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

Sh. Satish Kumar,

# 2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1328  of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Satish Kumar, complainant  in person .

ii)       Sh.  Vijay Sharma, AAO, Sh. Swaran Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. Nirmal Singh, JE(Elect), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


There are two applications for information of the complainant in this case, dated 06-11-2009 and 15-11-2009. The alleged deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in the information provided to him by the respondent in response to his application dated 06-11-2009 have been considered and found to be baseless. Insofar as serial no. 3 of the items of information mentioned in the complainant’s application dated 15-11-2009 is concerned, the required information has been brought by the respondent and is enclosed with these orders .


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
Encls---

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

Sh. Satish Kumar,

# 2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1362 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant  .

ii)        Sh.  Vijay Sharma, AAO,Sh. Swaran Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. Nirmal Singh, JE(Elect), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


There are two applications for information of the complainant concerned with this case,  dated 01-01-2010 and 09-11-2009 . 


The alleged deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in the information provided to him in response to his application dated 09-11-2009 have been found to be baseless, except that with regard to item no.2 of the items of information mentioned in the application, the respondent states that the case of entitlement  of  leave  to  Sh. Amar Singh is still under consideration.

The respondent has not brought any reply to the alleged deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in respect of his application dated 01-01-2010, because the concerned papers were not sent to him along with the notice for today’s hearing through an oversight. The same has been supplied to the respondent today and he is directed to bring his reply on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-06-2010 for further considerations and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H No- 60/35-P/330,

Street No.8, Maha Singh Nagar,

Daba Lohara Road, P.O. Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana- 141014.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1584 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)        Sh.Janak Raj , AFSO Jagraon on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has obtained the information required by the complainant from the Indian Oil Corporation and has supplied it to the complainant vide his letter dated 27-04-2010.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 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.



  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 390   of 2010
Present:
i)    None on behalf of the appellant. 
ii)   Sh. Mohinder Singh Chawla, AFSO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought with him the information required by the appellant which should be sent to him along with these orders for his information.


The respondent states that the delay in this case has occurred because of acute shortage of staff.


An opportunity is given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being provided to him at 10 AM on 03-06-2010. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
Encls---
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Daljit Singh,

Cabin No 111 A,

Yadwindra Complex, District Courts,

Patiala- 147001.


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala. 





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1655 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Daljit Singh, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh. Vikrant  Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought with him necessary clarifications in respect of the alleged deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in the information supplied to him. The respondent has explained in his letter dated 18-05-2010 that the letters of the PSCST which are being interpreted as “sanctions” by the complainant are only  intimations of the amounts which had been sanctioned and copies of  these are also not available in the records of the zoological society, since it has been stated in the respondent’s letter that “no record was maintained as it (the occasions for which the grants were given) was a timely event”. In any case,  the complainant has been given copies of the concerned letters by the PSCST . In so far as the utilization certificates are concerned, the respondent has stated that these were sent to the PSCST vide registered letters dated 22-04-2008 and 09-07-2008, the receipts for which have been enclosed by the respondent with his letter. A copy of the  respondent’s letter dated 18-05-2010 has been handed over to the complainant in the Court today. 

I find that the alleged deficiencies of the complainant  have been adequately explained 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


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

# 279, Street No. 11, Mair Colony,

New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana.


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Managing Director,

 Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 119-120, Sector 17 B,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 1633 of 2010

Present:
i) Sh. Joginder Singh complainant and Sh. Vikrant Sharma,          Advocate on behalf of the complainant. 
ii) Sh.  Parveen  Kumar, Tech. Assistant, on behalf of the        respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


There are two paragraphs in the application for information of the complainant in this case in which the particulars of the information required by him have been described.  Personal details of one Smt. Jaswinder Kaur wife of Sh Balwinder Singh have been asked for in the first paragraph and the complainant is unable to show the public interest  involved in his being given this information.  The disclosure of this information is therefore exempt under Section 8(1)( j ) of the RTI Act, 2005, and has been correctly denied to him by the PIO.

The second paragraph is vague and open ended and requires the respondent to delve into the entire records of his office right from the  date of recruitment of Smt. Jaswinder Kaur,  which is neither feasible nor in the public interest.  Ld. Counsel for the complainant states that he would like to make a fresh application with specific details of any alleged mis-demenour which may
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CC No. 1633 of 2010






----2----

have occurred in the Warehousing Corporation and details of the documents which he requires.  He has been told that making of an application under the RTI Act is a legal right of any citizen of India, and it is equally the responsibility of the concerned PIO to take action thereon in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed of. 

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amrit Pal Singh,

# 2985, Ajit Road, Street No.3,

Bathinda.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Government , Punjab, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1662 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, complainant  in person .

ii)    Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Supdt, Sh Puran Lal, Supdt., and Sh Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent had asked the complainant to deposit the prescribed fee of Rs.72/- for the documents for which he had applied, which was received by the respondent on 18-05-2010, and complete information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. V.K.Janjua,

# 2068, Phase VII,

Mohali.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Joint Director ( Admn.), 

Vigilance Department, Punjab,

 Mini Sectt., Sector 9,Chandigarh.
                               __________ Respondent

CC No. 1666  of 2010

Present:
i)         Sh. V.K.Janjua, complainant  in person .

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


Heard.


The complainant has submitted his reply to the letter dated 18-05-2010 of the respondent, which has been addressed by the respondent to the Commission and to the complainant in response to the present complaint. A copy of the same has been supplied to the respondent, who should bring his reply to the various arguments put forth by the complainant in support of his complaint, on the next date of hearing. 


A copy of the judgment of Hon’ble CIC, Punjab, in CC-3209 of 2009 , submitted by the complainant in support of his case, should be obtained by the registry, in which the Punjabi components of the orders have been typed out in Gurumukhi script, and this should be sent to the respondent along with these orders to enable him to file a complete reply.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-06-2010 for further considerations and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kartar Singh,

S/o. Sh. Gurdial Singh,

# 23777, Gali No- 5, Harbans Nagar,

Dabwali Road,

Bathinda.




  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 506 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
 Sh. Darshan  Singh,  Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 06-05-2010, information on the action taken by the respondent on letter no.852 dated 16-12-2005 of the Range Officer, Divisional Forest Office, Bathinda has been sent by the respondent to the complainant on 17-05-2010. The respondent has also submitted a letter dated 19-05-2010, in which he has stated that despite repeated requests/efforts, the complainant has been unable to produce the receipts of the post office for the letters which he claims to have sent to the respondent’s office. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

# 7-B, Majithia Enclave,

Patiala- 147005.

   



________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Welfare Officer,

Ambedkar Bhawan,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 1465   of 2010
Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Courts dated 06-05-2010 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Chhotu Ram,

S/o. Sh.Ishubh,

H No.5983, Gali No. 13,  Lakshmi Nagar,

Haibowal  Kalan, 

Ludhiana.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







__________ Respondent

CC No.  1482 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)        Const.  Nek  Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

 
The affidavit mentioned in the orders dated 30-04-2010 has been submitted by the respondent to the Court today.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Radhey Sham Jain,

S/o.Sh.Des Raj,

E.O. Wali Gali, Ward No-4, Maur Mandi, 

District- Bathinda.



  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Distt. Manager,

Punjab Agro-Industries Corporation,

Bathinda.





 __________ Respondent

CC No. 696 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant    .

ii)  
Sri Ranbir Singh, DM-cum-PIO. 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the required information has been supplied to the complainant vide his letter dated 27-04-2010. The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided to him.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Radhey Sham Jain,

S/o.Sh.Des Raj,

Ward No-4, T.O. Wali Gali,

Maur Mandi, District- Bathinda.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Manager,

Punjab Agro Industries Corporation, 

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 120   of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant    .

ii)  
Sri Ranbir Singh,  DM-cum-PIO. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the required information has been supplied to the complainant vide his letter dated 27-04-2010. The complainant is not present. Apparently , he is satisfied with the information provided to him.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jatinder Jain,

O/o. “Sankalp”, 135, Bhattan Street,

Sunam, District-Sangrur- 148028.


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Social Security Officer,

District- Sangrur.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  503  of 2010

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

ii)     Ms  Anita , CDPO , Sunam- II ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The remaining information has been brought by the respondent in compliance with the orders dated 26-04-2010 and has been given to the complainant.


The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information provided to him.


Disposed of.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Kuljit Singh,  Advocate,

# 2290, Phase 10,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director, 

Social Security, Women & Child Development, Punjab,

Sector 34,  Chandigarh.
                                 
__________ Respondent
CC No. 183 & 184  of  2010

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Kuljit Singh,  Advocate,complainant  in  person.

ii)  
 Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Superintendent Grade II-cum-APIO on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


CC- 183 of 2010

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent except for the following:-

1)
The respondent states that the file concerning the candidate mentioned at serial no.1 of the complainant’s application, Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur, Roll no. 1700,  could not be traced out .

2) 
The joining report of the candidate mentioned at sr. no.2 , Ms. Gurbakhash Kaur, Roll no.1648,  could not be located .

3)
The roll no. of the candidate mentioned at sr. no.5 is not correct and therefore the required information cannot be located.
4)
No roll no. of the candidate mentioned at sr. no.6 has been given, in the absence of which it is not possible to locate the required information.
The information provided by the respondent has been found to be inadequate to the extent that he is claiming that certain records are “missing” from his office. This reply is not acceptable and the PIO, Sh. Rajnish Kumar, Deputy Director, Social Security Department, Punjab, is directed to take personal 
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CC No. 183 & 184  of  2010






---2---

interest and to locate the concerned papers and supply the remaining information to the complainant. Insofar as the written test mentioned by the complainant in his application is concerned,  he should be given the total number  of marks obtained by the four candidates mentioned at sr. no. 1, 2 ,3 and 4 in the written test. This should be done before the next date of hearing.
CC- 184 of 2010
The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent except for the following:-

1)
The respondent states that no advertisement was issued for the recruitment of peons in 1996.

2)
The merit list of the candidates has not been provided.

3)
The respondent states that no interview board was constituted for the recruitment.

4) 
No applications were invited for the recruitment.

5)
The information regarding whether the peons were recruited during the period the model code was in force due to  elections has not been given.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 03-06-2010. The remaining information should be provided by the respondent to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


20th  May, 2010
