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

Sh.Paramjit Singh,

H No-34/10, Raj Nagar,

Basti Bawa Khel,

Jalandhar City.   


  


________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Social Security,

Women & Child Development Officer,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 768 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Suptt., Smt.Kanchan Bala, Junior Asstt., Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, Clerk,O/o of DSSWO Jalandhar,  Smt. Shakuntala Devi, CDPO, Phillaur, (earlier at Jalandhar )  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

  The information for which  the complainant had applied in this case is required to be given to him by the CDPO Jalandhar ( in respect of point nos.1 and 2 of the application ) and by the PIO , office of the Director, Social Security , Women and Child Development, Punjab, Chandigarh ( in respect of point nos. 3, 4, 6, 7 ,8 and 10) . The CDPO has supplied the information to the complainant in respect of point nos. 1 and 2 of the application in the prescribed format vide her letter dated 27-06-2009. Insofar as the other points are concerned, the APIO, office of the Director Social Security, Punjab , has demanded an amount of Rs.742/- as fees from the complainant vide his letter dated 29-06-2009, which is legally not correct because fees cannot be demanded by the PIO after the expiry of 30 days and in case of the   transfer of an  application , after the expiry of 35 days from the date of receipt of the  application . In   this   case,   the   application 
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came to the notice of Director,  Social Security, Punjab, only when the complainant made an appeal to him. Nevertheless, the demand for the fees 5 months after the application for information was made is still not tenable, because it had not been transferred by the CDPO, Jalandhar, as she was required to do under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.
The PIO, office of the Director Social Security, Punjab , is accordingly directed to send the remaining information to the complainant within 15 days from today, free of cost. The complainant may also be informed that in case he has any grievance in respect of the information which has been supplied, he will be personally heard at a  date and time to be fixed by the Director Social Security, Punjab . The personal hearing will also help in the   disposal of the appeal which the complainant has already made to the first appellate authority. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 31-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Vivek Vashishth,

H No- 622/9, Near Bhim Goda Mandir,

Panipat. (Haryana).

  
   

  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food  Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 848 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Vivek  Vashishth,  appellant  in person.

ii)  
Sri. Chaman Lal Josh , AFSO,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has supplied the required information to the appellant but the attestation of the copy of the Ration Card which has been supplied does not bear his official stamp.
Since the respondent is again attending this Court on 04-12-2009 in connection with  case CC-2920/2009, he is directed to bring his official stamp to the Court on that date for the completion of the attestation.

Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

VPO- Naushera, Majitha Road,

Amritsar- 143002
  
   


  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director ,

PUNSUP Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  766 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
Sri  Vinod  Gupta, Asstt.Manager (Legal)-cum-PIO and Sri BPS Rana, Asstt.Manager (PR),  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letters dated 09-09-2009 and 20-11-2009  The appellant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information sent to him.
Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.M.S.Gill,

5/4, Janta Enclave, Dhandra Road,

Near Jaggi Medical Store,

Ludhiana.

  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Estate Officer ,

Punjab Waqf Board,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  758 of 2009

Present:
i) 
 None on behalf of the appellant.



ii) 
Sh.Rashid Mohammad, Estate Officer-cum-PIO .

ORDER
The application for information of the appellant  in this case is a duplicate of the application which has already been considered in CC-2519 of 2009.
Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.M.R.Malhotra,

Kothi No 565,

Sector- 2,

Panchkula - 134112.  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior  Superintendent of Police,

Roop Nagar.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3255 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.M.R.Malhotra,complainant  in person.

ii)  
DSP Mr. Harmeet Singh, Nangal,   on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the complainant has been supplied  with a copy of FIR No. 90/2009 dated 13-08-2009, PS Nangal and a copy of the postmortem report.  Insofar as the other documents mentioned by the complainant are concerned , he states  that the case has been sent to the concerned court along with a  cancellation report and disclosure of information is exempted  under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, and would be possible only after the cancellation report has been accepted by the court.  The exemption being claimed by the respondent is upheld and this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give the full information for  which the complainant has applied  after the approval of the cancellation  of the FIR by the court.
 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sunil Phutela,

Member, Food Supply Advisory Committee,

Railway Road,

Abohar.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3251  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







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Kusum Lata,

 D/o Sh. Budh Ram,

W/o Sh.Inder Paul Garg,

H No-114/3 , Gopal Nagar,

Opp. BPDO office,

Sunam-148028.

  
   

  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Administrator,

New Mandi Township, SCO 2437-38,

Sector 22- C , Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent
AC No. 773 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
Sh.Joginder Singh, Legal Assistant, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

 The respondent has already supplied to the appellant a copy of the letter dated 28-02-2008 with which the ownership  of shop  no.  79  at New Mandi Township, Sunam, had been transferred to Sh. Tejinder Goel and Sh.Neel Kamal The remaining documents concerning the ownership have also  been given to the appellant  by the respondent vide his letter dated 20-11-2009 .
Disposed of.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Amrit Lal Garg,

S/o Sh. Pritam Chand Garg,

H No 92, Street No-4,

Mubarak Colony,

Sangrur.

  
   


  

________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director ,

Food & Supplies, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC No.  776 of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh.Amrit Lal Garg,  appellant in  person..

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


Heard.

The respondent has partly given the information required by the appellant.  The letter mentioned at  sr.  no. 1 of the application for information of the appellant has been stated by the respondent to be not traceable in the records and the inquiry report mentioned at sr. no. 3  can be given to the complainant only after he gives some details of the inquiry report to enable the respondent to locate it.
Today, the appellant states that all the documents for which he has applied  pertain to file No.   -2(3)(613)-2009 and that the same would be available therein.  The respondent has made an offer to the appellant that he can inspect this file  and attested copies of whatever document he  will select would be given to him. The inspection by the appellant may take place today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Ikneet Singh Tathguru,

H No-6,Preet Nagar,

Lower Mall, Near Modi Nursing Home,

Patiala.

  
   


  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 749  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ikneet Singh,   appellant in person.
ii)  
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant states that in accordance with the rules of the university, the answer sheets are required to be shown to a candidate within a month of the declaration of the revaluation result. This has been conveyed to the complainant by the respondent also vide his letter dated 15-07-2009. The complainant’s grievance is that despite this rule, he has been shown only one of the two answer sheets in respect of which he had made his application for information and that too not completely. In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to bring both the answer sheets,   which are the subject matter of the application for information, to the Court at 10 AM on 04-12-2009 .
 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Suresh Kumar,

S/o Sh.Chet Ram,

H No-13726, Gali No-5,

Ganesha Basti,

Bathinda.

  
   


  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food Supply Controller,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  757 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Suresh Kumar, appellant in person.
ii)  
Sh.  Amrit Lal Garg,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has been given the information for which he had applied  namely, the basis on which the  NDC’s  have not been issued to him by  the different auditors,  required for his pensionery  benefits.

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

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash,

Parinda Road-18, GTB Nagar,

Bathinda-151001.

  
   


  ________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director ,

Food & Civil Supplies,

Jeewan Deep  Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  632  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sri  Madan Lal,  appellant in person .

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


Heard.

  The appellant has received the information sent to him by the respondent on 16-11-2009 . Today, he has submitted a list alleging deficiencies, which has been handed over to the respondent,  who is directed to bring his point wise response to the  alleged deficiencies pointed out by the appellant on the next date of hearing. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 24-12-2009 for further consideration and orders.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Vivek Vashishth,  Advocate,

Chamber No-88, Distt. & Sessions Courts Complex,

Panipat-132103
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  2920 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Vivek Vashishth,  Advocate,complainant in person.

ii)  
Sri Chaman Lal Josh, AFSO, Abohar on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The orders of the Court dated 06-11-2009 have not been complied with and the AFSO, Abohar, who is present in the Court as the representative of the PIO , is not even aware of  the basic facts of this case.  He is unable to explain  why the notice of the Commission for the hearing on 06-11-2009 was ignored  and he states that the orders of the Court of that date have not  been shown  to him.

In the above circumstances, it is clear that the DFSC-cum-PIO, Ferozepur  is ignoring  his responsibilities under the RTI Act, thereby causing unreasonable delay in the supply of information.  The date of application for information in this case is 09-04-2009 and despite the clear cut orders of the Court dated 06-11-2009, the PIO has not sent the records concerning the cancellation of the name of Ms. Aarti Sharma from the concerned Ration Card, nor has he properly briefed the representative who has appeared on his behalf. From these facts,  I am prime facie satisfied that the PIO has caused unreasonable delay in the supply of information and  notice is hereby issued to  Sh. Sukhdev Singh, District Food & Supplies Controller- cum-PIO ,  Ferozepur, to show   cause  at  10  AM  on 
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14-01-2010 , as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application dated 09-06-2009 , should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
In the  meanwhile the respondent is directed to bring the records in accordance with the orders dated  06-11-2009 to the Court at 10 AM on 04-12-2009. 

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma,   
s/o Sh. Sita Ram Sharma,

C/o S.R. Sharma and Associates,

51 Hide Market, Opp. Sabaji Mandi,

Near Assian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001,

Punjab. 






__________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Amritsar Division,

Amritsar,. Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1043 of 2009

Present:        i)
 None on behalf of the  complainant 

ii)
Sri Harmeet Singh, ETO,Asr-1 on behalf of the PIO/DETC, Amritsar Division.

ORDER

Heard.

 The respondent has brought his point wise reply to the complainant’s application ,  a copy of which has also been sent by him to  the complainant.
The complainant is not present . Although no request has been received from him for an adjournment, it is possible that he has not yet recovered from the injury sustained by him in an accident and the case is therefore adjourned to 10 AM on  31-12-2009 for further consideration and orders.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Malkit Singh,

500/E/7, Dashmesh Nagar,

Kharar,

District-Mohali.
  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Phillaur.





__________ Respondent

CC No  2724  of  2009

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

ii)  
  DSP  Mr.  Sandeep Sharma, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has brought to the notice of the Court that the complainant had already been informed vide his letter dated 21-08-2009 that the police authorities do not propose to undertake any further investigation in Case FIR no. 191  and in case he wishes to make any statement, he should do so before the concerned court.
Insofar as the supplementary statement sent by the complainant to the respondent is concerned, the respondent has made a commitment that an attested copy of the statement will be sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 04-12-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 




  

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

27th   November, 2009  
