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

Sh. Amarjeet Singh,

House No-39, Rana Park,

Behind  B.D. Flour Mills,

Ambala Cantt, 

Haryana.

   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.




__________ Respondent
CC No. 3770 of 2009

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

ii)  
ASI Kulwant Rai, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The representative of the SSP, Amritsar has made a written submission that the application for information in this case relates a complaint no.1505/PP dated 11-07-2007 sent  to the SSP, Amritsar (Rural). The application had been forwarded to that office vide memo no.3914/PP dated 08-07-2007 for necessary action. The information required by the complainant is the inquiry report on his complaint received in the office of SSP, Amritsar (Rural).


The PIO, office of the SSP, Amritsar (Rural) is accordingly substituted as the respondent in this case and a fresh notice for the hearing of this case at 10 AM on 11-02-2010  should  be issued to him. 








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh. Rahul Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

H. No-2090/11, Gali No-1,

Near Police Station, Islamabad,

Amritsar.

   


  

________Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent
AC No.   979    of 2009

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


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh.Tarsem Lal,

R/o. Dhaki,

Near Chamba Rest House,

Pathankot-145001. 


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Secretary to Govt.,Punjab, 

Social Security, Women & Child Development,

Punjab, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent
CC No. 3764 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Tarsem Lal complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought to the Court a copy of the sanction issued for the final payment of G.P.Fund balance to Smt. Kamla Joshi, wife of the complainant. The respondent further  states that Smt. Kamla Joshi retired as supervisor at the end of February 2009. It took about 10 months to finalize the formalities for the release of her G.P.Fund balance and no employee was responsible for the delay. 


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









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh.Sharwan Sehgal,

S/o. Sh.B.N.Sehgal,

R/o 49/69, Harpal Nagar,

Ludhiana.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana City.




__________ Respondent
CC No.  3802 of 2009
Present:

None.
ORDER


The respondent has made a written submission that the information for which the complainant had applied has been given to him on 04-01-2010. 


Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh.Alwinder Goyal,

C/o M.D.Singla Advocate,

Tehsil Complex, Mansa , 

Distt. Mansa- 151505   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Estate Officer,

Punjab Wakf Board,

Dargah Hazi Rattan, 

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3793 of 2009
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
Sh. Kasim Khan, EO-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has returned the application for information of the complainant  to him vide his letter dated 31-08-2009,   advising him to apply for the required information to the office of the CEO, Punjab Wakf Board, at Chandigarh.  Today, he stated that out of the 8 points mentioned in the application for information of the complainant, information regarding point nos. 3 & 7 would be available at the Head office and the information with regard to the other 6 points would be available at Bathinda. The respondent is directed to obtain the information which is available in the head office in Chandigarh and then send the full information to the complainant within 15 days from today. As a period of more than 30 days has passed since the receipt of the complainant’s application, no fees can now be charged from him for the same.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

S/o. Sh.Baldev Singh,

Secy : Anti Corruption Council,

Opp Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot, Distt- Gurdaspur.   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.





             __________ Respondent
AC No.  982 of 2009
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
Ms. Rajwinder Bajwa, ETO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information for which the complainant had applied was provided to him on 16-11-2009.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh.Nanak Singh,

1820/6, Street No.2 ,

Pavitra Nagar , Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chairman, 

Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3118 of 2009

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)  Sh. Mukesh Juneja, Jt. Controller-cum-APIO
, and  Sri O.P.Chopra, Executive Engineer,(PH),Ludhiana on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has given a written statement to the concerned Executive Engineer of the Punjab Mandi Board that he has been given the information for which he had applied and he is satisfied with the same.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Smt .Krishna Devi,

W/o.Sh Tarsem Lal,

R/o. Guru Tabha Dass Colony, Sarna,

Teh- Pathankot,

District- Gurdaspur.




  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.





__________ Respondent
CC No 2786   of  2009
Present:
i)   
   Sh.Vijay Kumar on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
   HC Davinder Pal Singh  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The inquiry officer  who had been appointed to inquire into the allegations of the complainant has submitted his report, according to which the signatures of witness Sh.Joginder Pal have been found to be genuine and have not been forged  in any manner.

In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case. The complainant states that he would be satisfied only if he is shown the original documents on the basis of which attested copies have been supplied in response to his application. The respondent states that he has no objection to this and the complainant may see the original documents at 11 AM in his office on 15-01-2010 . 


The next hearing in this case is fixed at 10 AM on 22-01-2010 to give an opportunity to the complainant to approach the Court, in case the original documents are not shown to him in accordance with the orders being passed today. However, if this is done, it would not be necessary for the parties to appear before the Court on that date.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Iqbal Singh,

R/o Village Rasulpur (Mallah),

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police

Ludhiana (Rural)





__________ Respondent
CC No. 3480 of 2009

Present:
     None.
ORDER


The respondent has sent a faxed message stating that the information required by the complainant   has been given to him on 13-01-2010.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, Advocate,

S/o Dr. K.P. Sharma,

H No-116, Sector-7,

Panchkula-134109
  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

G.G.S. Hospital Complex, Sadiq Road,

Faridkot- 151203.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  891 of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, Advocate, appellant in person.
ii)  
Sri Saurabh Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


With reference to the orders passed on 16-12-2009, Ld. Counsel for the respondent states that there are no written records in connection with the letter dated 06-06-2009 of the appellant.

 Insofar as the answer sheet of the appellant’s daughters, Shruti Kaushik ,  is concerned,  the test consisted of  multiple  choice questions in which the candidate was required to darken  the circle next to the answer of his choice.  Thereafter, the answer sheets were evaluated by OMR method and the number of marks obtained by the candidate were  recorded on each answer sheet. Ld. Counsel   for the respondent states that under the Regulations/Prospectus of the University, candidates  dissatisfied with their marks can apply for a recheck of their answer sheets after depositing the prescribed fees of Rs.10,000/- , and in order to simply  see their answer sheet they have to deposit a fee of Rs.5000/-. He states that there is no provision in the prospectus for a copy of the answer sheet to be given to a student. 

I do not agree with  the Ld. Counsel for the respondent that a copy of the answer sheet cannot be given to the candidate because there is no provision for 









P2/-

AC No.  891 of 2009




-----2----

the same in the prospectus. Section 22 of the RTI Act 2005 states that the provisions of the Act shall have effect notwithstanding anything inconsistent therewith contained in the any other law, and therefore, the respondent has an obligation to give this information to the complainant under the act. However, the RTI Act cannot be used to avoid making the payment of fees prescribed for certain purposes in the rules and regulations framed by the public authority concerned. In this case an amount of Rs.5000/- is required to be paid by a candidate as fees for seeing his answer sheet. I therefore direct the respondent to provide an attested copy of the candidate, Ms.Shruti Kaushik’s answer sheet to the appellant, after he has deposited the prescribed fees of Rs.5000/- .

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh. Bishan Singh,

H No-1014, Phase 7,

SAS Nagar,

Mohali.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3335 of 2009

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

ii)  
Sh.Ramesh Chander Garg, DRO-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The DRO-cum-APIO, Mohali has appeared in the Court in compliance with the directions given in the orders dated 16-12-2009 and states that  vide his letter dated 13-07-2009, the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) has sent  a report of the BDPO which was found by the Deputy Commissioner to be inadequate and the BDPO was   asked to give  specific comments on the complaint made against him by Sh.Bishan Singh. A copy of the letter  written to the BDPO in this regard  has been provided to the complainant and the DRO-cum-APIO has made a commitment that the first report of the BDPO, which had been found to be inadequate, will be sent to him  within 2 days .

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh.Vivek Vashishth, Advocate,

Chamber No-88, Distt. & Sessions Courts Complex,

Panipat-132103
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  2920 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
Ms. Sweety Devgan, DFSC-cum-PIO, Ferozepur.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the office copy of the certificate issued in the case of deletion of names in a ration card are not kept in the office of the AFSO Abohar and the information mentioned in the order dated 04-12-2009 in this regard is not available. The respondent further submits that she has joined as DFSC, Ferozepur only last week and does not know the reasons for the delay which has been caused in this case, which will be inquired into and action will be taken against the official/officials found responsible for the same. In view of this commitment, the notice issued to the then DFSC vide orders dated 27-11-2009 is hereby dropped and this case is disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh.Sukhdev Kumar Sood,

S/o.Sh.Amrit Pal Sood,

Mohalla Krishan Nagar,

Nakodar,

Distt. Jalandhar.
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 2925 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Sukhdev Kumar Sood, complainant in person.
ii) S I Sukhwinder Singh, EOW, Jalandhar, on behalf of the 
respondent.
iii) Sh. Balbir Singh Pandhal, Director (officiating), Forensic Science Lab. –cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s order passed on 24-12-2009, the officiating Director Forensic Science Laboratory Punjab has appeared in the Court and states that the records of the laboratory has been examined, and no specimen signatures as mentioned in the orders dated 24-12-2009 have been found to have been  received for scientific examination by the laboratory . 
In view of the above , no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh. Lakha Singh,

S/o Sh. Maddar,

R/o. Gali Dabwali, Baba Naamdev,

Village Ghumaan,Tehsil- Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.
  
   


  
________Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Dalhousie Road, Pathankot



__________ Respondent
AC  No. 943    of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.,P.C.Rana, and Manuj Nagrath, Advocates, on behalf of 
the appellant.
ii)  
Sri  Onkar  Singh, Dy. DFO, Pathankot,  on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant was given to him on 13-01-2010 vide the respondent’s letter dated 12-01-2010. The appellant seeks some time to go through the information to see if there are any  deficiencies  therein.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-01-2010 to give an opportunity to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, found in the information supplied to him by the respondent. 








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

W/o. Sh. Surinder Kumar,

H.No- 3957, Hospital Mohalla,

Kartarpur,

District- Jalandhar.

   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.    


Public Information Officer,  
O/o. Senior Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Phagwara,

District- Kapurthala.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3943 of 2009

Present:
None.
ORDER



The complainant was given an opportunity to appear before the Court and make her submissions with regard to the complainant but it has not been availed by her. 

It has already been found and recorded in the orders dated 30-12-2009 that no information remains to be given to the complainant in response to her application dated 12-12-2009.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Ward No-16, Mohalla Radharka,

Mansa-151505.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar, 

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3491 of 2009

Present:
None.
ORDER


The respondent has made a written submission that the complainant has informed him that he does not need the remaining information and he  will send a fresh application to the respondent as and when he requires the same.

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








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010

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

Sh.Harbaksh Singh Heera,

38-39, New Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Near Railway Crossing,

Village- Sunet, Ludhiana- 141012.

  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer,     ( By  Regd.  Post)
O/o. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindra Road, Patala.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  06 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sh.Harbaksh Singh Heera, complainant in person.

ii)  
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The PIO, office of the Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, has ignored the notice issued by the Commission on 04-12-2009 and has appeared neither personally nor through any representative for the hearing today. 


The complainant on the other hand states that the deficiencies pointed out by him in the information supplied to him in his letter dated 03-03-2009, still persist and no further information has been given to him by the respondent. In the above circumstance , one last opportunity is given to the respondent to give  complete information to the complainant with reference to his application for information,  a copy of which has already been sent to the respondent,  and to submit a copy of the information provided to him to the Court on the next date of hearing,  failing which the PIO, office of the ETC, Patiala, Punjab, should show cause  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.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2010 for confirmation of compliance and further orders.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


14th January, 2010
