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

Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector 65,

Mohali



  
   
  _________________ Appellant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Joint Director,

Pb. Vigilance Bureau,

SCO- 60-61, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

AC No. 128 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the appellant.


ii)Inspector Manmohan Bakashi, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has informed the Court that the reply has been sent to the appellant informing him that the complaint sent by him to the Vigilance Department has been referred to the Administrative Secretary of the Department of Irrigation, for action at the departmental level, and that no inquiry was conducted by the Vigilance Department  into the same.

Appellant is not present.


Disposed  of.


            



   


(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,

# 49, Preet Vihar,

Mehas Gate, Nabha.


  
   
  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






________________ Respondent

AC No. 133 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

The appellant has informed the Commission that the information   required by him has been supplied to him by the respondent.

Disposed  of.


            



   

(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sanjay Haryan,

# 103-A, Krishana Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines,

Mumbai-400020.


  
   

  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director , Forensic Science Laboratory, Punjab,

Sector -9, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

AC No. 135 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the appellant.


ii) Dr. S.N. Sharma, Director (Offg) Forensic Science Lab.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has sent point-wise reply to the application for information dated 8-10-2006 to the appellant.

The appellant is not present.


Disposed  of.


            



  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amarjit Singh,

1/180, Gali No. 5, GTB Nagar,

Mandi Mullanpur, Dakha,

Ludhiana.



  
   

  _________________ Appellant 

 





Vs.

Sh. Raman Joshi,

 Addl. Managing Directior-cum-

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

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

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

AC No. 138 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Amarjit Singh, appellant in person.


ii) Sh. Varinder Dugala, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent in this case has supplied part of the required information to the appellant, who has submitted that the information mentioned at point No. 2 of the application dated 12-01-2007, in which he has asked for the inter-se-seniority fixed amongst the Field Officers, has not yet been given to him.  The respondent has shown the proceedings of a meeting held under the Chairmanship of Sh. A.K.Khurana, Manager, Personnel and Administration, PUNSUP, Punjab, on 23-2-2007, in which it has been recorded that no inter-se-seniority has yet been determined of the Field Officers.  The appellant, however,  has shown to the Court the information provided to him by the respondent in response to another application in which it has been stated that   “point No. 37 has been given to Sh. Parkash Singh”  and  “point No. 32 has been given to Sh. Rattan Chand Pandotra.”  From this it appears that a Roster Register has definitely been maintained in accordance with which the promotions are being made, which must be on the basis of inter-se-seniority.  The meeting referred to above having been held in February,2007, it is possible that the inter-se-seniority has since been finalized.  We, therefore, direct the PIO to personally look into this case and provide the information required by the appellant at point Nos. 2 & 3 of his application dated 12-1-2007, if the same is available.  In case, however, the respondent insists that the required information is not available, the PIO or the APIO, PUNSUP, must appear in the Court on the next date of hearing, and explain  in what manner the promotion of Field Officers are being made to the post of Assistant Manager/ Deputy  District Manager(F) in the absence of inter-se-seniority or a ratio-wise Roster Register.

The notice of the Commission dated 18-5-2007, issued to the PIO, office pf the M.D, PUNSUP, clearly states that the PIO or the concerned APIO is required to appear before  the Commission today. In violation of these directions, however, neither the PIO nor the APIO is present, and a senior Assistant instead has been sent as a representative, who is not fully familiar with the facts of the case and has not been able 
Contd….2
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to answer the questions of the Court to its satisfaction.  In view of the unnecessary expenditure and inconvenience therefore to which the appellant S. Amarjeet Singh has been put because of this carelessness on the part of the respondent, costs of Rs. 3000/- is imposed on the PIO, office of the M.D. PUNSUP, Chandigarh, which should be sent to Shri Amarjit Singh before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance and orders.










(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sanjay Haryan,

# 103-A, Krishana Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines,

Mumbai-400020.


  
   

  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

AC No. 141 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the  appellant.


ii) S.I. Varinder  Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


 In response to the appellant’s application for information dated 8-10-2006, the respondent has informed him that the challan in the case has already been sent to the concerned Court and any information concerning this matter should therefore be obtained from the Court.

The complainant is not present.
Disposed  of.


            



  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. A.D.S. Anandpuri,

# 2481, Sector 65,

Mohali



  
   
  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.




________________ Respondent

AC No. 144 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the appellant.


ii) Sh.  Karam Chand, D.S.P.,Pathankot,

 on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has informed the Court that the information required by the appellant has been provided to him. The appellant is not present.

Disposed  of.


            



   

     (P.K.Verma)









   State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

S/o Rulia Ram,

Vill. Jainpur, P.O. Mahindpur,

Teh. Balachaur, Distt. Nawanshahr.
  
   
  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

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

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

AC No. 146 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the appellant.


ii) Sh. Varinder Dugala, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The information required by the appellant in this case was sent by the respondent at his given address but it came back undelivered with the remarks that the applicant has left India.  Under these circumstances, the appellant is free to approach the respondent for the required information personally on his return to the Country.

The appellant is not present; apparently he is still abroad.


Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Lt. Col. Naresh Kumar Ghai,

C/o Ameliorating India,

205-B, Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana-2.




  
   
  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Controller , Legal Metrology,

Deptt. of Food & Civil Supplies,

Jiwan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

AC No. 149 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the appellant.


ii) S. Harpal Singh, Assistant Controller, Weight & Measures,

                          on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 A complete and satisfactory reply has been given by the respondent to the appellant in this case.  In order to make the facts even clearer to him, a copy of the letter dated 1-06-2007 of the respondent written to the Commission in response to its notice, may also be sent to the appellant, which makes the entire position even more clear.  Nevertheless, the appellant has requested for an adjournment because he is unable to attend the Court today on account of having left for the Amarnath Yatra and the case is, therefore, adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 to give an opportunity to the appellant to appear before the Court.  In view of the complete reply given by the respondent, he would not for the time being be required to attend the next hearing of this case.


            



  
 
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar Bagga,

# 1062, 1st Floor, Sector 42-B,

Chandigarh.




  
   
  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






________________ Respondent

AC No. 151 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. S.K.Bagga, appellant in person.



ii)S. Hargobind Singh, D.S.P.,Mohali on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The appellant in this case has made an appeal that information on eight points contained in his application for information dated 21-12-2006 has not yet been  provided to him.  The respondent states that the case in question relates to FIR No. 240 P.S.Phase I, Mohali, which  has since been submitted to the Court and therefore, any information required by the appellant can be obtained from the Court.  The appellant, however, has rightly submitted that the remaining information which remains to be given to him concerns representations for reinvestigation of the case which do not form part of the challan file which has been submitted to the Court.


In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to make another effort to locate the required information in the office of the SSP, Ropar, and supply the same to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance. 
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Raghbir Singh,

# 5/174, Mohalla Rodupura,

Tarn Taran-143401.



  
   
  _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

AC No. 153 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

The appellant has requested for an adjournment which is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007.

The respondent is not present.  He is directed to definitely appear before the Court on the next date of hearing.


            



   

    (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.P. Marwaha,

# 2076, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Additional Secretary  to Government, Punjab,

Vigilance Department, Mini Secretariat, 
Sector 9, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 694 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. S.P. Marwaha, complainant in person.


ii) Sh. Parveen Kumar, APIO, Vigilance, Punjab.

ORDER

Heard.


 The reply given by the respondent to the complainant vide their letter dated 4-4-2007 has been examined and it has been found that the information asked for by the complainant has not been precisely answered by the respondent.  It has been explained to the respondent that they should have clearly informed the complainant whether the Vigilance Department is competent to register a FIR in the circumstances mentioned by the complainant in his application and further they must inform him what action has been taken on his application submitted to the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab in August, 2006. In case an identical application was already received, the action which has been taken on that identical application should be intimated to the complainant.  The respondent has been directed to provide this information to the complainant within 10 days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

# BIII/9, Hansa Wali Gali,

Mohalla Mastgarh, Simble Chowk,

Batala.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab State Forest Development Corporation,

SCO 112-113, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 702 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii)Shri R.K.Singal, Company Secretary, 
   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has informed the Commission that the required information has been received by him and his complaint may therefore, be treated as withdrawn.


Disposed of. 



            



  

    (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tejinder Singh Bedi,

Superintendent (SC/BC Cell),

Punjabi University, Patiala.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjabi University, Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 705 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii)Sh.  R.L.Singla, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has informed the Court that the information required by the complainant has been provided to him.

The complainant himself has sent intimation that he would not be able to attend the hearing today but has not requested for any adjournment.


Disposed  of.


            



   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Raj Kumar Sharma,

S/o Lt. Sh. Gian Chand,

Near Old Post Office, Makhu,

Ferozepur.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 708 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) S.I. Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has informed the Court that the files concerning the representations given by the complainant between 11-8-2001 to 7-10-2002 have since been destroyed under the rules and procedure of the office.  This information has also been provided to the complainant.  The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.


            



  

      (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

# 323, Phase-2,

Mohali





  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 710 of 2007

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


ii) Ms. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Heard.


 It was explained to the complainant that there is a case pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, in which the issue whether Cooperative Societies are “Public Authorities” or not within the meaning of the term under the RTI Act, is under adjudication, and fresh notices  will be issued to the concerned parties after the decision  in the case has been given by the Hon’ble High Court.  The complainant has made a point that the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, who is the controlling and supervisory authority of Cooperative Societies, can obtain the required information from the Ghanaur Primary Co-operative Agricultural Development Bank Ltd., Ghanaur and give it to him.  He was, however, informed that in case the Ghanaur Primary Coop. Agricultural Bank has a PIO, then the PIO of the office of the RCS would not be the concerned party in this case and the information has to be obtained under the RTI Act from the PIO of the Bank.  The respondent desires some time to inform the Court whether the Bank has a PIO at present or not.  Time is accordingly given to the respondent to answer this question in writing, on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 for further consideration and orders.



            



  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jarnail Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalel Singh,

Vill. Asmanpur , Thana- Rahon,

Distt. Nawanshahar.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 713 of 2007

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


ii) S.I. Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 It has been explained to the complainant that he has not yet made an application under the RTI Act., and the Commission cannot proceed on the basis of his application dated 29-1-2006 which is by no means an application for information. He has, therefore, been advised to make an application under the RTI Act and submit it to the PIO, office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Hoshiarpur.

Disposed  of.


            



   

(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Chug, (Journalist),

Chug Street, Fazilka,


  
     _________________ Complainant

 Distt. Ferozepur     

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 716 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) A.S.I. Jasbir Singh, Thana City, Fazilka,on behalf of


          
the   respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has informed the complainant that out of the documents asked for by him in his application for information dated 21-3-2007, only one namely’ his own statement recorded by the Police, is available on record and a copy thereof has been supplied to him.  Insofar the other documents are concerned, he has been informed that the statements of Shri Sita Ram S/o S. Kundan Lal,  Sh. Radhe Sham S/o S. Rulia Ram, and Ram Savroop have not been found to have been recorded in the  records of this case.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of. 


            



  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30A, Ramgali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Adarsh Colony Cooperative 
House Building Society,

570/1, National Road,
 Near Bhai Bala Chowk,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 718 of 2007

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


ii) None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent is not present.  In a separate case, the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has restrained the Commission from proceeding against a Cooperative Institution which had claimed before the Hon’ble Court that it is not a “public authority”.  This case accordingly is adjourned sine die till the case before the Hon’ble High Court is decided, after which fresh notices will be issued to the parties.


            



  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill,

Opp. Old SDM’s Court, Near Asian Foot wears,

MOGA.





…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sr. Superintendent of Police,

MOGA.




              ………….Respondent

CC No.470  of 2006

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



ii)   ASI  Baldev Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDERS

Heard.


The respondent has brought to the Court the records of the case in which information is also available about the action taken on the telegram of the complainant referred to in the orders of this Court  dated 22-6-2007.  The respondent is directed to give the required information about the action taken on the telegram in writing to the complainant today itself in the Court.


The complainant has brought to the notice of the Court that the respondent has made a commitment, recorded in the Court’s orders dated 9-11-2006, that the information pertaining to item 4,5 & 7 of his application dated 14-6-2006 will be given to the complainant after the investigation into the concerned case is complete.  According to the information of the complainant, the investigation in this case is over and he has, therefore, become entitled to receive the information in respect of these items.  The representative of the PIO present in the Court today states that he is not in a position to throw any light on the matter since he is from Thana Sadar,Moga,  whereas  the case which was registered against the complainant pertains to Thana City, Moga.  In these circumstances, the PIO, Shri Davinder Singh Garcha, Sr. Superintendent Police, Moga,  is directed to personally ensure that the information required by the complainant, mentioned above, is supplied to him within 10 days from today, in case the investigation into the case registered against the complainant has since been completed. In any case, the present   position of the case and whether the required information has been provided to the complainant or not should be intimated to the Court on the next date of hearing.

This case has remained pending for final disposal since 9-11-2006, when it was heard for the first time.  Several hearings in the case have taken place since then in  which, the PIO, office of the SSP,Moga has been sending various officials to represent him as follows:-
Contd…..2
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Date of Hearing

Official sent by the PIO
9-11-2006 Inspector Harjinder Singh

21-12-2006


ASI  Surjit Singh

25-1-2007


H.C. Nirmal  Singh

2-3-2007


S. Swarndeep Singh, D.S.P.

5-4-2007


S.I. Mohan Lal

11-5-2007


H.C.Mangal Singh

22-6-2007


ASI  Baldev Singh
29-6-2007


ASI  Baldev Singh
It has been recorded in the orders of this Court  dated 25-1-2007 as follows:-

“What is further objectionable in this case  is that the PIO has been sending different officials to represent him on each date of hearing and therefore, the PIO’s representative who makes certain commitments on behalf of the  PIO before the Court is not present and the official present before the Court expresses his ignorance about the facts of the case. Thus it was Inspector Harjinder Singh who appeared on behalf of the respondent on 9-11-2006, ASI Surjit Singh on 21-12-2006 and now, HC Nirmal Singh has come for the hearing today.”

It was also recorded in these orders that if there is any further lapse on the part of the PIO, the Court would proceed to penalize him u/s 20 of the RTI Act,2005.  As a result of these orders, perhaps, S. Swarndeep Singh, DSP, Moga appeared before the Court on the next date of hearing and personally noted the directions given by the Court in its orders dated 2-3-2007 and made a commitment that the same would be implemented in letter and spirit.  It is a  matter of great regret that a further four hearings have had to take place in this case  and the complainant has still not received the information which he has asked for, despite the assurances given by Sri Swarndeep Singh, DSP, and the practice of sending various NGOs. on the dates of hearing  has again resumed.

In the above circumstances, the only conclusion which the Court can arrive at is that the PIO, office of the Sr. Superintendent Police, Moga, has neglected to perform his duties under the RTI act with sufficient application of mind.


For the inconvenience and unnecessary expenses which the complainant, Shri Karamjit Singh Gill, has had to suffer on account of the lack of seriousness on the part  of the respondent, I impose costs of Rs. 5,000/- ( Rupees Five Thousand) on the PIO, o/o SSP, Moga, who is directed to immediately send this amount to the complainant.  The PIO has also become liable to the penalties prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, for which a notice will duly be issued to him if the orders passed by the Court today are not strictly complied with.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  29th  June, 2007
