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

Sh. Pritam Singh,

s/o Sh. Bishan Singh,

r/o Near Grain Market,

Colony Hargobind Nagar,

Kotkapura Road, Teh. Jaito,

Distt. Faridkot, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1249 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant 
ii)     
Sri Shakeel Singh, DRO,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has brought the information required by the complainant to the Court and the same  should be  sent to the complainant along with these orders.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





      Punjab
Encls…1

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

Sh. Onkar Singh,

s/o Sh. Didar Singh,

H. No. 1694/78-A,

Near Khalsa High School,

Ropar,  Punjab.





__________Complainant

Sri Amit Misra, (By Regd. Post)



Vs.

PIO-cum-Divisional  Forest Officer,

Ropar,  , Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1259 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Onkar Singh,   complainant in person

ii)     
None   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


In his application for information dated 20-12-2008, the complainant has asked the respondent for information regarding the price which  has been  fixed for the standing trees on land acquired by the PWD in village Siswan, Tehsil Kharar, Distt. Mohali.  It is a matter of regret that the PIO, office of the Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar has not responded to the application and also ignored the notice of the Commission for today’s hearing.  In the above circumstances, I conclude that prima facie, the information is not being supplied by the PIO malafidely and without sufficient reason. In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Sri Amit Misra,  Divisional  Forest Officer,  Ropar, to show cause at 10 AM on 13-8-2009,  as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to give a suitable response to the application for information dated   20-12-2008  of  the complainant before the next date of hearing. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





      Punjab
 
A copy is forwarded to the Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Govt. of Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh, for information.








  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Singh Ram and

Mahinder Singh,
r/o Panjpir Nagar, Abohar,

District Ferozepur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police (Vigilance) Pb,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1268 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Singh Ram complainant in person

ii)     
Inspector  Kanwaljit Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent states that the application of the complainant dated 4-11-2008 could not be located or found  to have been received in the office of the Vigilance Department.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Tara Singh,

s/o Sh. Harpal Singh,

Dandiala Road, Patran,

Patiala, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police (HQ) Pb,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1272 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Tara Singh,  complainant in person

ii)     
DSP  Balbir  Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has claimed exemption from giving the information on the ground that SPOs have generally been recruited by the PAP and  have also by and large been absorbed in the PAP, and the PAP has been exempted from the ambit of the RTI Act through a government notification.

The exemption being claimed by the PAP is overruled , firstly because  the SPOs have been recruited in the districts by other wings of the police department as well, and  SPOs have also not been absorbed  in the PAP invariably.  Besides, the recruitment and absorption of SPOs does not relate  to the deployment or functioning of the PAP.

The respondent is accordingly directed to give the information for which the complainant has applied within seven days from today and confirm compliance of these orders at 10 AM on 16-7-2009.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

s/o Sh. Bag Ram Kamboj,

Kamboj Hospital, Near Gaushala,

Gidderbaha, District Muktsar Pb. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1274 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,complainant in person

ii)     
Sri  Rattan Singh, Tehsildar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


Of the four items of information which have been asked for in the complainant’s application dated 19-3-2009, the respondent has given him the information regarding the first item  about the  action taken on the application received in the respondent’s office on 4-12-2007.   The other items of information do not come within the purview of the RTI Act.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

s/o Sh. Bag Ram Kamboj,

Kamboj Hospital, Near Gaushala,

Gidderbaha, District Muktsar Pb. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1275 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,  complainant in person

ii)     
Sri  Rattan Singh, Tehsildar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The item of information for which the application dated 9-3-2009 has been made by the complainant, does not come within  the purview of the RTI Act.


Disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

s/o Sh. Bag Ram Kamboj,

Kamboj Hospital, Near Gaushala,

Gidderbaha, District Muktsar Pb. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1276 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,  complainant in person

ii)     
Sri  Rattan Singh, Tehsildar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


There are three items of information which the complainant  has asked for in the application dated 19-3-2009 and the position regarding each is as under:-


The respondent has made a commitment that the relevant revenue record, wherever it is in urdu, will be arranged  to be translated  in his office. As regards the progress in the preparation of the fard-badar, the  Tehsildar present before us makes a commitment that  action for supplying the concerned records and documents, alongwith his report and recommendation, will be sent to the office of the SDM, who is the competent authority to take a decision in this case, within 15 days from today.  It would then be possible to give a commitment about the date by which a final decision will be taken on the complainant’s application  for correction of the revenue record. Item no. 3 does not come within the ambit of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10  AM on 13-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance. 








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Rohit Singla,

Dashmesh Nagar,

Gali No. 3, Goniana Mandi – 151201,

District Bathinda, Punjab.



__________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1280 of 2009
Present:        None
ORDER
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

s/o Late Sh. Rachhpal Singh,

H. No. 23, Kamaon Colony,

Naya Gaon, Chandigarh.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1283 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None   on behalf of the complainant 

ii)     
HC  Surinder Kumar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has informed the complainant that the information  for which he has applied  is held in trust in a fiduciary capacity by the office of the Distt. Attorney on behalf of  clients, and cannot be given to him in view of Section 8(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Atul Gupta, Advocate,

District Courts, Faridkot,

Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller, 

Mini Sectt. Faridkot, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1284 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant 

ii)     
Sri B.M.Chadha, DFSC,Faridkot-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been accessed by the respondent from the concerned area sales officer, LPG, office of the Indian Oil Corporation and supplied to the complainant by Registered post.


Disposed of. 
 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Parmjit Singh,

Mechanic-II,

PRTC Workshop 

Industrial Area, Phase – II, 

Near Tribune Chowk, Chandigarh.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 996 of 2009

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

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


Heard.

The complainant states that he has received all the information for which he has applied except for the  statement recorded by the S.P.(HQs) of Sri  Gurjit Singh son of Sri Kartar Singh in the inquiry into peshi no. 2365 dated 2-9-2008. The complainant states that in all likelihood the statement of Gurjit Singh was recorded on the same day as the statement of Diwan Chand was recorded in this inquiry.


The respondent is directed to give this remaining information to the complainant  within seven days from the date of receipt of these orders, and bring the original record of the inquiry into peshi no. 2365 dated 2-9-2008 to the Court on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 13-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parmjit Singh,

Mechanic-II,

PRTC Workshop ,Industrial Area, Phase – II, 

Near Tribune Chowk, Chandigarh.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 997 of 2009

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

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


Heard.

The complainant states that he has received all the information for which he has applied except for the  statements recorded by the S.P.(Operation), of Sri  Tara Singh, Fitter, Sri Labh Singh, Turner, and Sri Paramjit Singh, Mechanic-II,PRTC Workshop,Chandigarh Depot,   in the inquiry into peshi no.  621 dated 25-2-2009 and the statements of Sri Paramjit Singh s/o Naginder Singh, Tirath Sngh son of Naginder Singh, Labh Singh, Turner, Tara Singh, Fitter, PRTC Workshop at Chandigarh and Sri Gian Chand son of Sh. Nika Singh, Sh. Tarlochan Singh son of Sri Balbir Singh in the inquiry into peshi no. 1814 dated 23-6-2008.
The respondent is directed  to supply  the remaining information to the complainant  within seven days from the date of receipt of these orders, and to bring the original record of inquiry into peshi no. 621 dated 25-2-2009,  and peshi no. 1814 dated 23-6-2008,  to the Court, on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 13-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th  July, 2009





      Punjab
