiry which had been conducted into the complainant’s letter dated 19-5-2006, according to which the registration of a FIR was not found to be justified, has also been given 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  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Lalit Mohan  Sharma,

SR House, Opp.Personal Point,

Near Gore Wala Chowk, 110ft. Road,

Bhatinda 151001





  ………Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Technical Education Deptt.,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No. 796 of 2006

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



ii)   S.Chanchal  Singh Bal, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER
Heard.

The complainant in this case has intimated that he would not be able to attend the hearing today due to an injury in an accident.  He has also intimated that he has not received the required information from the PIO, Department of Technical Education, Government of Punjab.
The respondent has informed the Court that an inquiry had been conducted into the alleged recruitment scam. However, a copy of the report cannot be given to the complainant because of the non availability of the file.  The respondent has also contacted the Inquiry Officer who had conducted the inquiry but he had not retained a copy of the report with him. 

The respondent has also submitted to the Court, a copy of the letter dated 10-4-2007 which has been written by the Department of Technical Education, Punjab, to the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Chandigarh, U.T. Administration, requesting for investigation into the matter regarding the misplacement of the file. 
In the above circumstances, no further action is required  to be taken in this case, which is disposed of  with the following directions:-
i) The respondent is directed to make available a copy of the     inquiry report as and when it is located as a result of the 

          police investigation or otherwise and supply the same to the 

          complainant ;
(2)

ii)  The respondent may consider holding the inquiry afresh in view of the seriousness of the allegations.

Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated 12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

Shop No. 2,Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No. 146 of 2006
Present:
i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

It has come to the notice of this Court that the PIO concerned for the office of the Tehsildar is S.D.O. (Civil),  Gurdaspur.  A copy of the application for information dated 23-8-2006 is therefore, sent to the PIO-cum-SDO (Civil) Gurdaspur, with the directions that the information required by the complainant may be sent to him within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 17-5-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






………… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.






………….Respondent

AC No.   11  of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person. 



ii) Sh. Joginder Singh, PIO, Pb. .School  Edu.. Board.          

ORDER


Heard.

The required information has been given by the respondent to the appellant.

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  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Sanjeev Kumar,

 Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Gurdaspur






………….Respondent

AC No.   13 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the complainant. 



ii)Sh. Kuldeep Sharma, JE, on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


Heard.

The required information has been given by the respondent 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  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Sanjeev Kumar

Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Pathankot.






………….Respondent

AC No.18 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the complainant. 



ii) Sh. Parminder Singh, Executive Officer, I.T. Pathankot.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a commitment that he will intimate the  fees payable by the complainant @ Rs. 2/- per page
 for the information required  within 10 days, after which the information which is  voluminous, will be  delivered in the office of the complainant in Pathankot through a messenger within three days of the deposit of the fees by the complainant.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-5-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. V.B.Handa,

Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

H.O.Nabha Road,

Patiala.














…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o. Member Secretary,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Nabha Road,  Patiala.




………….Respondent

CC No.   49     of 2007

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



ii) Sh. Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in his letter dated 15-3-2007 have been removed by the respondent and the remaining information described by him in the aforementioned letter has been provided to him. Insofar as items No. 1 & 2 of the list described in the letter are concerned, there is no separate noting as mentioned in sr. No. 1 & 2, and the request of the complainant dated 28-1-1997 was not received in the office of the Pollution Control Board.  However, a detailed representation of the complainant dated 12-9-1997 in which reference has been made by the complainant to his letter dated 28-1-1997 has been dealt with in the office of the respondent, who has undertaken to supply the concerned notings and the reply which has been sent to the complainant to him, within three days.
Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Ms.Kulwinder  Kaur,

W/o  Dr. Jarnail Singh,

Ward No. 3,  Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur





…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mukatsar.






………….Respondent

CC No.  145  of 2007

Present:
i) Ms.  Kulwinder Kaur, complainant in person.



ii) Sh. Narinder Singh Rana, DSP,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

Apparently the orders of this Court passed on 22-3-2007 have been complied with and the remaining information has been given to the complainant.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Yash Paul Sachdeva,

R/o HIG 694, Urban Estate,Phase I,

 Patiala.






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






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






    ………….Respondent

CC No. 39  of 2007

Present:
i ) Sh.  Yash Paul Sachdeva, complainant in person 

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

Heard.

The required information to the extent available with the respondent has been provided to the complainant
 and 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  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Batala.






………….Respondent

CC No 396     of 2006

Present:
i)Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person

          ii)  Sh Rakesh    Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent submits that the information may be collected personally by the complainant since it runs into hundreds  of pages and is very voluminous. 
The complainant however states that it will not be possible to do this and insists to receiving the information as mentioned by him in his application dated 1-7-2006  by post. The respondent has made a commitment to send the information to the complainant by speed post or through a messenger to his office in Pathankot within seven days from today.  Since the information was asked for on 1-7-2006 and no  response was made by the respondent even after the prescribed period of 30 days under the RTI Act, no fees will be payable by the complainant.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Harminder Singh Khokhar,

#  306,  Lahori Gate,

Patiala.




…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Punjabi  University,

Patiala.




              ………….Respondent

CC No. 253  and 350 of 2007
Present:
i) Sh. Harmohinder Singh Khokhar, complainant in person.



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

Heard.

In both these cases, the complainant and the respondent are the same and they are therefore being taken up together.  The information required by the complainant has been provided by the respondent in both the cases, except that a document, namely, the letter written by Prof. Narinder Singh Kapoor, which has been quoted in the letter of  Dr. Gulshan Rai Kataria,  has been stated by the respondent to be not available on record.  In fact,  in CC-69/2006, which has been decided by the Bench of CIC, it has been recorded that an inquiry was also instituted by the Vice Chancellor into the loss of the concerned document but the same could not be found and this conclusion was accepted by the Hon’ble Bench in that case. Secondly, the complainant wants copies of three explanations called for  from him and his replies (total six documents) which have been referred to in a report of his conduct, which states that it pertains to the period from 25th March,2002 to 25th November,2002.  The six documents supplied by the University cover the period from 19-6-2001 to 4-9-2002.  The complainant was informed by Shri Rajinder Singh, Senior Assistant, office of the Punjabi University, in the Court today that apart from these six documents, there is no other explanation which was sought from him.


Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Bhushan  Kumar,

Petronet  LNG Ltd.,

World Trade Centre,

Barakhamba Lane,

New Delhi






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.




          

    ………….Respondent

CC No.,289 & 301  of 2007
Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant 



Ii)  Sh. Sukhminder Singh, Assistant ,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has stated in both the cases that no action is now required to be taken by the Distt. Police, since the challan in this case has been filed in the Court.  This reply, however, is not satisfactory since there are specific points on which the information has been asked for by the complainant. In each of these two cases, it needs to be responded to separately.

In the above circumstances, we direct that Ms. Ramela Devi,S.I., who deals with these cases, should appear before this Court on the next date of hearing and explain  why the specific information asked for by the complainant covered by the four points mentioned in his application dated 2-1-2007 and by five points mentioned in  his application dated 6-1-2007 has not been supplied to him.  The PIO-cum-SSP Patiala should also go through these applications carefully and supply such information to the complainant, as has not been submitted along with the challan in this case to the Court, before the next date of hearing.
Adjourned  to 10 AM on 17-5-2007 for further orders.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Sh.  Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 80, Premier Enclave,




Vill. Nichhi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh,
 Chandigarh Roard,

Ludhiana.






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.




              ………….Respondent

CC No.  262   of 2007
Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant.



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

Heard.

The respondent has stated that according to the  routine report of the SHO,Sarabha Nagar P.S.Ludhiana, a copy of which has been shown to the Court, the details of the passport of the complainant in FIR No. 210 dated 21-11-2006 were neither asked for nor given by the complainant.

In these circumstances, the information asked for in this case is not possible to be given.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Manjeet Singh Kamboj,

#  2019 Sector 23/C,

Chandigarh.




…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board,

149-152, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.




              ………….Respondent

CC No. 302 of 2007
Present:
i)   Sh. Manjit Singh Kamboj , complainant in person.



ii) Sh. Chander Shekhar  Kalia, APIO, Pb. Mandi Board. ,on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant is not present.  The respondent, on the other hand, has sent a detailed  point-wise report  on the information 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  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

Post Box No. 361,

Head P.O. Ludhiana.




…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


                                                ………….Respondent

CC No. 279 of 2007
Present:
i) Sh. Tejinder Singh , complainant in person.



ii)  ASI Ms. Surinder Kaur and HC Santosh Kumar ,on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for three items of information. Firstly, a copy of the inquiry / investigation report into FIR No. 210 of 2006, secondly, a copy of the application given by the complainant on the basis of which the inquiry is being conducted and thirdly, the inquiry report (including legal opinion) on  the    basis of
 which the FIR was registered.  The respondent states that a copy of the inquiry/investigation report into the FIR cannot be given to the complainant because the inquiry is still going on.  However as regards the other two items, the information is available on the concerned file which  has been sent to the DSP , Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, for investigation.
Notice accordingly is given to the PIO, O/o the Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh, to give the following information to the complainant in this case, within ten days of the date of receipt of these orders,. through speed post:-
i)A copy of the complaint on the basis of which the inquiry was conducted by the SHO, P.S. Sarabha  Nagar, Model Town, Ludhiana, and a copy of the legal opinion obtained, leading to the registration of FIR No. 210 dated 29-11-2006.

ii)A copy of the inquiry report of the SHO, P.S. Model Town, Ludhiana, on the basis of which the said FIR No. 210 of 2006 was registered.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 17-5-2007. The authorized representative of the PIO, o/o The Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh, should be present on the next date of hearing and submit a report of 
Contd……2

(  2  )
compliance of these orders.  A copy of the complaint submitted by the complainant along with a copy of his application for information dated 11-12-2006 may also be enclosed along with these orders for ready reference of the PIO,office of the Director of Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Ms. Shalini,

D/o S. Vinay Kumar Adya,

BVV  11033, Rai Bahadur Road,

Purana Bazar,

Ludhiana




…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  sr. Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.




              ………….Respondent

CC No.257 of 2007
Present:
i) S. Vinay  Kumar Adya, on behalf of the complainant.



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

Heard.

The required information in this case has been brought by the respondent to the Court and has been handed over to the complainant.  Since a period of morethan 30 days  has lapsed since the receipt of the application for information, no fees will be payable by the complainant for the same.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 10-5-2007 to give  him an opportunity to the complainant to point out any deficiency in the information.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Ms. Rattan Kaur,

 Wd/o  Sh.  Kirpa Singh,

Vill. Gambowal,P.O. Khudda,

Tehsil  Dasuya,Distt. Hoshiarpur.



…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oDeputy Inspector General of Police,

Jalandhar Range,

Jalandhar Cantt.




              ………….Respondent

CC No.  303 of 2007
Present:
i)  None,on behalf of the complainant .



Ii) S. Harpreet  Singh, DSP,Dasuya ,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to her  by the respondent and a receipt obtained for the same, which has been seen  by  this Court.

Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.  Dinesh  Berry,

Berry Farm,

Opp Fauji Dhabha,

Dugri Road,

PO  Millarganj,Ludhiana




…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.




              ………….Respondent

CC No. 280 of 2007
Present:
i)   Sh. Dinesh Berry, complainant in person.



Ii)  S. Tejinder Singh, S.P. (D),on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been prepared afresh by the respondent and has been handed over to him in the Court today.

The complainant may go through the information and point out deficiencies, if any, to the S.P.(D), Amritsar , who will remove the same before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 17-5-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated  12th  April, 2007.




