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

Sh.Charanjit Singh Bhullar,

C/o.Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, 

Bathinda.
   


  

________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Agriculture Officer,

Bathinda.





__________ Respondent

CC No  1478 of 2010

Present:
i)   
   None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)     Sh.Gurmeet Singh, Agriculture Officer, behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given part of the information to the complainant and for the remainder he had demanded an amount of Rs.1210/- from the complainant as the prescribed fees. The application for information in this case was received by the respondent on 01-12-2009. The fee was demanded on 04-01-2010, which is against Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005. I, therefore, direct the respondent to send the remaining information to the complainant free of charges.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Raghunath Sharma,

S/o.Sh.Prithvi Ram,

Gali No-1, Near Hanuman Mandir,

Indira Colony, Pathankot,

District – Gurdaspur.   


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1435 of 2010

Present:
i)   
   None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)           HC Davinder Pal Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant was sent to him vide his letter dated 02-04-2010. Since the complainant has written to the Commission vide his letter dated 17-04-2010 that the correct information has not been provided to him, a copy of the complaint of Sh.Swaran Singh dated 02-06-2005 has been taken from the respondent and the same should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th April, 2010
Encls----
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Gurnam Singh Ziledar,  (Retd.),

H No- 1703/A, Gobind Colony,

Gurudwara Road, Kharar,

Distt- Mohali.   



  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Phase –II, Near Bassi Theatre,

Mohali.  SAS Nagar





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1455 of 2010
Present:
i)   
  Sh. Gurnam Singh  complainant in person .

ii)          Sh. Kuldip Singh, Food and Supplies Officer, Mohali, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information which can be given to an applicant about the records maintained by a depot holder is necessarily limited to a period of one year because the depot holder in not obliged to maintain the   records of more than the  past one year. An amount of Rs.10,420/- which had been demanded from the complainant earlier has now been revised by the respondnet to Rs. 3,848/- ,  not only because the information has been limited for a period of one year but also because the earlier amount had been calculated @ Rs. 10/- per page whereas the complainant can only  be charged @ Rs.2/- per page. In the above circumstances, the complainant may deposit the amount of Rs.3,848/- with the respondent,  who will thereafter give the required information to the complainant within seven days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sultan Mohammad,

S/o.Sh. Fazaldin,

VPO- Mehangrowal, Block- Bhunga,

Teh & District – Hoshiarpur.

  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1475 of 2010

Present:
i)          Sh. Sultan Mohammad  complainant in person .

ii) Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Forest Range Officer, Mehangrowal,on behalf  of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that on receiving the application for information of the complainant, he was informed  vide letter dated 22-12-2009 to deposit an amount of Rs. 2,000/- as the prescribed fees for the information required by him, but the complainant has not yet deposited this amount.  The complainant states that the letter of the respondent was received by him only about one month ago and, therefore, he is under no obligation to deposit the fees.

The contention of the complainant is not correct because the respondent has fulfilled his responsibility under the RTI Act, when he informed the complainant about the amount payable by him within  ten days of receiving his application for information.  The delay which has been caused in the delivery of the respondent’s letter to the complainant by the postal services cannot absolve the complainant’s  obligation to pay for the  information in accordance with the  rules notified under the  RTI Act, 2005.


In his application for information, the complainant has asked for the details of work done by the Forest Department in Mehangrowal Range, which consists 
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of 13  villages.  The complainant has clarified today that he requires the information only for village Mehangrowal and not  for the other villages in the Range.  For this purpose the complainant may deposit an amount of Rs. 200/- with the representative of the PIO, present in the Court (subject to adjustment after the information required by the complainant has been prepared), and the respondent is directed to give the required information in respect of village  Mehangrowal within 15 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance,

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kiran Kumar Pandey,(Advocate)

H No- 346, Gowal Mandi, 

Ferozepur Cantt-152001.  


  

________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  351 of 2010

Present:
i)   Sh. Kiran Kumar Pandey,(Advocate) appellant in person.        
ii)  ASI Nityanand on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the appellant concerns the arrangements made for the security of Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab, on his visit to Ferozepur on 12-07-2009, and has rightly been refused to be disclosed by the respondent under Section 8(1)(g) (not (j)) of the RTI Act,2005. However, the information about whether the  Hon’ble Chief Minister, Punjab, visited Ferozepur on 12-07-2009, and if so, for what purpose, has no relationship with his security and the information regarding these two points, if available in the police records, should be conveyed to the appellant within seven days from today. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th April, 2010
 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.


The complainant in his application for information has asked for two items of information:-
1.  An attested copy of Ration Card No. 41780 dated 15-09-1999,                             of  House No. 71/1, Attari,  (Amritsar).

2.   Details of the ration issued on this Card.

The respondent has given him a reply dated 13-07-2009,  that according to the report which has been  received, the ration card  in  question  was  issued  in  1999  (as stated by the complainant himself) and was valid till May, 2009. After this date new ration  cards  were  made for Attari, but the records  indicate that no new card was issued in the name of Sri Pritam Singh (complainant) at his address , House No. 71/1, Attari , Amritsar.

He has further stated in this communication that the records of the depot holder for the past one year has been checked but no ration was found to have been issued on any ration card belonging to the complainant.  Not satisfied with 
..p2/-
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this response the complainant approached  the Commission and the case was heard on 25-03-2010.  On this date, the complainant clarified that what he requires against the first item of information mentioned in his application are attested copies of the records maintained in the office of AFSO, Bhagatawala on the basis of  which ration card no. 41780 dated 15-09-1999 was issued to him.  Insofar as the  second item of information is concerned, the respondent stated that depot holders are not required to keep records of ration issued for more than a period of one year and therefore, the details of the ration issued from 1999 till May, 2009 is not available with the depot holder.


After hearing both the parties, the respondent was directed to make an effort to locate the information required by the complainant and to give to him a copy of the instructions of the Government on the basis of which old records are discarded when  new cards are prepared, and the instructions on the basis of which depot holders are not required to keep records of ration issued after the lapse of one year,  and  the case was adjourned to 22-04-2010.

Today, the respondent stated that the information required by the complainant could not be located despite best efforts since the records pertaining to ration  cards issued in 1999 have been discarded. A copy of the instructions stating  that depot holders need  not maintain records of ration issued after one year has been brought by him and supplied to the complainant. In so far as the second item is concerned, he has submitted an affidavit which states that no departmental instructions about the period for which the records of ration cards once prepared  is to be preserved, have been issued, but as per practice, whenever new ration cards are issued the old records are discarded because they  become invalid and are not considered to be of  any use whatsoever. These records are therefore thrown out and are not maintained or preserved.
.                                                                                                                  …..p3/-
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During the course of the hearing, the complainant referred to the “report” mentioned in the respondent’s letter dated 13-07-2009, on the basis of which he has stated that the ration card was issued to Sh. Pritam Singh in the year 1999 ,  and  stated that  this shows that there is some record available with the department. Explaining this point , in his affidavit,  the respondent has said     that  the  “ report “ mentioned in the letter dated 13-07-2009 is only  verbal information received from the concerned depot holder and is not based on any written record. Besides, the complainant has himself stated in his application that the ration card, a copy of which is required by him, was issued on 15-09-1999. 

In the above circumstances, since the information required by the complainant is simply not available and no longer exists in the records of the respondent,  it cannot be supplied to the complainant.


Disposed of. 


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th April, 2010
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)   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar , complainant in person. 

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

Heard.


The complainant states that he has not received a copy of the Court’s orders dated 25-03-2010. A copy has therefore  been made out and given to the complainant. The position regarding the information required by him  and the contents of the inquiry report submitted by the SSP, Barnala, has also been explained to the complainant.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 2010


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/oCommissioner ,Government of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs,

Mini Secretariat,Sector 9,Chandigarh.







__________ Respondent
AC  No. 104  of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Varinder Thakur, appellant  in person. 
ii)  
Sh. Surinderjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, Home Department, and SI Surinder Kaur  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought to the Court the report of the DSP concerned on the complaint submitted by the appellant to the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Punjab,  on  08-11-2009.   An attested copy of the same has been given to the appellant in the Court today.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 2010


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

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

H.No. 1024/1, Sector 39B,

Chandigarh.


  


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Secondary Education, Mini Sectt.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.        



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 997   of 2008

Present :  
 i)
None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)
Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.
Order


Heard.


The complainant has requested for  an adjournment . The respondent has also requested for some time for the additional information which is required to be given to the complainant.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance of the orders dated 26-03-2010.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 2010


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

Sh. Prem Singh,

S/o. Sh. Mangal Singh,

Ward No-10,VPO- Rayya, 

Tehsil- Baba Bakala, 

District- Amritsar.
    




________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent


AC No 1022 Of 2009

Present:
i)   
   None  on behalf of the appellant.

ii)  
   HC Kewal Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has in his  written submission stated  that  the orders of the Court dated 26-03-2010 have been complied with  on  21-04-2010 . 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 2010


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

Smt. Varinder Kaur,

W/o. Late. Sh.Balraj Singh,

# 68, Maya Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna.





__________ Respondent
CC  No.  479    of 2010
Present:
i)   
   Smt.Varinder Kaur complainant in person

ii)  
   HC Jai Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The  complainant states that she has obtained copies of the challan file from the concerned court but it does not contain the report of the inquiry conducted by Inspector Gurcharan Singh in November, 2008 into FIR No. 222. The respondent states that it is possible that the inquiry report is in the police file which also has been submitted to the court. In these circumstances, the respondent is directed to request the court to give him  permission to access the police file which should be seen by the respondent  and a copy of the inquiry report submitted by   Inspector Gurcharan Singh  should be obtained from the file and given to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 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)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant.

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


Heard.


The complainant has made  written submissions dated 25-04-2010, in which he has justified his asking for the required information vide his applications dated 15-07-2009, bringing out the fact that the information is  required by him  for preparing a Public Interest Litigation against the selection of supervisors by the department of Social Security , Women & Child Development, Punjab. 

On careful consideration of the written submissions made by the complainant, I find that the required information is not covered by Sections 8(1)(j) and 11 of the RTI Act, 2005. I, therefore, direct the respondent  to give the required information to the complainant . 

The complainant has requested for an adjournment and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 20-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 2010


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

Sh. Jaideep Singh Bajaj,

Kothi No- 1716, Phase-7,

Mohali- 160061.
  
   


  
________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Kapurthala  Road,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  193 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Sh. B.C.Saini on behalf of the appellant .

ii)  
 Sh. Rajinder Kumar , Clerk,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 01-04-2010, the required clarification has been given by the respondent to the appellant .


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 2010


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

Sh. Jagsir Singh,

Secretary, Kacha Arti.  Association,   

Kalanwali,

C/o. Gill Brothers, Shop No.37,

New Anaj Mandi, Kalanwali,

District- Sirsa (Haryana) – 125201.

  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Secretary.

Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector- 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 738  of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)    Sri Mukesh Juneja, Jt. Controller (F&A), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


Heard.

An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any,  in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the  complainant is satisfied with the  information  supplied to him.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th   April, 2010


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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta,

# 12/24, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul, 

District- Bathinda.
  
   


  
________ Appellant

Vs.


Sri Amritpal Singh,

Public Information Officer –cum- 
District Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  210 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh.  Surinder Kumar Gupta appellant  in person .

ii)  
 Sh. Amrit Pal Singh,  DFSC-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, DFSC-cum-PIO, states that he did not appear before the Commission on the last date of hearing because he did not receive the Commission’s notice dated 09-03-2010 .


In view of this explanation, the notice issued to the respondent under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 is hereby dropped. The respondent states that the information required by the appellant has been partly given to the appellant and states that difficulty has been experienced in collecting the full information because of the suspension of some employees of his office . He seeks ten more days to locate and supply complete information to the appellant. The case accordingly is adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010, on which date the respondent should confirm to the Court that full information has been given to the appellant .
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


27th April, 2010
