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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pirthi Singh,

S/o. Sh. Ram Kishan Singh, 

Ward No- 8, Near Shiv Mandir, 

Kularia Road, VPO Bareta, Tehsil Budhlada, 

District Mansa- 151501.




   
        …Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Mansa.







         …Respondent

CC No.  3290 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)        Sh. Praveen Kumar Vij, DFSC-cum-PIO, Mansa. 
ORDER


Heard.


The deficiency pointed out by the complainant in the information provided to him is that the copies of the stock and sales register of  the depot holder Harpal Singh have not been given to him for the period 01.04.2010 to 30.06.2010 on the ground that this record is not in the custody of the respondent and would have to be accessed from the depot holder, who has refused to supply the same.  The respondent has been informed in the court today that information which he can access under the Punjab Public Distribution System (Licensing and Control) Order, 2003 squarely comes within the definition of information as given in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act,  and  therefore, it cannot be refused on the ground that it is in the custody of a private body.    The respondent is, therefore, directed to collect this information from the depot holder and provide the same to the complainant before the next date of hearing.   In case the depot holder persists in flouting the above mentioned Control Order, action should be taken against him by the department. 


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 04.03.2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Puran Singh Chaudhary, District Secretary,

Consumer Federation of Ration Card Holders,

Near Ravi Dass Mandir, VPO Bareta, 

Tehsil Budhlada, District- Mansa-151501.

________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3293 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)        Sh. Praveen Kumar Vij, DFSC-cum-PIO, Mansa. 
ORDER


Heard.


The deficiencies mentioned by the complainant have been removed by the respondent and no further action is required to be taken in this case.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Namita Singh,

W/o. Sh.  Rajeev Singh,

R/o. SI-3/36, BBMB Colony,

Slapper ,   Mandi,

Himachal Pradesh- 174403.




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Engineer, 


Irrigation & Works, Punjab, 

Sector 18-B, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC No.  927 & AC 928 of 2010

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the appellant.  

ii)   Sh. Balwinder Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
An opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to her  by the respondent, but she has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the appellant is satisfied with the information supplied to her.
Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No- 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri, District- Sangrur.


  

________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary, 

Department of Food & Civil Supplies, 

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Room No. 410, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 1026 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant in person. 

ii)         None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant was unable to give any convincing reason on the basis of which he can be supplied details of  the third party information for which he has made his application. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Vijay Ahuja,

R/o. 2/107, Geeta Colony, 

Main Road, 

Delhi- 110032.



  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 3525 of 2010

Present:
None 
ORDER


Heard .
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, assume that the information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent. 


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhvir Singh, Advocate,

House No- 2200, Sector 67,

Jal Vayu Vihar, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.






________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar Kapurthala Highway,

Near Pushpa Gujral Science City,

Kapurthala- 144601.




__________ Respondent
AC No. 982 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Sukhvir Singh, Advocate, appellant in person.

ii)     Sh. Ajay Singh Parmar, Advocate & Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has pointed out the following deficiencies in the information provided to him: -


(i)
Copy of  the application of candidate  Sh. Parvesh Kumar is not 


complete.  The page containing his educational qualification is 


missing
(ii)
The criteria which was prescribed separately for the written test and the interview (in terms of Marks or points for different qualifications), if any, has not been communicated to the complainant.


The respondent is directed to remove both of  the above deficiencies within 7 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Surat Singh Khalsa,

VPO- Hassanpur, 

P.S. Dhaka,

District- Ludhiana.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana. (Rural).





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3405 of 2010
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



HC Harpreet Singh on behalf of the respondent.  
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the complainant has sent photocopies of 114 complaints on various trivial issues made to the SHO,  PS  Dakha.  He states that a comprehensive reply will be sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 04.03.2011  for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  Rajinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Zora Singh, 

VPO Jawaharke, 

Tehsil & District- Mansa.


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3537 of 2010

Present:
i)    Sh. Rajinder Kr. Gupta on behalf of the complainant.

ii)   Sh  Parveen Kumar Vij, DFSC-cum-PIO, Mansa. 
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for the details of ration issued to card holders in the entire Mansa district.  This information is quite voluminous and the respondent cannot be expected to collect the same, since the time and effort involved would be disproportionate to the objective which the complainant has in mind.  After discussion in the court today, it has been decided that the complainant will intimate the names of 50 depot holders to the respondent who will thereafter, collect copies of the stock and sales registers of these depot holders for the period 01.04.2010 to 30.06.2010 and supply the same to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 


Fees of Rs. 24,700/- has already been deposited by the complainant.  After the information to be supplied to the complainant has been collected, as directed above, the exact fees payable will be calculated by the respondent and excess fee, if any, deposited by the complainant, will be refunded to him. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on  04.03.2011 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

# H. L. 168, 

Jamalpur Colony, 

Ludhiana- 141010.






        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






                     Respondent
AC No. 1178 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of  appellant.  

ii)       Sh. Harmandeep Singh, Asstt. Project Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 22.06.2010.


The complainant has requested for an adjournment and the same is allowed. 


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 17.02.2011. It will not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings of this case till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mewa Singh,

S/o. Sh. Mohan Lal,

Zimindara Spare Parts, Khnori Mandi,

Tehsil Moonak, District- Sangrur.




        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director, 

Welfare of Scheduled Castes & Backward Classes, Punjab, 

SCO 128-129, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
CC No. 3668 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta on behalf of the complainant.  

ii)        Ms. Bindu Walia, Joint Director, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has explained that the two letters written by the DWO, Mansa  to the headquarters in which he has mentioned that 290 cases under the ‘Shagun scheme’ are pending, have not been found in their records and these pending cases were therefore not mentioned in the information provided to the complainant. 

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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bhola Singh,

S/o. Sh. Mejar Singh,

VPO Kalal Majra,

Tehsil & District- Barnala.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ludhiana. (West).





                     Respondent
CC No. 3825 of 2010

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

Ii
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant concerns a domestic gas agency and his application was forwarded by the respondent to the District Coordinator, IOC, Ludhiana for disposal [under section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005]


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kishan Singh Mittal, 

S/o. Sh. Jasmer Singh Mittal,

Navi Basti, Laluana Road, 

Mansa- 151505.






        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. The Administrator,

New Mandi Township, 

SCO 2437-2438, 

Sector 22-C, Chandigarh. 




                     Respondent
AC No.  3687 of 2010

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the  appellant .  

ii)  Sh. Joginder Singh, Law Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been supplied to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 23.09.2010.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Preet Mohinder Singh 

District Courts,

Barnala.







        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala. 






                     Respondent
CC No.  3873 of 2010

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the appellant.  

ii)  Sh. Gurpreet Singh, clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant has informed the respondent that his application for information dated 12. 11. 2010  may  be treated as withdrawn. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Kiran Sharma,

W/o. Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma,

R/o. Park Road, Navi Mandi, 

Dhuri, District- Sangrur.





        Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Director,

Animal Husbandry, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, 

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent
AC No. 1135 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan on behalf of the appellant.  

ii)    Dr. KPS Pasricha, Veterinary Officer on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case  has asked for details of ex-India leave taken by the employees of the Animal Husbandry Department over the last 20 years. 


PIOs are not expected to collect information from other PIOs under the RTI Act,  and the application for information should, therefore, have been rejected by the respondent.  Instead of this, however, a rough  estimate  was made of the number of pages which would be required to be given to the complainant and he was asked to deposit Rs. 20,000/- as fees, subject to adjustment   at the time the information is supplied.  The appellant did not deposit this amount and instead  entered into correspondence with the respondent  over its justification.  

Subsequently, the respondent informed the appellant that  till the date of issuance of the letter, 875 pages of information has been received from the districts which the appellant can collect after depositing  an amount of Rs. 1,750/- @ Rs. 2/- per page.   The appellant states that this amount is not payable by him since the information is being supplied to him after more than 30 days from









-----P2/

AC No. 1135 of 2010






---2---

the date of receipt of his application, but this objection is over-ruled since the approximate amount of fees had been demanded by the respondent well within time, but it was not deposited by the appellant.  

For the above reasons, I direct that no further action is required to be taken on the application for information of the appellant other than the supply of the 875 pages of information mentioned above, which should be done  after the requisite fee of Rs. 1,750/- has been deposited by the appellant. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


28th January, 2011

