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

Sh. Varinder Thakur,

S/o. Sh. Trilok Singh,

H.No-18 B, New Janakpuri,

Ambala Cantt. (Haryana)   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary,
Department of Home Affairs & Justice, 

Government of Punjab, Chandigarh.







             __________ Respondent
AC  No. 104  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the appellant
ii)  
 Sh. Nirmal  Singh, Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the application for information of the appellant submitted by him on 12-09-2009 was found to be concerned with the Department of Home Affairs, to whom it was transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act on 04-12-2009.  The  PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Department of  Home Affairs and Justice, Government of Punjab, is therefore substituted as the respondent in this case, to whom a fresh notice should be issued for a hearing at 10 AM on 22-04-2010.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010


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

Sh. Sanjay Kumar,

Gali No-10, H No-19,

Basti Tanka Wali,

Ferozepur.

   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. DM,  

Social Security ,Women & Child Development.

Ferozepur.  






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 337  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None  on behalf of the  complainant .

ii)  
 Ms. Urmil Chopra, Supervisor, Balvikas Project, Ferozepur on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant was sent to him by the respondent  vide his letter dated 10-03-2010.   The respondent further states that in case the complainant visits the office of the CDPO, Ferozerpur and  is able to show his eligibility under  any welfare scheme,  the benefit will be given to him.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010


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

Sh. Sukhdev Singh (Retd.) Forest Guard,

H No-929, Baba Ajit Nagar,

Sangrur.

   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principle Chief Conservator (Forest), 

Government of Punjab, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC  No. 115  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  appellant
ii)  
 Sh. Karnail  Singh, Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was received in the office of the respondent without the application fees.  Besides, the information which the appellant required was available at the Divisional level in the office of the Conservator of Forests, South Circle, Patiala.  The appellant was therefore informed that he should make his application along with the  application fee to the PIO of that office.  No action therefore is required to be taken on the present complaint against the PIO, office  of the Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab

25th  March, 2010

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

Sh. Amrit Lal Garg,

H No-92, Street No-4,

Mubarak Colony,

Sangrur-148001.
   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director , Food & Civil Supplies Department, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC  No. 117  of 2010
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









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010


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

Sh. Suhrid Singh Bhinder,

Sonali Farm, PO Dhakoli,

District- Mohali-140603.
   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Government Punjab,

Home Department, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  123 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  appellant.

ii)  
 Sh. Satish  Kumar Sharma, Under Secretary, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the appellant with which this case is concerned has already been considered by the Commission in Case CC-944/2009 and disposed of vide orders dated 24-12-2009.  In view of this, no further or separate action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010


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

Sh. Bagga Singh,

S/o. Sh.Kasham,

R/o.Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City-152002
   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. DM, PUNSUP, 

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
AC  No. 127   of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  appellant
ii)  
 Sh.  Raj  Kumar, Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the appellant at pt. nos. 1 & 2 of his application for information has been given to him. Insofar as pt. no. 3 is concerned, the appellant has asked for copies of  the gate passes  in respect of each consignment of food grains which was dispatched from the Mandis allocated  to PUNSUP to various godowns and storage areas.  He states that the collection of this information will   serve no purpose, but on the other hand it will involve the collection of thousands of documents of all over the district and will disproportionately divert the time and resources of his office. He requests that he may be exempted from the collection of this information under Section  7(9)  of the RTI Act.  The request of the respondent is reasonable and  this case is disposed of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bagga Singh,

S/o. Sh. Kasham,

R/o.Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City-152002.   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. DM, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
AC  No.  133 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  appellant
ii)  
 Sh.  Satya  Pal, Steno, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant vide his application for information dated 19-10-2009 was given to him by the respondent, except for the information required by him at point no. 3,  in regard to which some additional clarification was required to be given by the appellant,  which  he did  on 30-11-2009.  He was informed vide  letter of the respondent dated 08-12-2009,  ( i.e. within ten days) that he is required to deposit a sum of Rs. 25,000/-,  @ Rs. 2/- per page as fees,  since very voluminous information had been asked for by him,  but he has still not deposited this amount.  In view of this, no action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab

25th  March, 2010

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

Kothi No-88,

Officers Colony,

Ferozepur.

  
   


  
________ Appellant  

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.





__________ Respondent
AC No.  836 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Shri V.K.Sandhir,Advocate , on behalf of the  appellant.

ii)  
Sh. Jaskiran Singh, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ferozerpur 
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent  in compliance with the orders dated 15-02-2010, except that the information regarding the amount spent on the maintenance of each government accommodation/Rest House during  the years from  2004-05 to 2008-09 has not been provided till now.  The respondent  has made a commitment that this will be done within ten days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-04-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Madan Lal,

Railway Hospital,

B/Block, Railway Colony,

Amritsar-143001.
  
   


  ________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

AC No 694 of 2009

Present:
None.
ORDER



 The  report of Dr. Nirmal Singh, Principal, Beant College of Engineering and Technology, Gurdaspur,  submitted  by him to the PTU authorities after making the inquiry in compliance with the orders dated 30-10-2009, has been sent to the Commission by the respondent. I find that the report is complete in all respects and a copy thereof should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.



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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010
Encl---

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

S/o Sh.Jagan Nath,

H No-B-3/453,Janda  Wala Road,

Barnala.


  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Senior Suptd.   of   Police,

Barnala.





__________ Respondent
CC No.   2305   of 2009

Present:
 i)   
Ms. Birwanti Devi, wife of Sh. Rakesh Kumar , complainant 
 ii)  
None    on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment and the same is allowed.  The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 22-04-2010.

In the orders dated 15-02-2010, the PIO office of the SSP, Barnala  had been directed to get an inquiry conducted  into the complainant’s allegation mentioned  in the said orders. The respondent is not present in the Court today either personally or through a representative,  and no information has been sent by him regarding the inquiry which had been ordered to be held .  Serious notice has been taken by the Court of this lapse on the part of the respondent, and he is given one final opportunity to submit the inquiry report on the next date of hearing, otherwise it will be presumed that the statement of Sri Rakesh Kumar, which was recorded  by ASI Iqbal Singh on 21-03-2008, has been deliberately suppressed, and action would be taken accordingly under Section 20 of the RTI  Act.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010


After the above orders were recorded, but before their issue, the Inquiry report of the inquiry Officer deputed by the SSP, Barnala, in compliance with the 
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orders dated   15-02-2010, has been received through the post.  The Inquiry Officer has concluded that ASI Iqbal Singh, 555 Barnala , ASI Pritam Singh, 926/ PR and the clerk incharge of the complaint section in the office  of the SSP Barnala are responsbile for misplacing the statement of Rakesh Kumar recorded on 21-03-2008 and for giving wrong information to the Commission. The SSP Barnala in his covering letter, with which the inquiry report has been sent, has stated that displinary action has been initiated agasint the three officials identified by the inquiry officer and appropriate orders would be passed at the conclusion of these proceedings. It is clear that the information required by the complaiant cannot be given to him since it is not available in the records of the respondent and also that the respondent has initiated action against the officials responsible for misplacing it.


In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case . Since, however, the complainant has requested for an adjournment , the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 22-04-2010, but it would not be necessary for the respondent  to attend the hearing.





(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o.Sh.Nikka Singh,

VPO- Lapran, Tehsil- Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3608  of 2009

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

ii)  
ASI  Santosh  Kumar,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that it will take some more  time to locate the record of cases  concerning FIR No. 431  and FIR No. 500, since they are very old and  they have in all  likelihood been transferred to Sangrur District.

The case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 15-04-2010 for confirmation of compliance of orders dated 15-02-2010.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sunil Phutela,

Distt. Secretary, 

All India Human Right Association,

Railway Road, Abohar ,

Distt. Ferozepur-152116 .  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

.Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

 Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.




            __________ Respondent

CC No 2718 of 2009
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
Sh.Rami Kant, Under Secretary-cum-PIO,Ms. Usha Rani,   Supdt.  and ASI Satwant Singh.
ORDER


Heard.


Sri M.R. Aggarwal, at present Secretary, PSEB, former Special Secretary, Home Affairs, Government of Punjab, to whom a notice under Section 20 of the RTI Act was issued vide orders dated 16-02-2010, has written to the Commission clarifying that he has mistakenly been taken to be the PIO concerned with this case.  He has brought to the Commission’s notice the orders dated 27-02-2008 of the Department of Home Affairs, according to which the PIO, in any case concerning the Home Department, is the officer In-charge of the concerned branch,  who is next senior to the Superintendent of the Branch. According to these orders, Sri Rami Kant, Under Secretary, Home Affairs, is the PIO concerned with this  case and he is  present in  the Court today. Clearly, the notice referred to above was not issued to the concerned officer,  and  it is therefore dropped.

Insofar  as the delay which has occurred in this case is concerned, the PIO explained that he has joined the Home Department only recently and has expressed   his  regret  over  the  fact  that  Sri  Pal  Singh,   Sr.  Assistant,   who 
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appeared  as his  representative in the Court on 18-02-2010, was not fully briefed or prepared with the facts of this case, and has given the assurance that such  an error will not occur in future.  He has further elaborated that the information in this case was required to be obtained from the DGP and the SSP, Ferozepur, which has now been done.  It transpires that the directions of the Human Rights Commission  had been immediately complied with and the allegation of the complainant, Sri Sunil Phutela, had been inquired into in the  light of the report of the D.C.Ferozpur.  According to the inquiry report, no action was  required to be taken apart from proceedings under Section 107/151 of Cr.P.C. against the person from whom the complainant felt threatened,  and this report was kept in the records, to be put up in case a direction is received from the PHRC,  as ordered  by the then SSP, Ferozerpur. A copy of this report  along with its enclosures should be sent with these orders  to the complainant for his information. The  amount of Rs. 750/- awarded as costs has also been submitted by the respondent to the Court, which should also be forwarded to the complainant along with these orders.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010
Encls---

Cheque & report

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

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o.Sh.Bhagwan Singh,

R/o.Mohammadpur Som,

Tehsil Ratia,

District-Fatehabad(Haryana)-125051.
  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 365  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Sh. Pritam Singh, complainant in person.

ii)  
 Sh.Mohinder Singh Chawla, AFSO, Amritsar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Some information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent but he has today clarified in the Court that what he requires against point no. 1 of his application for information are attested copies of the record maintained in the office of the AFSO, Bhagatawala ( for example; his application form along with the photograph submitted by him) on the basis of which  the Ration Card No. 41780 dated 15-09-1999 was issued to him at the address given  by him; namely H. No. 71/1, Attari, Amritsar. The respondent states that he would need to check up whether this information is available in the records of the office because fresh cards are prepared and issued after every five years and the old records are then discarded.  The respondent is directed to make an effort to locate this information and in case he is unabler to do this, he should give to the complainant a ciopy of the instructions of the Government on the basis of which the old records were discarded.

Insofar as the second item of information is concerned, the respondent states that the depot holders are not required to keep records of the ration issued to the Ration Card holders for more than a year and for the period that the 
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CC  No. 365  of 2010
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records are available, no ration has been found to have been  issued  to this Card. Therefore the information concerning the ration issued from 1999 till May, 2009 is not available with the depot holder and cannot therefore be supplied to the complainant.  The respondent is directed to give to the complainant  a copy of the instructions of the Government on the basis of whih the depot holders are not rquired to preerve the records of the depot after the lapse of one year.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-04-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balwant Singh,

H No- 734-A, M.I.G.Super,

Phase II, Sector-65,

Mohali.




  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 539  of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Balwant Singh,complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh.  Ram  Singh, AFSO,Patiala, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has clarified in the Court today that the record required by him pertains to the  issuance of  Ration Card No. 315615,  in as much as he wants to know whether  the name of Ms. Kamalpreet Kaur, daughter of the Ration Card holder Sri  Amarjit Singh, was entered in the Ration Card   simply on the basis  of a statement made by him or on the basis of a birth certificate.  The respondent made a commitment that he will  consult the records of his office and will give a reply to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourn to 10 AM on 15-04-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 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.


The information required by the complainant was given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 09-11-2009. In his complaint made to the Commission,  the complainant has stated that the information which was supplied to him is not complete,  but he has not mentioned the details of the alleged deficiencies.


The complainant  is given another opportunity to appear before the Commission at 10 AM on 15-04-2010. He should come prepared to give details of the alleged deficiencies in the information which has been supplied to him, to enable the Commission to issue specific directions to the respondent, if necessary.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  March, 2010 

  Encl---

