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

Sh. Ajit Singh,

# 4 ,  Inner Circle Road,

Circuit House,

Jamshedpur- 831001,

Jharkhand.


  



________Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.






 __________ Respondent

AC No.  322 of 2010
Present:
i)        None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)       Inspector Randhir Singh on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that no complaint of Sh. Ajit Singh has been received in their office regarding the alleged loss of money through misuse of his credit card. This has also been communicated to the appellant vide the respondent’s letter dated 14-02-2010.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Paramjeet Singh,

# 420, Phase XI, 

Mohali.


  



________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO- 74-75, Sector-17 B, Chandigarh.


 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1984 of 2010
Present:
i)        Sh. Paramjeet Singh, complainant in person .

ii)     Sh. Chander Mohan Suptt. And Avtar Singh, Accountant on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The reply given by the PIO to the complainant, in response to his application for information dated 25-03-2010, vide his letter dated 09-06-2010 has been found to be perfectly satisfactory. In case the complainant wants the respondent to make another effort to locate the audit report which may have been conducted of the Patiala office of the Corporation during the period “6-7/ 1998”, he would have to supply some further details such as the date of the audit or the memo no. and date of the communication with which the report was sent to the head office,  etc. 


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, 

District- Ludhiana.
  



________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Personnel Department, 

Chandigarh.





 __________ Respondent

CC No.  1978 of 2010

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

ii)    Sh. Harbans Lal Chawla, Deputy Secretary Personnel on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by  the respondent  vide his letter dated 08-07-2010.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pardeep Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Ved Parkash,

H No. 231, Jodhu Colony-3,

Mukatsar.


  



________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Mukatsar.






 __________ Respondent

AC No.  511  of  2010

Present:
i)        None on behalf of the appellant .
ii)       Sh. Gulbahar Singh, DFSC-cum-PIO Muktsar. 
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information dated 08-01-2010 of the appellant was received in the office of the respondent on 12-01-2010. The information required by the appellant involved its collection from 56 depot holders, and a letter was written to the appellant on 10-02-2010, within the prescribed period of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application for information, that he is required to deposit an amount of Rs. 1550/- as the prescribed fees for information @ Rs. 2/- per page. The information could not be provided to the appellant because he refused to deposit the fees on the ground that the letter of the respondent dated 10-02-2010 was received by him on 16-02-2010. The contention of the application is not correct because the time taken for a letter to be delivered has to be deducted from the period of 30 days allowed by the RTI Act, 2005 for responding to an application for information.  The respondent has nevertheless given 499 pages of information to the appellant free of cost  (the no. of pages which had been photostated and    duly    attested by  14-07-2010,  the  date  of
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delivery to the appellant). From the facts of this case, no further action is required to be taken by the respondent till  the fees demanded from the appellant has been deposited by him, after which the remaining information can also be sent to him

Disposed of.   
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Malkit Singh,

S/o. Sh. Surjit Singh,

VPO Sherpur Kalan, Tehsil Jagraon,

District- Ludhiana.

  



________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.






 __________ Respondent

AC No.  510   of 2010
Present:
i)        Sh. Malkit Singh,  appellant  in person .

ii)    Sh. Manjeet Singh, Date Entry Operator, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the appellant has been informed that comments of the college have been asked for on his complaint dated 14-01-2010. Today, he has given the information that the comments of the college were given vide their letter dated 12-02-2010 and the same has been forwarded to the appellant, meaning thereby that the university has accepted the comments of the college as correct. 


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Luder Ram,

S/o.Sh.Lakhi Ram,

# 790, Block no.4, Nimwali Gali,

Jawaharke Road, 

District-Mansa- 151505.  



________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Food Controller,

Moga.






 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2012   of 2010

Present:
i)        Sh. Luder Ram  complainant in person .

ii)       Sh. B.S. Narula, DFSO Moga, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made  a written submission that no details can be read in the photostat copy of the ration card submitted by the complainant, in respect of which he has asked for information . The complainant states that what is legible in the photostat copy is the name of the cardholder namely, Mr. Charan Dass S/o.Sh. Hari Ram and the address “Sant Nagar Moga” can also be read. The respondent is directed to  find out whether the information required by the complainant can be located from these details and, if so, it may be given to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 30-07-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

# 617/1, Sector 41 A,

Chandigarh.

  



________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director, 

Department of Agriculture, Punjab,

Sector 34, Chandigarh



 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2009  of 2010

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

ii)     Sh. Prithpal Singh, CIF-cum-APIO and D.P.Mangla, Suptt.    on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


There are 7 items  of information which the complainant has mentioned in his application for information dated 18-05-2010.  The position regarding each of them is as follows:-


1.
The complainant has asked for copies of the writ  filed in the 



Hon’ble High Court by Sri Joginder Kumar, the reply filed by the 


Department to the writ and the orders of the Hon’ble High Court, if 


any, passed till date on the writ.  The respondent has 




informed the complainant that this is   third party information and 


cannot be supplied.  I find, however, that the exemption being 


claimed by the respondent is not in accordance with the provisions 


of the RTI Act,  and this information should therefore be supplied to 


the complainant within one week of the date of receipt of these 


orders.

2.
The respondent states that  there  are  no  instructions or rules  


regarding the administrative decision which has been  taken that 


the proficiency step-up of Smt. Bimla Sharma will be decided after 


a  decision  has  been  taken by the Hon’ble High Court on Sh. 


Joginder Kumar’s writ petition. 
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3.
The respondent   states   that   the promotions to the post of 



Superintendent are  being made in accordance with the rules and 


and there is no connection between the case of  Superintendents’  


promotions and Smt. Bimla Sharma’s case of proficiency  step-up. 

4, 5  & 6.
The  required  information  has  been supplied to the 



            complainant  vide  the respondent’s letter dated 18-06-2010.


7.
20th July, 2010 is the date which has been conveyed to the 



complainant when he can visit the office of the respondent and 


inspect the documents mentioned in this point.



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


disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. S.R.Goyal,

H No. 1AFF, 

Poly Clinic Campus, Sector- 45, 

Chandigarh.


  



________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Bathinda.






 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2073 of   2010

Present:
i)        Dr. S.R.Goyal, complainant in person.
ii)       Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khokhar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that an inspection of the premises of the business being run by Ms. Bharat Electricals at 4955, Gali Afeem Wali, Bathinda, is in process as a result of the complaint dated 19-05-2010 made by the complainant. However, he states that the complaint was found to be incorrect, since the two firms which are conducting their  business in the premises in question  have both been allotted VAT and TIN numbers. The respondent has been directed to give a written reply to the complainant accordingly.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 30-07-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal, 

P/o Ramgarh,

District- Ludhiana.
   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. State Information Commission, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent
CC  No. 1836  of 2010

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

ii)       Sh. Sohal Lal , Accounts Officer-cum-APIO ,PSIC.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with orders dated 24-06-2010, the Deputy Registrar of the Commission has intimated that the information given earlier, that the case mentioned at point no.3 of the complainant’s application for information had been allocated to Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Mrs. Ravi Singh, was not correct, and the mistake occurred because of some confusion in diarisation of the concerned complaint. He has intimated that the correct position is that  the complainant was asked to file an affidavit in response to his complaint dated 05-03-2009 which  has not yet been done, and the complaint is therefore not yet ready for allocation to a Bench for a hearing. This position has been intimated to the complainant as well vide the PIO’s letter dated 01-07-2010.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. K.L.Malhotra,

Ananad Puri, Noorwala Road, 

Gurdware Wali Gali, 

Ludhiana- 141008.   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 1880   of 2010
Present:
i)         Sh. K.L.Malhotra, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh. Sajjan  Singh, DFSO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that a demand for fees was made from the complainant for the information which is required to be given to him in accordance with the orders dated 24-06-2010. However, since no response was given to the complainant’s application within the prescribed period of 30 days the information is required to be given to him free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005. The respondent has made a commitment that this will be done tomorrow itself on  16-07-2010 .


Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-07-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Khushwinder Singh Grewal, 

Advocate,Chamber No-257,

 Lawyers Chamber Complex, 
District Courts,Ludhiana-141001.
 

  

________ Appellant
AC No.  314 of 2010
ORDER


Three opportunities have been given to the appellant to make his submission in connection with his appeal but he has not availed any of them. Apparently, the clarifications given by the respondent vide his letter dated 13-04-2010  have been found to be sufficient for the appellant. 


Disposed of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua,

# 2068, Phase 7, 

Mohali.


  



________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The   Director, 

Vigilance Bureau,  Punjab,

 Sector 17,   Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent
CC No. 1781 of 2010

Present:
i)         None on behalf of the  complainant  .

ii)       Sh. Gurbachan Singh,Sr. Assistant, and Insp. Birbal Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The PIO’s representative who has appeared in the Court states that the PIO is on leave and has requested for an adjournment. The case is adjourned to 10 AM  on 22-07-2010  for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Darshan Singh,

S/o.Sh.Bagh Singh,

R/o. Udeykaran,

Teh  & District – Mukatsar.
  



________ Complainant

Vs


Sh. Gulbahar Singh . 
District Food & Supply Controller-cum-PIO, 

Muktsar.






 __________ Respondent

CC No. 1169 of 2010

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


ii)
Sh. Gulbahar Singh, DFSC-cum-PIO Muktsar.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent confirmed  that the penalty of Rs. 25,000/- imposed on him vide the orders dated 28-05-2010 has been deducted from his salary by the Government and action has been taken by him for the cancellation of licenses of three depots holders who did not supply the required information. The costs of Rs.1000/- awarded to the complainant has also been disbursed to him.  The orders   dated 28-05-2010 have been complied with  in every respect.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Inspector General of Police (Zonal),

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1512 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)       ASI Surinder Singh and HC Ashwani Kumar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that in compliance with the orders dated 03-06-2010, the information mentioned at serial no. 5 of the application for information of the complainant has been sent to him vide his letter dated 03-07-2010. He states that no other information relating to any other point from serial nos. 6 to 14 and 17 of the complainant’s application has been found in the records of the office.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


15th July,  2010
