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

Ms. Saroj Goyal,

# 1529, Sector 22 B,

Chandigarh.-160022
  



________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal, 

S.K.R.M. College, Bhagoo Majra ( Kharar ),140301

District –Mohali.





 __________ Respondent

CC No.  2213 of   2010

Present:
i)   
Ms. Saroj Goyal, complainant in person. 

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


Heard 

The respondent has made a written and oral submission that apart from the copy of the audit objection given to the complainant vide his letter dated 07-01-2009 and again vide his letter dated 19-05-2010, there is no other audit objection against the complainant in the records of the college.   A copy of the submission made by the respondent has been given to the complainant for her information.


Since no other audit objection against the complainant,  other than what has already been supplied to the complainant, exists in the records of the respondent, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 5th August,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Saroj Goyal,

# 1529, Sector 22 B,

Chandigarh.


  



________Complainant

Vs.( By Regd. Post) 


DR. M.P.Singh, 

Principal-cum-PIO, 
S.K.R.M. College Bhagoo Majra ( Kharar ), 140301

District –Mohali.





 __________ Respondent

CC No.  2217 of   2010

Present:
i)   
Ms. Saroj Goyal, complainant in person. 

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


Heard.

In her application for information dated 26-02-2010, the complainant has asked for three items of information:- 
1) The details of all unpaid salaries.

2) Whether the grant-in-aid has been received for any or all of the unpaid salaries .

3) Whether the salary for any month which has not been paid to her has been paid to any other employee of the college.

In response to this application, the respondent has given information to the complainant pertaining only to the period from June 2005 during which the only month in which salary was not paid to the applicant is December 2007. The complainant wrote back on 03-04-2010 pointing out to the respondent  that her application does not mention any period for which she wants the required information but that she has asked for information pertaining to all unpaid salaries. Despite this obvious flaw which was pointed out to the respondent, he has still not given the required information to the complainant  and on the other hand,  has written to her vide his letter dated 05-07-2010 that the information already provided is correct.                                                            …..p2/-
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During the hearing today, the respondent’s representative has pointed out that details of all unpaid salaries have been provided to the complainant vide their letters dated 27-05-2009 and 14-01-2010, which were written to her in connection with other applications for information. The complainant, however, has rightly pointed out that the information provided vide letter dated 27-05-2009 is out of date and, in any case, the information which has been asked for at item nos. 2 & 3 of her application for information have not been given to her for any unpaid salary other than for the month of December 2007. In the above circumstances, I conclude that on the face of it,  complete information has not been given to the complainant by the respondent without any reasonable cause within the time specified in sub-section 1 of Section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005. 


In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Dr. M.P.Singh, Principal-cum-PIO, SKRM College, Bhagoo Majra, Kharar, Distt. Mohali,.to show cause at 10 AM on 17-09-2010 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 26-02-2010, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meanwhile, the respondent is directed to give complete information to the complainant within 10 days from today. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-09-2010 for further consideration and orders. 


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 5th August,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

S/o.Sh. Ramji Dass,

Ward No.5, Near Water Works,

Sangat Mandi, 

District- Bathinda. 





________Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,
Bathinda.






 __________ Respondent

AC No.  581 of   2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ashok Kumar, appellant in person. 

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


Heard 

The respondent states that the application for information of the appellant was transferred by him vide his letter dated 29-12-2009 to the SSP-cum-PIO Bathinda (in respect of para 1 of his application) and to the Chief Regional Manager, IOC, Chandigarh, (in respect of paras 2 & 3 of his application ). The appellant is advised to pursue para nos. 2 & 3 of his application with the IOC authorities and, if necessary, the Central Information Commission.


Insofar as point no.1 is concerned, the PIO, O/o. SSP, Bathinda, appears to have ignored the appellant’s application, hich was sent to him by the DFSC, Bathinda vide his memo no. 7944, dated 29-12-2009. The PIO, O/o. SSP Bathinda is, therefore, substituted as the respondent in this case and the following documents are sent to him along with these orders,  with the direction to give the information mentioned by the appellant in para 1 of  his application,  within ten days of the date of receipt of these orders :-


1) 
A copy of the application dated 21-12-2009 of the appellant.

2) 
A copy of the  letter dated 29-12-2009 of the DFSC, Bathinda, with    which the application (in respect of para 1) was transferred to the office of SSP, Bathinda.                       ……p2/-
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Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-09-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 5th August,  2010

A copy is forwarded to District Food & Supply Controller,  Bathinda, for information. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o.Sh. Dharam Singh,

Village- Padde, VPO Pheruman,

Tehsil Baba Bakala, District- Amrirtsar.


________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Amritsar.






 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2228 of   2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant . 

ii)       Sh.  Karnail  Singh  Dhillon, AFSO, Baba Bakala, 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 06-07-2010.  The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information given to him by  the respondent.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
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 5th August,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mahan Singh (AFSO Retd. ),

6-B,New Rajguru Nagar Extension,

Near Royal Palace, Tharike-142021

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana





________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.  Director, 

Food & Civil Supplies Deptt. Punjab, Jeevan Deep Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.-160017



 __________ Respondent

CC No.  2236    and   2248 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Mahan Singh complainant in person. 

ii)     Sh. Darshan Singh, Suptt. and Sh. Vidya Bhushan, AFSO, Jalandhar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard 

These two cases are being dealt with by a single order since the contents of the application for information in both the cases are the same and the respondents belong to the same Department (Food & Supplies, Pb) of the Government. In response to his applications for information, in which  the complainant has asked for a copy of the decision on the basis of which a sum of Rs. 11,414.90/- was deducted from his pension, the respondent supplied to him a copy of the show cause notice which had been issued to the complainant for this recovery. Hence this complaint. 


Today, the respondent has clarified that the deduction from the complainant’s  salary has been made on the basis of the show cause notice 










------p2/- 
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alone and a decision on the same had not been taken on the date on which  his application for information was received. A decision has now been taken, on 02-07-2010, in the complainant’s favour. The show cause notice issued to him has been dropped and the amount recovered from his pension has been refunded to him through a cheque in the Court today. The complainant is satisfied and does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
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 5th August,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amrik Singh,

S/o.Sh. Balbir Singh,

# Parsan Niwas, Near O.B.C. Bank,

VPO- Dhalleke, 

District- Moga- 142001.



________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Department of Home & Justice,

Chandigarh.





 __________ Respondent

CC No.  2234 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Amrik Singh complainant in person. 

ii)        Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Sr. Asstt. , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard 


The respondent states that the representations dated 13-03-2008 and 20-01-2010 of the complainant are addressed to the DC, Moga, and only  copies of the same were sent to the Home Department. The subject matter of the representations, namely, grant of relief on account of being a victim of the 1984 riots, is dealt with by the Department of Relief & Rehabilitation and not by the Home Department and, therefore, no action was thought necessary to be taken on these representations. They have, however, now been forwarded to the Department of Relief & Rehabilitation, vide the respondent’s letter dated 14-06-2010.

The complainant states that his representations have been filed by the DC, Moga and he wants, therefore, to approach higher authorities in Chandigarh for redressal of his grievance. He has been advised that he should make a representation to the Financial Commissioner, Revenue, -cum-Secretary, Department of Relief & Rehabilitation, Punjab
.

No further action   is  required  to  be  taken  on  the  present  complaint,  which  is disposed of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
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 5th August, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Kumar.

S/o. Sh. Daya Ram,

Village  Aryanagar, Ward No. 3, 

P.O. Dina Nagar,

District- Gurdaspur.




________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Gurdaspur.





 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2241 of  2010

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

ii)      Sh. Hariman, AFSO Dina Nagar  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard 

The information required by the complainant has been given to him in the Court today by the respondent.

An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him at 10 AM on 20-09-2010.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 5th August,  2010
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarlok Nath,

S/o. Sh. Nand Lal,

 R/o. Near Sharma Bakery, Kothey Bhim Sain, 

Dina Nagar, 

District- Gurdaspur.





________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar, 

Punjab Agriculture University ,

Ludhiana. 






 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2258 of 2010
Present:
i)         None on  behalf of the complainant 

ii)   Sh. Nirmal Sharma, Supdt., Sh, Chander Mohan,Supdt., Agronomy and Sh. Ashok  Kumar, Clerk, KVK, Gurdaspur on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard 


The respondent states that the G-4 arrears of the complainant have  been disbursed to him and he is satisfied  with the action taken by the University.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
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 5th August,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Harjit Kaur,

Wd/o. Dr. Joginder Singh,

H No. 196/1/1 ( Old No. 32),

S.No.6. New Kartar Nagar, 

Near Dhuri Line,

Ludhiana- 141003.




________Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University, Kapurthala Road, 

Jalandhar. 





 __________ Respondent

CC No. 2208 of   2010

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

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


Heard 

The respondent states that the required information was sent to the complainant vide his letter dated 24-05-2010. However, the present complaint is against this very information and no comments of the respondent  are forthcoming on the complaint, a copy of which was sent to him along with the notice for today’s hearing. The respondent is, therefore, directed to bring his response to the complaint dated 08-07-2010 of the complainant on the next date of hearing. In case he finds that some additional information is required to be sent to the complainant in response to her application dated 01-02-2010, this also should be done. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-09-2010 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 5th August,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary Universal Human Rights Organization,

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon, 

Distt. Ludhiana.




________Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.  





 __________ Respondent

AC No. 600 of   2010

Present:-        i)   
Sh. Iqbal Singh, appellant in person.

   

 ii)     
DSP  Satinder Pal Singh,HQs ,Ludhiana  on behalf of 




the respondent    
ORDER


Heard 


The information for which the appellant has applied relates to the order of the Commission, dated 17-07-2009, passed in AC No. 383 of 2009, in which it had been recorded that the PIO , O/o. SSP (Rural), Ludhiana has stated that reports have been obtained from the SHOs of all police stations of district Ludhiana to the effect that the instructions of the Human Rights Commission have been implemented. The appellant has asked for copies of these reports. The information has been denied to the appellant on the ground that he is not concerned with the subject. This refusal is without any legal justification whatsoever since the information does not fall within any of the categories mentioned in Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005. The exemption being claimed by the respondent is overruled and he is directed to give to the appellant copies of the reports referred to in the Commission’s orders dated 17-07-2009, mentioned above,  within 7 days from the date of receipt of these orders.  

Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-09-2010 for confirmation of compliance. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
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 5th August,  2010

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

Sh. Jatinder Kumar.
# 141, New Model Town, Almoh Road,

Khanna, Distt- Ludhiana.



________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent
CC  No. 1755 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Jatinder Kumar,   complainant in person. 

ii)         None  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard 

The complainant states that he has not received any communication or information from the DFSC-cum-PIO, Ludhiana, in compliance with the orders dated 08-07-2010. In these circumstances, I conclude that prima-facie, the information required by the  complainant in not being given to him by the respondent without any reasonable cause.

One final opportunity is given to the respondent to comply with the orders dated 08-07-2010, otherwise, he should  show cause on the next date of hearing as to why he should not be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-09-2010 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 5th August,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Organization,

V&PO Rasulpur (Mallah), Teh. Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana – 142035.




__________Appellant 

   



Vs. ( By Regd. Post )
Sh. Harinder Singh Chahal, IPS, 
Senior Superintendent of Police Rural-cum-PIO, 
Jagraon. Distt. Ludhiana. 




__________ Respondent

AC No. 122 of 2009
Present:-        i)   
Sh. Iqbal Singh, appellant in person.

   

 ii)     
DSP  Satinder Pal Singh, HQs ,Ludhiana  on behalf of 



the respondent    
ORDER

Heard.

This case was disposed of vide orders dated 22-05-2009 in which the exemption being claimed by the respondent under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 was overruled, and he was directed to take action under Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005, and, thereafter, take a decision on the application for information of Sh. Iqbal Singh. The appellant, Sh. Iqbal Singh, has complained to the Commission that the directions of the Commission were not followed and he has been again informed vide letter of SSP, Jagraon, no. 614/RTI dated 11-07-2009, that the required information cannot be given to him under Sections 8 & 9 of the RTI Act, 2005. 


A notice was served on the respondent, who has informed the Court today that action was taken under Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005 in compliance with the orders dated 22-05-2009 and the third party concerned, Sh. Darshan Singh, informed the respondent that he has no objection to the required information being given to the appellant. Thereafter, the opinion of the DA (Legal), was obtained, who opined that disclosure of the information is exempted and cannot be given to the applicant under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.            …..p2/-
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In his written response to the Commission’s notice sent to the respondent for today’s hearing, the SSP (Rural)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana has again stated that the required information can be given to the appellant, but only after the conclusion of the proceedings with which it is concerned.


I find that the action taken by the SSP(Rural), Ludhiana is in violation of the Commission’s orders dated 22-05-2009, because the exemption being claimed under Section 8 of the RTI Act had been overruled by those orders and after Sh. Darshan Singh expressed his no objection to the information being given to the appellant , the denial of the information a second time, on the basis of claiming exemption under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005 flies in the face of the Commission orders and is clearly in defiance of the same. 

In the above circumstances, I find that prima facie, information in this case is not being given to the appellant by the respondent without any reasonable cause and has been malafidely denied to him. 

Notice is hereby given to Sh. Harinder Singh Chahal, SSP (Rural)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana, to show cause at 10 AM on 17-09-2010, 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 reply of Sh. Darshan Singh to the letter issued to him under Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


The respondent is further directed to immediately comply with the Commission’s orders dated 22-05-2009,  and to give the required information to the appellant within two days of the date of receipt of these orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-09-2010 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


 5th August,  2010
