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

Sh. Sachin Jain,

372-R Model Town,

Ludhiana- 141002.




______ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP,

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

Chandigarh.






____ Respondent

CC No. 1516 of 2007

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant . 

ii)     
  Sh. BPS Rana, Asstt. Manager, (PRI) Punsup, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


The complainant has informed that he has received the required information from the PIO and is satisfied with the same.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Subhash Khatana,

# 142/1, Sector-45-A,

Chandigarh.



  
  _________________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1514 of 2007

Present:
i)   
Dr. Subhash Khatana, complainant in person. 

ii)     
 Sh. Harbinder Singh, Jt. Director and Sh. Mohinder Kumar, 
Legal Asstt. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been given by the respondent in their letter No.2106 dated 2-8-2007 and in their letter  dated 12-9-2007 which along with its enclosures, has been handed over to the complainant in the Court today and in case the complainant wishes any further details regarding his application dated 7-5-2007, he may make a fresh application for the same.
Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajiv Bajaj,

A-12, Phase-VI,

Industrial Area, Mohali,


  
  ______ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Financial Commissioner Forest,

Govt. of Punjab, Punjab civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





________ Respondent

CC No. 1508 of 2007

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant . 

ii)     
  Sh. Gurbax Singh, Supdt(I)-cum-APIO,on behalf of the 
respondent
ORDER


Heard.

In response to the application for information, the information available with the respondent has been given to the complainant vide their letter No. 5331 dated 1-6-2007.  Some of the information which has been asked for is (a)  either not available, (b) too old or has been destroyed and (c) is not available because the concerned files are in the possession  of CBI.

It has further been explained to the respondent that the information which is more than 20 years old is not exempted u/s 8(3) of the RTI Act as stated by him in his reply to the complainant but rather, it is necessary to give any kind of information which is more than 20 years old to the applicant, and even the exemptions provided under section 8(1) do not apply to such information except for section 8(1) ( a ) ( c ) and  ( i ).


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pratap Singh Grover,

Q-13, First Floor,

Rajouri Garden, New Delhi- 110027.

  
  ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies,

Ludhiana.






______ Respondent

CC No. 1502 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. 

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagtar Singh,

VPO Talwandi Dogra,

Teh. & District Amritsar.


  

 _____ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies,

Amritsar-1.






____ Respondent

CC No. 1498 of 2007

Present:
i)   
Sh. Pardeep Rajput on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)       Shri Rakesh Kumar Popli, Asstt. Registrar, Coop. Societies, Amritsar.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the information to the extent which he requires from the respondent.


Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Kumar Verma,

JASCH, 43/5, Bahalgarh Road,

Sonipat 131021.



  

  _____ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Pb. Ex-Servicemen Corporation,

SCO-89-90, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.






______ Respondent

CC No. 1492 of 2007

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 Col. D. J. Singh, MD, Pb. Ex-servicemen Corporation.
ORDER


Heard.

In response to the application for information in this case, the respondent has informed the complainant that no Civil Writ Petition No. 9269 of 2007  titled 
“ Punjab Ex-Servicemen Corporation Versus Union Of India”  has been filed by the Corporation in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohit Jaggi, Advocate,

Flat No. 204, Group Housing No. 27,

Mansa Devi Complex, Sector-5,

Panchkula.



  

  _______ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Energy Dev. Agency, Solar Passive Complex,

Plot No. 1&2, Sector-33-D, Chandigarh.


__ Respondent

CC No. 1488 of 2007

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 Sh. S.S.Sekhon, APIO-cum-on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case was not  sent in the prescribed form with all  columns duly filled up.  The respondent has written to the complainant asking him  to give full details as per the requirement of the prescribed form but the letter has come back undelivered with the remarks that he does not reside at his given address.

In the above circumstances, 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:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhupinder Kumar,

O/o Estate Officer-cum- Chief Engineer,

Room No. 25, Thapar Hall, 

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.



  

 ____ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.





____ Respondent

CC No. 1484 of 2007

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant . 

ii)     
 Sub Inspector Mrs. Surinder Kaur,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has submitted the information required by the complainant to the Court. A copy thereof may be  sent to the complainant along with these orders.


Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007

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

Sh. Harnek Singh,

# 870, Sector 4, Mundi Kharar,

Distt. SAS Nagar, Mohali.

  

  ________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP,

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

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1483 of 2007

Present:
i)   
Shri  Harnek Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)     
 Sh.  BPS Rana, Asstt Manager,(PRI),Punsup,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that out of the 8 points mentioned  in the application dated 17-7-2007 of the complainant, points No. 4 & 5 relate  to the PIO, PSWC, Sangrur and they  have been transferred accordingly.  The PIO, PSWC, Sangrur has also informed the complainant that the information is ready and he may come and collect the information after depositing the required fees.  Insofar as the other points are concerned, the information has been handed over to the complainant in the Court today.  He is given an opportunity to go through  it and  if he  wishes  to point out any deficiencies he may do so on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2007 for further orders.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Virender Pal Singh,

Kothi No. 7/268, Sunder Vihar,

New Delhi-110087.

  

 _________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corpn.,

Bank Square, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

______ Respondent

CC No. 1481 of 2007

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
  Sh. M.M.Chadha, APIO-cum-Supdt (i) on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.
The complainant has submitted three applications, all dated 28-6-2007 but their perusal  does not make clear as to the precise information which he requires.  He was, therefore, asked to visit the office of the Corporation and to see the records  himself, which he has not done.
In the above circumstances, no further action is required in this case, which is disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Palvinder Singh,

17, Hargobind Avenue, Sher Shah Suri Road,

Back side Bhalla Colony,

Chheharta, Amritsar.

  

 __________ Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.





_________ Respondent

AC No. 270 of 2007

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant . 

ii)     
Sh.  Lakhbir Singh, Asstt. Registrar, and S. Harbhajan 
Singh, Advocate,on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for photostat copies of the entire file including the notings and correspondence pertaining to the counting of his ad hoc service towards pensionery benefits. Under the impression that the office notings are exempt from the provisions of the RTI Act, this information has been denied by the respondent vide their letter dated 28-6-2007.  It has been made clear to the respondent that there is no such exemption  and the office notings, unless covered in the exemption categories mentioned u/s 8 of the RTI Act, are not exempted and have to be provided to any person asking for the information.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to give the required information to the complainant after he has deposited the prescribed fees @ Rs. 2/- per page and for this purpose, the exact amount required to be deposited may be intimated to the complainant by post.

Adjourned to 10,AM on 5-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kewal Singh,

S/o Sh. Dhanna Singh,

Vill. Badhna, P.O. Bidohi,

Thana Mahalpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.
  

 _________ Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.






_____ Respondent

AC No. 275 of 2007

Present:
i)   
S. Kewal Singh. complainant in person. 

ii)     
 DSP Kuldip Singh, Garhshankar,on behalf of the 
respondent
ORDER


Heard.

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


The complainant is not happy that the information was not given to him within the period of 30 days, but it was explained to him that his application under the RTI Act was not found to have been delivered to the PIO.  The information was eventually given to him on the receipt of his application from the office of the IGP, Jalandhar  Zone, who is the first appellate Authority.

Disposed  of.


(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14h September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surjit Singh,

# 80, Phase-4,

Mohali.



  
 

______ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






_____ Respondent

CC No. 1418 of 2007

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

ii) 
 Sh. S.S.Bains, DSP, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
With reference to the three applications of the complainant dated 6-6-2007, 19-6-2007 and 11-7-2007, the respondent  has brought a written reply addressed to the Commission stating that case No. 416 dated 29-8-2006 is still under investigation and therefore, details of the  action taken by the concerned Police Officer cannot be revealed to the complainant at this stage.  The reason  for not submitting  the challan to the Court on 30-4-2007 is that the complainant and the person against whom the FIR had been registered,  did not show the respective  “Wills” in their possession to the Inquiry Officer before 30-4-2007 and in fact, according  to the respondent, they   continued with their efforts to obtain the “Wills”  even after 30-4-2007.  The complainant, in his application dated 18-6-2007, has also asked the respondent under whose orders the challan was not submitted in the Court.  The respondent has not given a reply to this question, nor has he come prepared with the answer in the Court today.  Therefore, he has to inform the complainant within three days from today on whose decision and orders the challan was not submitted in the Court on 30-4-2007.

  Apart from the above, insofar as copies of the complaints asked for by the complainant are concerned, there can be no objection to giving him a  copy of his own application along with the orders of the DGP and the same has been given to him in the Court today.   However, he cannot ask for a copy of the complaint or representation given to the Police  by a third party and therefore, the communication addressed by Sh. Bawa Singh Watni of Ropar to the Police  has been justifiably denied.
Contd….p.2
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Adjourned  to 10 AM on 20-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

In case the orders mentioned above are completely complied with before that date, there is no need for the either party to appear in the Court on 20-9-2007.
(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Randev Singh Sandhu,

S/o Sh. G.S. Sandhu,

Near civil Hospital,

Anandpur Sahib-140118,

Distt. Ropar.




 ___________ Complainant

 


Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director of Public Instructions (Colleges),

SCO 66-67, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.



`
________ Respondent

CC No. 1042 of 2007

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

ii)   Ms. Raman Kalia, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent brought the entire information wanted by the complainant including a  photostat copy of the entire file relating to him as well as a copy of the workload mentioned in the Court’s Orders dated 7-9-2007. .  The respondent is directed to hand over the information to the complainant after receiving the prescribed fees.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

# 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.




_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Milk Plant, Phase-6, Mohali.

 _____ Respondent

CC No. 993 of 2007

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

ii)   None on behalf of the respondent
ORDER
The orders of this Court dated 17-8-2007 sent to the respondent under Regd. Cover  have come back undelivered with the notation that the addressee is not attending his office these days.  On the other hand, the complainant is prepared to deliver the orders to the respondent at his own cost and responsibility.  Accordingly, the envelope containing the orders has been handed over to the complainant and the respondent is directed to comply with the orders of the Court dated 17-8-2007 in letter and spirit and to show cause as to why the prescribed penalty should not be imposed upon him on the next date of hearing. The respondent is also directed to give the required information to the complainant with reference to his application dated 20-4-2007 before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance and further orders.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pritpal Singh,

2/305, Jandiala Road,

Tarn-Taran.




___________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station, Jandiala,

Amritsar.



__________ Respondent

AC No.223 of 2007

Present:
None.

ORDER


This case   had been adjourned to 14-9-2007 with directions to the respondent to supply the information required by the complainant and comply with the Court’s orders dated 17-8-2007.
Since neither of the parties is present, we may assume that the orders  of this court have been complied with.


Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:   14th September, 2007
