STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Gian Chand,

S/o Sh. Wadhawa Ram,

R/o Japuwal, PO   Gurdas Nangal,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,

The Amritsar Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Amritsar. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 376 of 2009

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
Sh. Shamsher Singh Dhariwal, Asstt. Manager, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that the orders of the Commission  finding the Punjab State Cooperative Bank to be a public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, has been stayed by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,  in CWP No. 19481 of 2006. 


This case is accordingly adjourned sine die and fresh notices will be issued to the concerned parties after a decision is given by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in the above mentioned case. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Surjit Singh,

s/o Sh. Santa Singh,

Mohar Singh Wala, 

VPO – Lamochar Kalan,

Tehsil – Jalalabad, Distt. Ferozepur. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Officer,

Ferozepur.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 375 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


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Tarsem Lal, 

H. No. 386, W.No. 6,

Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, PO – Bhogpur – 144201,

District Jalandhar, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Sainik Welfare Officer,

Shastri Market, Jalandhar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 401 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Tarsem Lal,   on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
Sri Harjit Singh, Sr. Asstt,. and Sri Kuldip Singh, Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has sent a written response to the complaint made by Sri Tarsem Lal  to the Commission on 16-4-2009.   Since it has not been received, a copy of the same has been made out and placed on  the record  of the case .

The deficiencies alleged by the complainant  in the  information provided to him has been discussed in detail in the presence of the parties  and I direct that action should be taken as follows:-

1.  The calculation sheet of the income tax  deducted from the salary of the    complainant  pertaining to the financial year 2007-08, (assessment year   2008-09) should be brought to the Court on 30-4-2009 for  delivery  to the  complainant.

2. The complainant has asked for certified  copies of the  bills showing details of pay and allowances drawn and paid in respect of each official working under the control of the respondent from 1-1-1986  to 30-09-2008.The supply of this information entails the retrieval and scrutiny of a large number of files and the information itself would run into thousands of pages.  The application for information of the complainant is dated 25-10-2008 and vide 
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his letter dated 4-11-2008, the respondent informed the complainant that  a great deal of time and effort would be required in collecting this information. The respondent also stated in this letter that the complainant would have to deposit the prescribed fees @ Rs. 2/- per page and the calculation of the amount required to be deposited  would in itself take considerable time.  However, further action in this regard was not taken by the respondent because the complainant went in appeal against the information given to him by the respondent  vide his aforementioned  letter dated 4-11-2008,  which has not yet been decided.

In his reply to the complaint dated 13-2-2009 of Sri  Tarsem Lal, the respondent has now stated that about 200 man hours would be required to trace out and  complete this information from the records and the fees payable by the complainant ( subject to final adjustment) will be Rs. 5000/- approx. The complainant is prepared to deposit this amount.  The respondent is accordingly directed to prepare and supply this information to the complainant after the fees of Rs. 5000/- required for the same has been deposited by the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 30-4-2009 in Court No. 2, for further consideration and orders.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Pardeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

R/o VPO – Sikri, P.S. Hariana,

District Hoshiarpur, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Jalandhar Range, Jalandhar Cantt.(Pb.)

__________ Respondent

CC No. 374 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Pardeep Singh complainant in person.
 
ii)
Sh. Gurmail Singh, Asstt. on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent on 06.02.2009.


Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Talwar,

S/o Late Sh. Raj Kumar Talwar,

197, Anand Nagar, Backside-St.

Patrick School, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1165 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Talwar complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13.03.2009, the remaining information has been sent by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 22.04.2009. 


Disposed of. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Dr. B.S. Sidhu,

H. No. 13-G,

Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1447 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Dr. B.S. Sidhu complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the court in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13.03.2009. The complainant may go through the same and he is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information at 10.00 AM on 05.06.2009.  It will be useful if a written communication is also sent to the respondent listing out the alleged deficiencies by 15.05.2009, to enable the respondent to come prepared with his response on the next date of hearing. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. R.K Maurya,

Hall No. 1, Opposite to Room No. 106,

1st Floor, Lawyer Complex,

District Courts, Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1126 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent .on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that no observation has been received from the complainant in respect of the information supplied to him on 12.03.2009. 


An opportunity had been given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which had been provided to him. The complainant is not present. It is apparent that he is satisfied with the information provided to him by the respondent.


Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO.  Lehra-gagga, Distt. Sangrur.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurudwara Pabandhak Committee (SGPC),

Amritsar. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 660 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Simarjit Singh, Court Assitt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13.03.2009, but the complainant states that there are some deficiencies and the respondent has made a commitment that  the same will be removed and the remaining information will be supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 29.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO.  Lehra-gagga, Distt. Sangrur.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurdwara Pabandhak Committee (SGPC),

Amritsar. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 661 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Simarjit Singh, Court Assitt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought to the court by the respondent and has been handed over to him. The complainant may point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him within one week to the respondent, who should examine the same, and if any remaining information is found to be due to the complainant, the same should be given to him before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 29.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Aya Ram,

# 239/1, Gali Vakilan,

Purana Bazar, Ludhiana.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2920 of 2008

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the complainant.
 
ii)
HC Santosh Kumar, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


A suitable response has been given by the respondent to the complainant in respect of the four points mentioned by the complainant during the hearing of the case on 20.03.2009. A copy of the same has been submitted by the respondent to the Commission and taken on the record of the case.

Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Aya Ram,

# 239/1, Gali Vakilan,

Purana Bazar, Ludhiana.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2920 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in person.
 
ii)
HC Santosh Kumar, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant in the aforementioned case appeared in the Court after the hearing of the case had taken place. He made an oral submission that the respondent has not given the required clarifications to him mentioned in the four points recorded in the Court’s orders dated 20.03.2009. It appears that the clarifications submitted by the respondent to the Court vide his letter dated 22.04.2009 have either not been sent to the complainant or have not been received by him. A copy of the aforementioned letter, from which it is clear that the doubts of the complainant have been adequately dealt with, is enclosed with these orders for the information of the complainant.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which has already been disposed of vide orders dated 24.04.2009. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Smt. Saroj Goyal,

Retd. Lecturer,

H. No. 1529, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal of S.K.R.M. College, Bhagoo Majra,

Kharar, Mohali.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  320 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Smt. Saroj Goyal, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sri Maninderpal Singh, Principal, SKRM College.

ORDER

Heard.

2.
The respondent has prepared the statement of CPF loan recoveries made by the SKRM College from the complainant‘s pay, in compliance with the directions of the Court dated 13-3-2009, and has sent it to the complainant. The complainant in her letter dated 24-4-2009, however, has pointed out various anomalies in the statement prepared by the respondent. The most important of these is the fact that in response to the complainant’s letter No. 7 dated 23.04.2009, the respondent had informed her vide his letter No. 627 dated 14.05.2008, that the amounts deposited in her account consist exclusively of the recoveries of her CPF loan, whereas in the Court today, he has clarified that the deposited amounts are inclusive of the complainant’s CPF contributions. Since the amounts deposited obviously did not match the figures representing deductions of the CPF loan, this error of the respondent created a lot of confusion in the complainant’s mind and resulted in her suffering a great deal of mental harassment. 

3.

The second very important shortcoming in the manner in which the respondent has dealt with this case is his refusal and reluctance to give to the complainant part of the information for which she had applied on 12.02.2008, namely, 
…Contd P/2
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“the details mentioning the dates on which the installments were deducted from my salary…..”. From the very beginning till even now, after a statement has been prepared by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders, the respondent has not given this information to the complainant leading to the suspicion that it is being deliberately suppressed.

4.
There are other anomalies as well. Even after the Commission directed the respondent to give the information in a clear and easily understandable form vide its orders dated 13-2-2009, sufficient care was not taken by the respondent and in the statement provided to the complainant, there are errors in column 4 of page 2 thereof, which were corrected and initialed by the respondent in the Court. 
5.
The history and background of this case shows that the respondent has not taken his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness, because of which the complainant had to undergo great mental agony and harassment. Notice is therefore given to Sh. Maninderpal Singh, Principal, SKRM, College Bhagoo Majra, Kharar, District Mohali to show cause at 10.00 AM on 28.05.2009, why a penalty should not imposed upon under Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay caused by him in giving the correct information to the complainant, and for having given misleading information. The respondent is also required to bring the information to the Court about the dates of the recoveries of the CPF loan made from the complainant’s salary, on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-5-2009 for further consideration and orders.


.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Sushil Kumar,

s/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla – 148023.                                                     __________Complainant

Vs.

Sri Amrik  Singh,    


Accountant-cum-Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Malerkotla, Distt Sangrur, Punjab.                               __________ Respondent

CC No. 1568 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sri  Amrik  Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has supplied some information to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13-3-2009, in respect of which the complainant has prepared a list of alleged deficiencies which has been handed over to the respondent in the Court today. The respondent should go through this list carefully and give a response to the complainant, including any remaining information, if the same is required to be given to him, within seven days from today.  If even after this exercise has been undertaken, any deficiency still persists, it will be useful if the complainant could  give  intimation  about the same to the respondent before the next date of hearing.

The respondent wishes to make oral submissions in response to the notice for the imposition of penalties prescribed under Section 20 of the RTI Act, vide Court’s orders dated 13.03.2009. He has been directed to give a written reply to the said notice on the next date of hearing. 


The complainant submits that the delay which has been caused in this case by the respondent has resulted in a loss to him because it has affected the petitions filed 
by him in the Hon’ble High Court. The complainant may make a written submission to the court giving details of the loss which has been caused to him because of the delay on the part of the respondent in supplying the required information to him. This may also be done by the complainant on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 15.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Guriqbal Singh,

C/o Sh. Maninder Arora,

H. No. 553, Sector 8-B,

Chandigarh.



__________ Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 17 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Prashant Gupta, Advocate on behalf of appellant.
 
ii)
None on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER 

Heard.


The complainant states that he needs some time for furnishing a copy of his application for the allotment of a learning centre to the respondent. The request is granted and the case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 15.05.2009 for consideration and orders.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Davinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ram Lubhaya

Ward No. 8, 

Mohalla  Bhattan,

Garhshankar,Distt Hoshiarpur


__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat,

Mahilpur, District Hoshiarpur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1186 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Suresh Kumar, Accountant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him vide his letter dated 16.04.2009. 


Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Organization,

V&PO Rasulpur (Mallah), Teh. Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana – 142035. 



__________Appellant 

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jagraon. Distt. Ludhiana. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 122 of 2009

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

ii)     
DSP  Mukhtiar Singh, Jagraon and Ms. Kuldip Kaur, Supdt.,. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.



The application for information of the complainant in this case was transferred by the respondent to the PIO, office of the SSP, Ludhiana for necessary action , who is therefore substituted as the respondent in this case.  The representative of the latter, who has appeared in the Court today, states that the required information has been found to pertain to FIR No. 240 dated 31-7-2004, PS Jagroan, Distt Ludhiana , which is under trial and cannot, therefore, be given to the complainant under section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act , as opined by the D A (Legal), Ludhiana.

The opinion of the D A (Legal), Ludhiana has been seen.   It  merely states that the  information may be  denied because it has been stated by the police authorities that the disclosure of the information  would affect the trial in case FIR 240 dated 31-7-2004, PS Jagroan.  Neither the respondent nor the D A (Legal) has given any detail of the manner in which the disclosure of the required information would affect the trial, apart from stating that the applicant,  Sri Iqbal Singh son of Sri Malkiat Singh,  is an accused   in FIR No. 240 dated 31-7-2004, mentioned above.


The representative of the PIO   present before us  seeks an adjournment in 










----p2/






--2--

order to show to the Court that the exemption being claimed under section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act is justified.   The request is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 22-5-2009 for further consideration and orders.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. N.S. Bhatia,

H. No. 1377/1,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 289 of 2009

ORDER


Since neither the complainant nor the respondent  were present when the case cited as subject was called for hearing on 20-4-2009, and no request for an adjournment had also been received from either party, it was concluded that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further and the case was disposed of.

The complainant has now, vide his letter dated 22-4-2009, (copy enclosed) addressed to the Commission, stated that he could not appear in the Court on 20-4-2009 due to unavoidable reasons, and that he has not yet received the information for which he had applied vide his application dated 16-10-2008 (copy enclosed).


In the above circumstances, this case is reopened and fixed for hearing at 10 AM on 29-5-2009.  The respondent is directed to be present on that date either personally or through the concerned APIO, along with a copy of any response sent to the complainant with reference to his application for information. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


24h April, 2009





      Punjab

