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

Sh.Gora Lal Garg,

S/o Sri Hem Raj Garg,

Model Town, Gali No. 4,

Goniana Mandi, Bathinda 


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

Distt Food Supplies Controller,

Bathinda





__________ Respondent
CC No.  3063  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sri  Parveen Vij, DFSC-cum-PIO , Bathinda   
ORDER


Heard.

The information for which the complainant had applied was given to him by the respondent on 26-08-2009 and, after the requisite fee has been deposited for the documents which had to be supplied to him, these also were given to him on 02-10-2009. The complainant states that full information for which he had applied has not been given to him.  This grievance however is not justified since item no. 2 of his application for information is interrogatory and  as regards the remaining information, the records were required to be obtained  from the depot holder, who claims to have lost the same and has given a copy of the FIR lodged by him in this regard with the police.

Disposed  of.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Krishna Devi,

W/o Sri Tarsem Lal.

  
   


  


Guru  Nabha Dass Colony,SARNA,
Tehsil Pathankot,Distt Gurdaspur.

--------------Complainant 

V/s

Public Information Officer, 

o/o   Senior Supdt. Of Police,

Gurdaspur





__________ Respondent
CC No.    2990  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sri  Vijay Kumar son of the  complainant.

ii)  
 HC Mr. Davinderpal Singh,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the application for information in this case is not a proper application under the RTI Act.  It is interrogatory in nature and  contains questions to which no answer can be found in the records.  The objection of the respondent is upheld and the case is disposed of.






  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  Harvinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Amrik Singh,

VPO  Gopalpur ,Teh- Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala 

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Social Security , 

Women & Child Development Officer,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No.   2976   of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sri Nishawar Singh on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sri Lakhbir Singh, Clerk, Rajpura,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that the pensions to the five individuals mentioned in his application for information were sanctioned by the office of the District Social Security, Women & Child Development Officer, Patiala and the records pertaining to the same are not available in her office. Further , the respondent states  that at the time pensions to these five individuals were sanctioned on account of their being handicapped , there was  no rule or instructions for making sanction of such pensions dependant  upon income levels or property ownership.  A written reply to this effect may be sent to the complainant within seven days from today.


Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Rai Singh,

H No – B-5/10, Gali No R-4,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Lalhari Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Food & Supplies Deptt. Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent
CC No.     2962  and    2966 of 2009

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

ii)  
Sri  Kulwant Rai Sharma, Supdt.,  on behalf of the 
respondent
ORDER


Heard.


Both these cases are being dealt with by this single order since the applicant and the respondent and the subject matter of the applications for information in both the cases are the same.


The applications dated 14-01-2009 and 29-02-2008 of the complainant were not entertained by the respondent for the following reasons:-

1. The application dated 14-01-2009 of the complainant was rejected because it was found not to have been given in form ‘A’ prescribed by the rules.
2. The “application” dated 29-02-2008 did not ask for any information and it was only a representation for the grant of selection grade. Eventually, on a proper application having been made by the complainant on 05-10-2009, the required information, consisting of copies of the notings in which his request had been dealt with, has been supplied to the complainant on 24-10-2009.                ----p2/-

CC No.     2962  and    2966 of 2009

---2---
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.






  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Ramesh Walia,

H No-204/8, Taragarh Road,

Dinanagar, 

Distt. Gurdaspur.  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director ,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent
CC No. 2958 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Col. Vinod Joshi, DM (HQs),   on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been sent by the respondent vide letters dated 18-09-2009 , 09-10-2009 and 26-10-2009.
Disposed of. 

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Malagar Singh,

15/7, Anand Nagar- B, Seona Road,

Patiala.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 2953 of 2009

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

ii)  
 Sri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate   on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the complainant dated 24-08-2009 and the reply of the respondent sent to him vide letter dated 17-09-2009 have been considered and discussed in the Court.
The complainant states that it would be sufficient   if the following information is given to him in respect of each category of non -teaching posts  for which the recruitment process is being carried out:-

1. The number of applications which have been received from general category candidates and number of applications which have been received from reserved category candidates.

2. The number of general and reserved category candidates who have been found eligible for the test or interview, as the case,  may be  for selection in  each category of non teaching posts.

The respondent should give the above information to the complainant in respect of the category of posts  where the scrutiny of applications is over and the information is available,  within 10 days from the date of receipt of these 










----p2/-

CC No. 2953 of 2009






-----2----

orders. In case there is any category of posts where the scrutiny of applications

is not complete, this should be clearly indicated, and the information   given to the complainant in respect of such categories as and when the scrutiny is completed.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance on which date the respondent should intimate the Court about the action taken on the orders being passed today.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. H. B.  Malhotra,

H No-569, Phase 2,

Mohali.  
   




  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab, 

Social Security  Deptt., Mini Secretariat ,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent
CC No. 2940  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Ms.  Nirmal  Kumari, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information for which the complainant had applied has been given to him vide letters dated 25-09-2009 and 10-11-2009 and that the complainant is satisfied with the same.  The complainant is not present.
Disposed  of. 

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pal Singh,

S/o Sh.Dharam Singh Lambardar,

Vill-Gurunanak Pura, Teh- Baba Bakala,

Block Raiya, PO Beas,

Amritsar.  
   


  


________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Security Officer,

24 Majitha Road,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2983 of 2009

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

ii)  
Sri  Vinod  Kumar,  Sr. Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the information for which he had applied.
Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Mukesh Kumar Gupta,

H No- 1601, Old Gada Khana,

Near Playways School,

Patiala.  


   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Nabha Road, Patiala.




__________ Respondent
CC No. 2961 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Mukesh Kumar Gupta, complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the 
respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant is satisfied with the reply given to him by the respondent to his application for information dated 11-05-2009, except that the annexure of the respondent’s letter dated 17-06-2009 addressed to the  RPF Commissioner, Chandigarh,  stated to be at flag “C’, has not been given to him. The respondent states that a copy of this annexure will be sent to the complainant within one week from today. The complainant states that apart from the above, there is no other action now required to be taken on his application for information. 
Disposed  of. 

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. F.C.Mittal,

H.NO-25 C, Ratan Nagar,

Tripiri Town,

Patiala.


  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o . Assistant Inspector General Police,

Govt. Railway Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No  2790  of  2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. F.C.Mittal, complainant  in  person.

ii)  
 DSP (Ms) Sukhdev  Kaur,. on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has made a written submission pointing out alleged deficiencies in the information provided to him, and a copy of the same has been given to the respondent.
The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 16-12-2009 for arguments on the submissions made by the complainant today.  The respondent is also directed to bring a written response to the  alleged deficiencies given by the complainant today.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Isha Gupta,

W/o. Sh. Sanjay Gupta,

1388/1, New Basti,

Bathinda.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Baba Farid University & Health Sciences,

Faridkot.





__________ Respondent

CC No  2771  of  2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant
ii)  
Ms. Alka Chatrath ,  Advocate  ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent states that she has not been supplied with a copy of the Court’s orders dated 29-10-2009 and she is therefore not fully prepared with the facts of the case and  is not in a position to report compliance of the orders dated 29-10-2009.  The complainant is also not present.
In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 31-12-2009. In the meanwhile, the respondent is directed to comply with the orders of the Court dated 29-10-2009 and also examine each of the items of information for which the complainant has applied with a view to giving a response to each of  them with reference to the provisions of the RTI Act.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill - Bholapur Jhabewal,

PO- Ramgarh,

Ludhiana.


  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No 2676   of  2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

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


Heard.

The hearing of this case was fixed for today to give an opportunity to the complainant to make his submissions with regard to his allegation that he has not received the information for which he had applied.  In the meanwhile, the respondent continues to reiterate that full information has already been supplied to the complainant and that he has given a written statement on 14-10-2009, a copy of which has been submitted to the Court, that he has received the information and his appeal before the Commission may be filed.
Since the complainant  has not  appeared in the Court today,  no further action is deemed  necessary to be taken in this case,  which is disposed of.
 







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

H.No. Near State Bank of Patiala,

Vill-Mahal Kalan,

Barnala.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Patiala.





__________ Respondent

CC No 2785  of  2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant 

ii)  
Sri Labh  Singh, Supdt., on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant had been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 06-08-2009,  but was apparently not received by him and, therefore,  it has again been sent to him  vide his letter dated 23-11-2009. A copy of the same  should also be enclosed  with these orders  for the applicant’s information.
Disposed of. 

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Rajesh Kapil,

H.No-606, Gali No-12/B,

Avtar Nagar, Near T.V.Center,

Nakodar Chowk,

Jalandhar.


  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Jalandhar-I.






__________ Respondent

CC No 2748   of  2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh.Rajesh Kapil,  complainant  in  person.

ii)  
 Sri  Harbir Singh, AETC-cum-PIO,Jalandhar-1,
ORDER


Heard.

The orders of the Court dated 29-10-2009 have been complied with and full information has been given to the complainant.  The complainant states that the names and addresses of the licensees to whom licenses were given for opening of bars in their Hotels/Restaurants, mentioned at point no. 3 of his application, have not been given to him.  The respondent states that licenses in the case of bars have been given not to individuals but to the Hotels/Restaurants, and there in no prescribed form for making applications for such licenses.    Applications   are received from representatives of such establishments on plain paper, and this information is therefore not available in their record. In order to satisfy the complainant, the respondent may send to him attested copies of all the 28 applications received by him from the hotels/restaurants mentioned in the list supplied to the complainant.  Similar action will be taken by the respondent in respect of the applications received from the successful allottees of vends.                                                   









…..p2/-
CC No 2748   of  2009





---2---

The complainant further submits that there has been a delay in supplying the information to him. The respondent should bring his written response to this grievance of the complainant on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 31-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Kuldip Singh,S/o Sh.Gajjan Singh,

Gali No-8,Abohar Road,

Mukatsar.


  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Suptd of Police,

Mukatsar.





__________ Respondent

CC No.      2380     of 2009

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


ii)         Mr.  Asutosh  Kaushal, S.P.(HQs), and  S I Mr  Jarnail  


            Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The orders of the Court dated 12-11-2009 have been complied with  and the information which remains to be given to the complainant has been given to him.


The respondent states that although the representation of the complainant  dated 20-04-2009 could not be located and disciplinary action has been initiated against the two officials found to be prima facie responsible for having lost the same,  the Reader of the DSP to whom the representation was sent by the SSP, however, has stated that the SSP had ordered on the representation that action may be taken for the apprehension of the accused in accordance with the information provided by the complainant and these were complied with  and police officials were put on duty for this purpose.  The accused could not be apprehended since he failed to appear in the Court on that date.  Therefore , the orders of the SSP were complied with but the objective of the action taken could not be achieved. In these circumstances, it would have been better if the information    provided   to   the   complainant    had   been   qualified    with  









              ----p2/-
CC No.      2380     of 2009




                   ---2---

the statement that the accused however could not be apprehended because he did not appear in the Court on that date.  Without this clarification, the  impression given was that according to the police, the accused had  been apprehended as a result of the SSP’s orders, which was not in accordance with the facts .  However, I agree with the respondent that the reply given to the complainant was in good faith and  was not intended to deceive or mislead him.

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






  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Ist Floor ,Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Nirmal Kaur,

W/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

R/o Vill. – Pandori Nijjran,

Teh. & Distt. Jalandhar.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Social Security,  Women  & 

Child Development   Deptt.

Punjab, Chandigarh. 




__________ Respondent
CC No. 528 of 2009
Present:
i)      Sh.Kuljeet Singh, Advocate,   on behalf of the complainant.



ii)     Ms.  Nirmal  Kumari,  Clerk,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has made a submission that according to the orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,  the respondent  only had to re -determine the positions in the merit list  of the selected candidates and the respondent went beyond the judgment when the marks of  some of the selected candidates were reduced. The complainant has been informed that the correctness or otherwise of any action taken by the respondent’s office does not come within the purview of the RTI Act. The information regarding the reasons for the inclusion of certain candidates in the list for the interview has been intimated to him by the respondent, which is all that the respondent was required to do to meet the requirements of the Act ibid. 
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.






  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th  November,2009

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

Ms. Amarjit Kaur,

H. No. 7-G,

Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1467 of 2008

Present:        i)    
 None  on behalf of the complainant   

ii)
Sri Jagbir Singh, Suptt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a written submission that the file concerning the sale of plot no. 335-E could not be located despite the most strenuous efforts which have been put in and in case the complainant gives copies of all concerned papers concerning the sale which  are in her possession, the file can be reconstructed.
In the above circumstances, no useful purpose will be served in keeping this case pending any further, The complainant may like to correspond further with the respondent in accordance with the offer which has been made for the reconstruction of the file .
Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Ashok Gupta,

St-No-12, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda.
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 2872  of 2009

Present:
None.
ORDER

The orders of the Court dated 12-11-2009 have been complied with and the concerned documents have been given to the complainant on 25-11-2009.


Disposed  of.
 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

26th   November, 2009  
