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

Sh. Satish Karkara,

Legal Advisor,

323, Yadvindra Complex,

Distt. Courts, Patiala.


  
  _________________ Complainant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o IGP (H.Q.),

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector-9,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1030 & 1031 of 2007

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

ii)  Sh.  Jawahar Lal, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


These two cases have been taken up together since the complainant and the respondent and the nature of the information required by the complainant are the same or similar.


The initial fees required to be deposited by the applicant has been sent by  the complainant through Money Order as stated by him.  However, the respondent has submitted that there is no provision for the payment of fees through Money Order in the rules and the complainant has also been informed that he should send the initial fees through a Postal Order. The respondent  has stated that  the information required by the complainant is ready and can be given to him after he has deposited the initial fees and the prescribed fees @ Rs. 2/- per page.

These cases are accordingly disposed of, with the direction to the respondent to give the required information to the complainant after he has deposited  the fees as mentioned above.

Disposed  of.



              



 (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  27th July,  2007



State Information Commissioner

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

Dr. Charan Kamal Singh,

Medical Officer, Civil Hospital,

Batala.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 914 of 2007

Present:
i)  Dr.Charan Kamal Singh, complainant in person. 

ii) SI  Gurdip Singh, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a commitment that the information required by the complainant will be given to him within 15 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.



              



 (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  27th July,  2007



State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Balkaran Singh,

S/o Sh. Moti Singh,

Vill. Bhagi Wandar, The. Talwnadi Sabo,

Bathinda.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 791 of 2007

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

ii)    SI Gurdip  Singh, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for information from the personal file of another employee which is exempted from disclosure u/s 8( j ) of the RTI Act,2005.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.




              



 (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  27th July,  2007



State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Narinder Singh,

# 3030, Sector 71,

Mohali.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o M.D. Punjab Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 906 of 2007

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

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


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in respect of item No. 1 & 2.   except for delivery  order No. 10 dated 29-1-2007. The respondent has made a commitment that this information will also be provided to the applicant within 10 days.

Insofar as item No. 3 is concerned, the personal files of other employees of the PSWC, which is third party information of confidential nature, cannot be given to the complainant.


Disposed  of.



              



 (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  27th July,  2007



State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

# 1549, Phase-10,

Mohali.



  
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o M.D. Punjab Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 940, 941, 942, 943, 944, 945, 946, 947, 948 of 2007

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

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


Heard.

The information required by the complainant in these nine cases involve about 700 files and would take a very long time and lot of man power to complete.  The complainant has agreed to the suggestion of the respondent that he will be given full access to the concerned files and he can select from the files the documents which he requires and the same will be made available to him on payment of the prescribed fees.

Disposed  of.
            






    (P.K.Verma)

Dated:  27th July,  2007



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Jarnail Singh,

S/o Sh. Ram Kishan Singh,

Ward No. 3,  Dhuri,

Sangrur.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh. 



________________ Respondent

CC No. 522 of 2007

Present:
i)  Ms. Kulwinder Kaur w/o  Dr. Jarnail Singh, complainant.



ii) Inspector Ranjeet Singh,O/o AIG(Crime),on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard,

In compliance with this Court’s orders dated 6-7-2007, the remaining information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant except that the notings made on her complaint or which deal with her complaint, have not been provided to the complainant.  The respondent has made a commitment that the concerned notings will also be sent to the complainant by post within 7 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.



            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Ramesh Talwar,

678-680, Navrang Bagh Jhanda Singh, 

Amritsar.

 

  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.

 



________________ Respondent

CC No. 526 of 2007

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



ii) Sh. Manminder Singh, Superintendent of  Police (D)-cum-APIO.

ORDER

Heard


In compliance with the orders of this Court dated 6-7-2007, a copy of the agreement to sell between Shri Amrit Lal and Sh. Sat Pal on the one hand and Ms. Tripata Mehra on the other, has been given to the complainant by the respondent. The complainant is not satisfied since he claims that the document is not valid and illegal. It has been explained to him that in case he is not satisfied with the document, he can approach the appropriate Court of law. 

 There are other items of information which he claims that he has not received from the respondent, but none of them is mentioned in his application dated 12-2-2007, which is the subject matter of the present complaint. 
The complainant would be required to submit a fresh application for information for any other document  or information  required by him from the respondent.


Disposed of.



            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85,2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 40, Premier Enclave,

Vill. Nicchi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Complainant

    Vs.

Ms. Gurmit Kaur,(By Regd. Post)

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 435 of 2007

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



ii)  Sh.Ramesh  Pangli, AFSO, on behalf of the respondent.


ORDER
Heard.

It is a matter of great regret, to be taken with the utmost seriousness, that the respondent, who is DFSC-cum-PIO, Ludhiana, is persisting in defying the  orders of this Court. He was first directed to appear before this Court in the notice of the Commission dated 17-5-2007 either personally or through the concerned APIO.  Another opportunity was given to him to appear in the Court on 6-7-2007, but he did not do so.   In the orders of this Court dated 6-7-2007, the following was recorded:-

“It is a matter of serious concern that the respondent has not appeared before this Court despite having been directed to do so in the notice of the Commission dated 17-5-2007 and in the hearing on 28-6-2007.  Another opportunity is given to the respondent to appear in the Court on the next date of hearing and if he does not do so, the Court would be compelled to conclude that he is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness and a notice would be issued to him for the imposition of the penalty prescribed in section 20 of the RTI Act,2005.”
Despite the above mentioned directions, neither the PIO nor the APIO has appeared in the Court and they are being represented by   Shri Ramesh Pangli, AFSO.  A lenient view might have been taken of this  dereliction of duties on the part of the PIO, if complete information as asked for by the complainant in his application dated 21-1-2007 had been given to him and the orders of this Court dated 6-7-2007, specifying the documents, which the respondent was required to give to the complainant, had been complied with, but unfortunately, this also has not been done. 
 The crucial question in this case is the authority which has been authorized to stamp the Ration Card  that the holder is having a single-barrel gas connection or double-barrel gas connection. The AFSO before us has not been able to give a satisfactory reply to this question and has requested for an adjournment.    Again, it had 
Contd….p/2
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been directed vide orders dated 6-7-2007 that the respondent should supply to the complainant copies of the Inspection Report and action taken thereon pertaining to the inspections made in the months of April, May and June,2007.  These directions have also been ignored since the Inspection Reports have not been given to the complainant.





In the above circumstances, the Court has concluded that on the face of it, complete and correct information required by the complainant in this case is not being supplied to him  by the respondent  malafidely, and without any reasonable cause.
Notice is hereby given to Ms.  Gurmit Kaur,  District Food and Supplies Controller, Ludhiana, to show cause personally at 10 AM on 17-8-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day, for every day the information in respect of the application dated  21-1-2007 was not provided to the applicant after the lapse of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act,2005, should not be imposed upon her.
The respondent is further directed to give the complete information as required by the complainant and comply with the directions given to the respondent vide this Court’s orders dated  6-7-2007 before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-8-2007 for further orders.









 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th July, 2007

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

Sh. N.K. Batra,

# 262, Block-N, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Seed Corporation,

SCO 835-36, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 450 of 2007

Present:
i) Shri N.K.Batra, complainant in person.



ii) Shri R.K. Sexena, Superintendent (Admn,) o/o PUNSEED.
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the orders of this Court dated 6-7-2007, the respondent has given to the complainant in the Court today, the file noting on the basis of which the  letter was issued,  conveying to the complainant that  his pay would be fixed after the disposal of the representation of Mr. M.S.Rathi.  The respondent, however, confirmed that there is no noting, which is available or traceable, on the basis of which the  revised pay scale of Rs. 3700-5300  was sanctioned to the complainant on 8-4-1995.  All other information required by the complainant has been provided to him.

Disposed  of.
 








 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, (Prisoner)

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

District Jail, Chamba, Himachal Pardesh.
  
    ______________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.






       ____________ Respondent

CC No. 663 of 2007

Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant



ii) SI Gurdip  Singh,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant in this case was sent to him by the respondent on his given address in Chamba Jail in H.P, but it came back undelivered since he has been released on bail.  The respondent then sent the required information to the address given by him in  his bail application, but it has also come back undelivered with the remarks that he has left that address more than six months back and does not reside there.   The respondent, therefore, is not aware about the present whereabout  of the complainant and is therefore unable to deliver the information to him.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case which is disposed of.
 








 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. U.K. Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

  
 _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum- 
Distt. Election Officer,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 403 of 2007

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



ii)S. Jagdev Singh, APIO-cum- Election Tehsildar, on behalf of the 



respondent.

ORDER

      Heard.

      The information required by the complainant has been provided to her by the respondent vide their letter dated 20-7-2007.  The complainant is not present.


       Disposed  of.
 








 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Kukkar,

Near State Bank of India,

Arni Wala Seikh Subhan,

Teh. Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.


     ______________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur.





    _____________ Respondent

CC No. 668 of 2007

Present:
None.

ORDER

Heard.

On the last date of hearing on 22-6-2007, the respondent had been directed to send the information required by the complainant by post and it had been stated that in case the communication is received back undelivered, the case will be considered as closed.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.


Disposed  of.
 









 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th July, 2007

