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

Sh. Chhotu Ram,

S/o. Sh.Ishubh,

H No.5983, Gali No. 13,  Lakshmi Nagar,

Haibowal  Kalan, 

Ludhiana.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







__________ Respondent

CC No.  1482 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Chhotu Ram,    complainant  in person .

ii)        Const.  Nek  Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the application for information of the complainant dated 09-05-2008 did not come to the notice of the PIO, since it has not been received in his office.  He has nevertheless given an assurance that the information required by the complainant will be delivered to him at his residence in Ludhiana within seven days from today. The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 06-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.


 In case, the complainant receives the required information in compliance with these orders, it would not be necessary for him to attend the Court on that date. However, I direct the SSP-cum-PIO,  Moga,  to file an affidavit in the Court on the next date of hearing in support of the contention that the application dated  09-05-2008 of the complainant was not received in his office.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Karnail Singh,

S/o.Sh.Rounak Singh,

Model Town, Gali No-4,

 Balahar Vinjun,  Goniana Mandi, 

Bathinda-151201.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda






__________ Respondent
CC No.  1499 of 2010
Present:
i)      None on  behalf of the complainant  .
ii)     Sh.  R.K.Singla, AFSO,Bucho, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant pertains to  supply of LPG,   and the public authority concerned,  which is the Indian Oil Company, office at Chandigarh, has been requested to supply the information to the complainant.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Joginder Pal Singh,

H No- 336, Phase 2,

Sector-54, Mohali.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1501 of 2010

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

ii)    Dr. H.S.Thind, Sr.Soil Chemist and Sh. Nirmal Sharma, Supdt.,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


This complaint has been found to be without any basis because copies of the complete records which are available in the office of the respondent have been given to the complainant with regard to his applications for information dated 15-01-2010 and 09-02-2010 . The alleged deficiencies   pointed out by the complaint have  been seen . I find that each item of information mentioned by the complainant has been dealt with by the respondent . Either the information, if available in the records of the University , has been given to the complainant , or the reason for its non-availability has been explained. I therefore find that there is no basis in these alleged deficiencies.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Avtar Singh,

H No-13373, Gali No-4, Namdev Nagar,

District- Bathinda.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1531   of 2010

Present:
i)     None on  behalf of the complainant  .

ii)     Sh.  R.K.Singla, AFSO,Bucho, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant pertains to the supply of  LPG,   and the public authority concerned,  which is the Indian Oil Company, office at Chandigarh, has been requested to supply the information to the complainant.


Disposed of.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Kumar,

S/o.Sh. Surajbhan,

R/o. Valmeek Colony, Aara Market,

District- Faridkot.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  1557 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant  .

ii)     Sh. Gaurav  Kumar , Data Entry Operator, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted to the Court a copy of the written request made by the complainant  withdrawing his application for information.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaswinder Singh Khalsa,

# 204, Sudarshan Nagar,

Sultanwind Road, 

Amritsar.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Mandi Officer,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Amritsar.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  1563 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Jaswinder Singh Khalsa,  complainant  in person .

ii)      Sri  Sukhbir Singh Sodhi, Dy DMO, and Sri H.S.Randhawa, Exec. Engineer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


 The information required by the complainant was given to him vide the respondent’s letter dated 05-04-2010, after the prescribed fees of Rs.2/- per page, amounting to Rs.610/-, had been deposited by the complainant, as demanded by the PIO on 22-02-2010. The information concerns the engineering wing of the Mandi Board, and I, therefore, direct the Executive Engineer of the Mandi Board posted at Amritsar, to inquire into the reasons for the delay of a period of over one month which has occurred in sending the required information to the PIO for onward transmission to the complainant. The Executive Engineer should fix the responsibility for the delay which has been caused and take necessary action against the officials who are responsible for the same.

On receiving the information which had been sent to him, the complainant wrote a letter to the respondent on 12-04-2010, pointed out certain alleged 
…p2/-

CC No.  1563 of 2010
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deficiencies in the information, to which a reply has been given by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today. The complainant seeks some time to study the respondent’s letter in order to determine whether the alleged deficiencies have been removed. 


This case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 14-05-2010 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaswinder Singh Khalsa,

# 204, Sudarshan Nagar,

Sultanwind Road, 

Amritsar.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Mandi Officer,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Amritsar.








__________ Respondent
CC No. 1564 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Jaswinder Singh Khalsa,  complainant  in person .

ii)      Sri  Sukhbir Singh Sodhi, Dy DMO, and Sri H.S.Randhawa, Exec. Engineer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant was supplied to him by the respondent in several installments after exchange of correspondence between the complainant and the respondent and the respondent has brought some clarifications with him to the Court in response to the last letter of the complainant written to him on 19-04-2010. The complainant may study the same and inform the Court  on the next date of hearing whether the alleged deficiencies  pointed out have been taken care of or not, with reference to his application for information dated 07-11-2009.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-05-2010 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  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/o.D.G.P,Punjab.,

Punjab Police HQs, Sector-9, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 289   of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Varinder Thakur,  appellant  in person .

ii)          None on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant in this case has sought information from the respondent about the action taken by the police authorities of Ludhiana district on his representation dated 11-05-2009, for the registration of a FIR, on the ground that a sum of Rs. 50,000/- (fifty thousand only) had been withdrawn from his bank account fraudulently. The appellant states that he was informed by an official of the SSP’s office yesterday that the notice issued by the Commission in this case has not been received in his office and it is probably because of that reason that no person has appeared on behalf of the respondent in the hearing today. A copy of the representation dated 11-05-2009 of the appellant,  which he has submitted to the Court today, in connection with which he has asked information, is enclosed with these orders for ready reference of the respondent, who should bring with him a  complete action taken report on the representation on the next date of hearing for the information of the appellant.


Adjourned  to 10 AM  on  04-06-2010 for further consideration and orders.  
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010   Encl
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. Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 288   of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Varinder Thakur, appellant in person .

ii)        Ms.  Gurmeet Kaur, Clerk, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant states that he has not received the information for which he had applied but the grievance which he had pointed out in his letter dated 28-09-2009, addressed to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, has since been redressed and he, therefore, does not wish to pursue his appeal any further.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagjit Singh,

S/o.Sh.Charan Singh,

R/o. Village Talwandi Kalan,

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt- Ludhiana.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

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

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1385  of 2010

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

ii)        H C Harpreet Singh , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that the information required by the complainant  about the action taken and inquiry report prepared in respect of his application dated 17-01-2009, cannot be given to him at present since it concerns FIR no. 167 dated 12-11-2008, which is under trial and the complainant is an accused in the case.  However, the respondent has not explained  in what manner the disclosure of the required information will adversely affect the prosecution of the case.  I, therefore, direct the PIO to produce the information required by the complainant in the Court on the next date of hearing.  The PIO or his representative should also come prepared to explain in what manner the disclosure  of information  will affect the prosecution of the case concerning FIR no. 167.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-05-2010 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vipin Kumar,

 S/o.Sh. Dev Raj,

C/o. O.K.Wool Shop, Halwai Bazaar, 

Tehsil Samana, District- Patiala.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Mandi Officer,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1418  of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Vipin Kumar,  complainant  in person .

ii)    Sh. Gurmit Singh, Graining Supervisor, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant could not be sent to him earlier because the fees which had been demanded by the respondent had not been deposited by him. Today, the prescribed fees of Rs.2/- for one page of information has been given by the complainant to the respondent and the required information has also been obtained by him.  The complainant has seen the information and has expressed his satisfaction.  


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vipen Kumar,

S/o.Sh.Bhola Ram,

R/o. Village Gill Patti,

Bathinda.




  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  354 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant  .

ii)       Sh.  R.K.Singla, AFSO,Bucho , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been sent to him on 16-04-2010,  by Regd. post.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurjail Singh,

Ex Panch, Villge Bahmna, Tehsil Samana,

District- Patiala.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food  & Supply Controller,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1234 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant  .

ii)        Sh. Sarmukh Singh,  Sr. Asstt. ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has brought a copy of the required information to the Court and a copy of the same has  also been sent by him  to the complainant by post.

Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Virpal Singh,

VPO Bahmna, Tehsil Samana,

District- Patiala.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1453  of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant  .

ii)       Sh. Hazura Singh, Forest Range Officer, Samana, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has submitted to the Court a copy of the written request made by the complainant  withdrawing his application for information.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rupinder Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Malkeet Singh,

R/o. VPO Sulhani,

Tehsil & District-  Ferozepur.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Programme Officer,

Child Development & Women Protection Deptt.,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1407 of 2010

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

ii)       Ms. Manjit Kaur, CDPO, Block Gehla Khurd , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought the required information  to the Court today, which has been handed over to the complainant and he has shown his satisfaction. 

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Madan Lal,

S/o.Sh. Om Prakash Jain,

Gali No-18, Parinda Street , Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda-151001.

  



________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda.






 __________ Respondent

AC No.  286 of 2010

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

ii)         Sh. R.K.Singla, AFSO, Bucho, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 09-04-2010 have been complied with and the additional information has been sent to the appellant by Regd. post. This letter, however, has not been received by the appellant. Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-05-2010 for confirmation of the receipt of the information by the complainant. In case the appellant receives the information before that date he should inform the respondent over  the telephone and in that event,  neither the appellant nor the respondent need to appear before the Court. 

 The appellant states that he should be refunded the cost of two photographs amounting to  Rs. 100/- because these were supplied to him after a period of more than 30 days. The request of the appellant is reasonable and I direct the respondent to refund the amount of Rs.100/- to the appellant .

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Darshan Singh,

S/o.Sh.Bagh Singh,

R/o. Udeykaran,

Teh  & District – Mukatsar.
  



________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Mukatsar.





 __________ Respondent

CC No. 1169 of 2010

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

ii)        None  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the orders dated 09-04-2010 have not been complied with and he has not got the required information. He further states that it was yesterday evening when the respondent asked the complainant to deposit a fees of Rs.2000/- ( two thousand only) for the information, which he was unable to do because the demand was made after the close of banking hours. The conduct of the respondent in this case leaves much to be desired. Firstly, because the commitment made by the respondent in the Court on 09-04-2010, and approved by the Court, has not been fulfilled and secondly,  fees was demanded from the complainant, when Section 7 (6) of the RTI Act, 2005, clearly states that information supplied after the period of 30 days prescribed under the Act  has to be given free of cost. 

The respondent has also not appeared in the Court today either personally or through any representative. In the above circumstances, I conclude that prima facie, information is not being given to the complainant in this case deliberately with malafide intention.  Notice is hereby issued to Sh. Gulbahar Singh, DFSC-










…..p2/-

CC No. 1169 of 2010
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cum-PIO, Mukatsar to show cause at 10 AM on 21-05-2010 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 22-12-2009,   should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
Further, the complainant needs to be compensated for the unnecessary expenditure which he has had to incur because of the carelessness of the respondent , and  costs of Rs. 500/- (five hundred only ) are therefore awarded to the complainant, which should be paid to him in the Court on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-05-2010 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th  April, 2010
