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

Sh. Kamal Soni,

132, Goal bagh,

Narain nagar,

Amritsar.





  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Secretary,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.                               



  __________ Respondent

CC No.     1286    of 2007

Present:
i) 
  None on behalf of the   complainant.
ii) 
  Sh. Madan Gopal Singh, Sr. Asstt, on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

In this case, the complainant has sought to know the reasons for the orders passed by Shri B.S.Mangat, President, Distt. Consumer Disputes Redressal Forum, Amritsar.  He had also filed a complaint against the President with the State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission,Punjab. In response the respondent has informed him that his complaint has been considered by the President of the State Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission, who found no substance in it and it has been filed being devoid of any merit.

There is no further action which can be taken by the respondent in this case, nor can the complainant ask for comments on queries raised by him with reference to the  quasi-judicial order passed by the Presiding Officer of a Distt Consumer Disputes Redressal  Forum.  In case he has any doubt and queries regarding the  order, he has to take legal recourse against the order.

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:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Maghar Singh Sidhu,

Ward No. 16, Radraka Mohalla,

Mansa.





  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.
                               



  __________ Respondent

CC No.     1463    of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii) 
 Sh. Vikrant  Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

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


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Boota Singh Bajaj,

R/o Mall Road, Near SSP Residence,

Hoshiarpur. 





  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Deptt. Of Forest, Hoshiarpur.       



  __________ Respondent

CC No.     1468    of 2007

Present:
i) Sh.Boota Singh Bajaj,  complainant in person.

ii)  Sh.Kulraj Singh, Range Officer ,Forest,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The  respondent has brought with him the information required by the complainant  in the Court today but it could not be handed over to the complainant because of the late arrival of the respondent. The respondent has been directed to send this information to the complainant by post, so that he may look into it and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 4-10-2007 for further orders.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jatinder Singh, Prisoner,
S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

Central Jail,Tajpur Road,

 Ludhiana.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jagraon.


       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     258    of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  HC Nirbhai Singh No. 313/ Jagraon,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has correctly informed the complainant that a copy of the application given by the third party to the police cannot be given to him under the RTI Act.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rashpinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Jeet Singh,

R/o Vill. Pacca Chisti,

Tehsil Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.


       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     256    of 2007

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)   HC  Nirmal Singh,,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

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


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Anil Bhardwaj,

C/o M/s Federation of Indian Micro & Small Enterprises, 

B-4/161, Safdarjung Enclave,

New Delhi.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director,

Deptt. Of Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.


       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     260    of 2007

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the   complainant.
ii)  
Sh. Harbhinder Singh, Jt. Director, Agriculture, and Sh. Mohinder Kumar,Legal Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant in this case has already been provided to him.  Vide his letter dated 4-7-2007, the appellant had written to the first appellate authority seeking a clarification on the following points:-
i) Discrepancies in different sets of data provided by the APIO with reference to his application dated 9-3-2007.

ii) Grounds of refusal of the APIO to provide the information asked for in paragraph 4(1) of his application dated 9-3-2007 relating to the values found in the analysis of sub standard fertilizer.
The respondent has clarified in the Court today that the information provided to the  appellant about the number of samples drawn and passed etc. with reference to his application dated 9-3-2007 vide his letter dated 5-4-2007 was not complete and full and complete information was given vide his letter dated 9-5-2007.  The appellant should accordingly ignore the information provided vide letter dated 5-4-2007.  Insofar as refusal to supply the information pertaining to para 4(1), mentioned above is concerned, the respondent states that the details of the fertilizer  supply by different parties and of different brands would result in the revelation of commercially sensitive data and had, therefore, been withheld.  This refusal to supply the information under section 8 of the RTI Act is 
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hereby upheld.  







 

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


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Medical Officer,

Batala.


       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     161   of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  appellant.
ii)  
 Dr. V.K. Khullar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that he had not received the original application for information from the appellant nor any postal order by way of payment of application fees.


A copy of the application dated 16-1-2007 was, however, sent to the respondent along with the Court’s notice and the information required by the appellant has also been prepared by the respondent. We, therefore, direct the respondent that the total amount of application fees and the prescribed fee @ Rs. 2/- per page should be intimated by the respondent to the appellant at his postal address.  The required information may be given to the appellant after he has deposited the fees.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer,

Cental Works Division, Sangrur,

PWD B&R, Patiala.
       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     195    of    2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  appellant.
ii) 
Sh. Joginder Singh,SDE, Central Works Div.Sangrur at Patiala.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is ready  to be delivered to him but he has  yet not deposited the prescribed fees of Rs. 400/ which  has been intimated to him vide letter dated 30-3-2007.  This case is accordingly disposed of with the directions to the respondent  to give the information to the  appellant when he deposits the required fees.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer,

Personnel Division, RS Dam,

Shahpurkandi. Gurdaspur.
       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     203   of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  appellant.
ii)  
Sh. Chander Kanta, Asstt. Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 27-8-2007.


Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division ,

PWD B&R, Shimla Pahari

Near PWD rest House, Pathankot.


  __________ Respondent

AC No.     202   of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  appellant.
ii) 
 Sh. Satvinder Pal Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent stated that the information required by the complainant will run into approx. 5000 pages and its preparation will also seriously affect the working and efficiency of his office.  In the first instance, therefore, the complainant should be asked to deposit  an amount of Rs. 10,000/- with the respondent which will be adjusted after the information has been prepared.  Insofar as the fact that the collection of information, in accordance with the appellant’s application, will adversely affect the public interest is concerned, both the appellant and the respondent may make their  respective submissions on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 am on 4-10-2007 for further orders.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mahesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ruldu Ram,

M/s Mahesh Electronics,

Janta Market, Railway Road,

Budlada, 

Distt. Mansa.

  
                         ___________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o President,

Market  Committee,

Budhlada, 

Distt. Mansa.





________ Respondent

CC No. 1011 of 2007

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



ii) Sh. S.P.Garg, Advocate,Market Committee, Budhlada.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent in full.


Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

# HL-168, Sukhdev Nagar,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.


_________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Divisional Forest Officer,

Opp. PUDA Office,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.
_____________ Respondent

CC No. 938 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the  complainant.


ii)  Sh. Brij Lal, Range Officer, Doraha, on behalf of the 


          
respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the orders of this Court dated 16-8-2007, the required information has been given to the complainant.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Des Raj,

# 91-A, Dilbagh Nagar,

Basti Guzan,

Jalandhar.

  
   

  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing director,

PUNSUP, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 995 of 2007

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



ii)
Sh. BPS Rana, Asst. Manager,(PRI), PUNSUP.on behalf of 



the respondnent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in full.  The complainant has raised some objections which have been discussed and found to be without any substance.


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:   13th September, 2007
State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.83-84  (2nd  Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

Revenue Accountant,

O/o AEE, Computer Service Centre,

SCO -2433-34, Sector -22-C,

Chandigarh.





____________Complainant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary,Govt. of Punjab,

Vigilance Deptt., Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.





____________ Respondent

CC No.421of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Ashok Kumar, complainant in person.
ii)    Sh. Parveen Kumar,Budget Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders of this Court dated 23-8-2007, the respondent has supplied the definition of the term “others” in the Court today.

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:   13th September, 2007
 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.

In compliance with the orders of  this  Court  dated 6-9-2007, the respondent has informed the complainant that he has not been short listed for the post of Lecturer in Public Administration because the  short listing Committee has decided that  in order to be  called for the interview,  the candidate must either be Ph.D or must have obtained first class through out his academic career ( Matric,  +2,  BA,  and MA) and he does not fulfill this requirement. Therefore 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:   13th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sunil Subroy,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal market, Mission Road,

Pathankot.





  
   


__________ Appellant 

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Executive Engineer,

Cental Works Division, Sangrur,

PWD B&R, Patiala.
       



  __________ Respondent

AC No.     199  of 2007

Present:
None.

ORDER


The appellant has requested for adjournment in this case and the respondent also is not present.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 4-10-2007.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   13th September, 2007
