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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Vinod Kumar Mehta,

R/o. Phase II, Civil Lines, 

Fazilka- 152123.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No.  3018 of 2010

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant .  

ii)  Sh.  Raj Mal, Supdtt., and Sh. Ravi Syal, Sr Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

An opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same.   I, therefore, assume that the  complainant is satisfied with the  information  supplied to him.


Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Sham Sunder Sharma,

House No. 228, Gali No. 10, 

Ward No. 18, Surjit Singh Colony,

Shri Ganganagar, 

Rajasthan- 335001.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director, 

Food & Civil Supplies Deptt. Punjab, 

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  3015  of  2010

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)        Sh. Inder Pal, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 12-11-2010, the information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide  his letter dated 16-11-2010.


Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rupinder Garg,

H No. 55, Ward No.3,

VPO- Phul Town, 

District Bathinda- 151104.




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director, 

Prosecution & Litigation, Punjab,

SCO No 194-195, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 834 of 2010

Present:
i)    
 Sh. Rupinder Garg, appellant in person.  

ii)         None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant states that the orders dated 12-11-2010 have been complied with by the respondent.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta,

# 12/24, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul, 

District- Bathinda.
  
   


  
________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  210 of  2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta, appellant in person.  

ii)        None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The appellant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information which has been supplied to him except for the fact that delays have occurred in this case. These delays are partly due to the fact that some of the information for which the appellant had applied was not in the custody of the respondent’s department but the concerned depot holders, and also because of the transfer of the DFSC-cum-PIO Ferozepur during the pendency of this case. After taking the totality of circumstances into consideration, I find that sufficient grounds do not exist for the imposition of any penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 on the PIO. The notice issued to the then PIO, Sh. Amritpal Singh, the vide orders dated 04-06-2010, is therefore dropped.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 03rd December, 2010

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjay Kumar Mishra,

H No. 1224, G/F, New HBC, 

Sector 19, Panchkula, 

Haryana-134113.





________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent


AC No. 836 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  appellant.

ii)    SI Bachittar Singh, and HC Janak Raj on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a written report based on an inquiry which was conducted by the Additional Deputy Commissioner of Police, City (1), Amritsar in compliance with the orders dated 29-10-2010, according to which SI  Randhir Singh has stated during the course of the inquiry that no case is pending against him for contempt of court, in connection with the stay orders for stopping further construction in the premises of Thakurdawara Shankar Sewa Society Temple. The records of the police station as well as of the litigation branch of the office of the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar, have also been checked by the Inquiry Officer, and no such case was found to be pending against SI Randhir Singh.  The appellant on the other hand has sent to the Court a photostat copy of the notice which was issued by the court to SI Randhir Singh but, the issuance of a notice alone does not amount to the respondent actually facing a charge of contempt of court. Since there is no such record in the office of the Commissioner of Police, it is obvious that no conclusion has yet been reached by the Hon’ble Court   that SI Randhir Singh has prima facie committed contempt of court.







……..
P2/-
AC No. 836 of  2010





---2---

The written statements of both the appellant and the respondent has been carefully considered and I find that SI Randhir Singh cannot be accused of having made a false statement during the course of an inquiry on 14-06-2010.

           Besides, no information has been given to the appellant about whether SI Randhir Singh appeared before the concerned court and what action was taken by the latter after the issuance of the notice.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.





(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Sunil Jain,

S/o. Sh. Yog Raj,

# 3553, Jain Street,

Nakodar, Jalandhar.



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent


CC No. 2958 of  2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)   Sh. Harbans Singh, AFSO Nakodar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 29-10-2010, the information mentioned at point no. 2 on page 2 of the orders has been  sent by the respondent  to the complainant vide their letter dated 15-11-2010. Insofar   as point  nos. 1 &  3   are concerned, the complainant has not been able to supply to the respondent the details mentioned in the orders dated 29-10-2010, in the absence of which  the information required by the complainant cannot be located by the respondent.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 



(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pardeep Singh, Advocate,

Civil Court Complex, Civil Court,

VPO Phul Town, Tehsil  Rampura Phul, 


District Bathinda-151104.



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.





__________ Respondent


CC No.  2971 of 2010

Present:
 None.
ORDER

An opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the  complainant is satisfied with the  information  supplied to him.


Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pardeep Singh, Advocate,

Civil Court Complex, Civil Court,

VPO Phul Town, Tehsil  Rampura Phul, 


District Bathinda-151104.



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.





__________ Respondent


CC No. 2972 of  2010

Present:

None.
ORDER


An opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the  complainant is satisfied with the  information  supplied to him.


Disposed of.
.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




     (www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Pardeep Singh, Advocate,

Civil Court Complex, Civil Court,

VPO Phul Town, Tehsil Rampura Phul, 


District Bathinda-151104.



________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.





__________ Respondent


CC No.  2973 of 2010

Present:
None.
ORDER


An opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the  complainant is satisfied with the  information  supplied to him.



Disposed of.
.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 



(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Rupinder Garg,

H No. 55, Ward No 3, 

VPO Phul Town, Tehsil  Rampura Phul, 


District Bathinda-151104.




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director, 

Food & Civil Supplies Deptt. Punjab, 

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

AC No.  826 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rupinder Garg, appellant  in  person.. 

ii)        Sh. Inder Pal, Sr. Asstt.,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant states that he has received complete information for which he had applied vide the respondent’s letter dated 18-10-2010. He states that the information was not given to him in time, because of which he had to make an appeal to the Commission and has travelled from Bhatinda to Chandigarh and back and has incurred unavoidable expenditure.  The grievance of the appellant is genuine and therefore,  costs of Rs. 2,000/- (Rs. Two Thousand only) are imposed on the respondent, which should be disbursed to the appellant within 10 days from today.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 31-12-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








                Punjab


3rd December, 2010

A copy is  forwarded to Mrs. Alkananda Dayal, Director, Food and Supplies Department, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh for ensuring compliance of these orders. A report on the action taken should also be submitted to the Court on the next date of hearing.

(P.K.Verma)







       State Information Commissioner.









   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Amrik Singh Bangar,

# E-122, Ranjit Nagar, 

Seona Road, 

Patiala- 147001.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.
 Public Information Officer, 

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

Irrigation Department, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 2423 of 2010

Present:
i)    
Sh. Amrik Singh Bangar , complainant  in person

ii)      Sh. Jaswant Singh, Clerk ,  O/o CE, Irrigation , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that he  has got complete information from the PIO, office of the Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Punjab, but  the information which was required to be given by the PIO, office of Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Irrigation Department, in accordance with the orders dated 28-10-2010, has still not been given to him.  A letter has been received by him from the Government dated 10-11-2010, but the enclosures stated to have been appended with this letter are missing.

In the above circumstances, the PIO, office of Principal Secretary, Government of Punjab, Department of Irrigation, is substituted as the respondent in this case  and is directed to send complete information  to the complainant in compliance with the orders dated 28-10-2010, a copy of which was forwarded to the Principal Secretary, Government of Punjab, Department of Irrigation, and to report compliance to the Court at 10 AM on 31-12-2010.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jatinder Kumar.

# 141, New Model Town, Almoh Road,

Khanna, Distt- Ludhiana.




________ Complainant 

Vs.


Ms.  Rajneesh  Kumari,   

 Distt. Food & Supplies Controller, (East)

-cum-PIO, Ludhiana





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1755 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Jatinder Kumar  complainant  in  person. 

ii)     Sh. Deep Kumar Garg, AFSO, Khanna, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard. 


There are two deficiencies which have been pointed out by the complainant in the information supplied to him by the respondent:-

1.
The complainant states that the letter dated 06-11-2010 which was enclosed and sent to the complainant with the orders dated 28-10-2010, does not  appear to be genuine since it does not bear any memo. no. or dispatch no. of the office of the AFSO, Khanna.  The grievance to the complainant has been found to be correct and the respondent is therefore directed to bring with him to the Court on the next date of hearing the same letter bearing a proper memo. no. and after having got it duly entered in the dispatch register.

2.
The complainant states that the orders dated 04-06-2010 has still not been fully complied with and the records of the depot holders showing the essential commodities issued to each card holder for a period of six months has 










-----p2/-

CC No. 1755 of 2010






---2---

not been given to him.  The respondent  should bring with him to the Court on the next date of hearing photostat copies of the records of the concerned depot holders for the last six months, from 01-05-2010 to 31-10-2010.  The complainant agrees that if he  is given these records it would serve the same purpose as the records for the period 01-11-2010  to 30-04-2010 would have served.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 09-12-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  P.J.S. Mehta,

Lt. Col. (Retd.),

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

S.C.F. 29-30, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.  

  




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana, (Pb.). 




         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2216 of 2008
Present:
.i)   
Sh.  P.J.S. Mehta, complainant in person.



ii)     
None   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

This case concerns compliance of the orders of the Court dated 14-11-2008 in which a direction was given to the respondent to send to the complainant a copy of the sale letter of D.C.Ludhiana, in respect of  the Plot  of  760 sq. yards which was sent to Sh. Gurcharan Singh Dhillon in 1975.

The respondent did not appear at the hearing of this case  on 04-11-2010 and has sent a message today that a copy of the letter  could not be obtained from the office of D.C.Ludhiana.
In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to bring with him the documents which were shown to the Court on 14-11-2008 to enable the Court to direct the PIO, office of  D.C.Ludhiana,  to produce the required letter.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 09-12-2010 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

H.No. 1024/1, Sector 39B,

Chandigarh.


  


__________ Complainant   

Vs.

Shri Om Parkash Palani, 

PIO-cum-Superintendent,

Education–II Branch, Mini Secretariat, Punjab, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh,



  __________ Respondent


CC No. 997 of 2008

Present:
i)         Sh. O.P. Gulati, complainant in person. 

ii)        Shri Om Parkash Palani, PIO-cum-Superintendent,

           and Sri Yash Pal Sharma, Advocate.
ORDER


Heard.


Shri Om Parkash Palani, PIO-cum-Superintendent, has appeared in the Court along with his advocate and has requested for a review of the orders dated 29-10-2010.  It has been explained to him that there is no provision for a review of its own orders by the Commission in the RTI Act, 2005, and his request was therefore declined.  No representative of the Secretary to Government, Punjab, General Administration Department, is present in the Court to confirm compliance of the orders dated 29-10-2010. Compliance of the aforementioned orders must be intimated to the Court by an authorized representative of the Secretary to Government, Punjab, General Admn. Department ,  on the next date of hearing,  positively.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-01-2011 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010

A  copy is forwarded to  the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of General Administration, Punjab Civil Secretariat,  Chandigarh, for necessary action.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


3rd December, 2010
