STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vivek Jasra,

B-36, 244/1, Vikas Nagar, 

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.
 
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






  __________ Respondent

CC No.  1730  of 2007

Present:

None

.

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent  are present. No intimation has been received from either party requesting for an adjournment.  I therefore conclude that the complainant has received the result of  the subject BC-201 after following the due procedure.


Disposed of.







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,

# 10/410, Old cotton Mill Colony,

Railway road,

 Malerkotla


  
   





_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions (S.E),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.


  



  ______ Respondent

CC No.  1149   of 2007

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant .
ii)   Sh. Harbans Singh  Sandhu, DEO Mansa.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated  6-12-2007, the respondent has received the concerned file from the RTI Branch and has submitted his reply vide his letter dated 7-1-2008 to the show cause notice which has been served on him vide the orders of the Court dated 8-11-2007.

In view of the circumstances and facts described by the respondent in his afore mentioned letter, which support his contention that he had made a sincere effort to supply the information to the complainant in time and the delay which was caused was neither intentional nor deliberate,  I accept the explanation submitted by the respondent and drop the notice served on him vide orders dated 8-11-2007.


Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,

# 10/410, Old cotton Mill Colony,

Railway road,

 Malerkotla


  
   





_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Deptt. Of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sec- 9,

Chandigarh

.


  



  ______ Respondent

CC No.  1150   of 2007

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant.



ii)   Sh. Harbans Lal Chawla, Supdt.,/APIO, behalf of the 




respondent
ORDER


Heard.
In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 6-12-2007, the information pertaining to point no. 7 and point no. 13 has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant.    No report or orders of Shri R. Venkatraman could be found in respect of point no. 8 but, as has been mentioned in the Court’s orders, this information is not relevant to any remedy which the complainant may be contemplating.  The complainant’s absence also shows that  he is satisfied with the information provided to him.
Disposed of.







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh Aulakh,

# 10/410, Old cotton Mill Colony,

Railway road,

 Malerkotla


  
   





_____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Deptt. Of School Education,

Mini Secretariat, Sec- 9,

Chandigarh.


  



  ______ Respondent

CC No.  1151   of 2007

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)   Sh. Harbans Lal Chawla, Supdt.,/APIO, behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.
The respondent states that with reference to point no. 12 of his application for information dated 8-12-2006, the complainant has been informed that his appeal for the National Award, 2005 is under consideration of the Government.  He has stated that the appeal can be disposed of only after ascertaining the full facts vis-à-vis  the inquiries pending against the complainant in the year 2005, and the complainant has filed a writ petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,  for the release of the National Award, 2005 and the issue is therefore subjudice.
Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (O/R of SIC), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harcharan Singh,

# 338, Phase-6,

Mohali.



  
   
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Auditor,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

SCO 175-187, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1755 of 2007

Present:
i)
S. Harcharan Singh , complainant in person.



ii)
Sh. Baljinder Singh. Addl.Chief Auditor, Cooperation, 




Punjab.
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the orders of the Court passed during previous hearings, the respondent has supplied a copy of the audit report required by him vide their letter dated 10-1-2008.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Labh Singh,

S/o Sh. Barkha Singh,

Varach Colony, Backside Bus stand,

 Samana, Distt. Patiala.


  
    ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sec-17,

Chandigarh.






___ Respondent

CC No.2212 of 2007

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



ii)
Sh.H.S.Sandhu, Jt  Registrar-cum-PIO, and Ms. Navinder 



Kaur, Supdt..
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has given to the complainant a copy of the report of the inquiry made into his application dated 24-7-2007.  He states that no application of the complainant dated 25-9-2007 was  received in his office but the third representation referred to by the complainant  is still under inquiry, which will be completed within the next couple of weeks, after which the report of this inquiry will also be sent to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-2-2008 for confirmation of compliance.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Vill. Goslan,

P.O. Sihon Majra,

Distt. Ropar.



  
     _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Ropar.

_______ Respondent

CC No.   2272    of   2007

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



ii)
Sh. Malkiat Singh, Dy. Registrar, Coop.Societies,Ropar.
ORDER

Heard.

In this case the complainant has been making applications to the Assistant Registrar, Coop. Societies, Ropar, for a copy of quasi-judicial orders dated 20-12-2005.  After receiving no response he finally made an application to the Deputy Registrar, Coop. Societies, Ropar  under the RTI Act.  The respondent, who is present before us himself, states that the Assistant Registrar, Coop. Societies, Ropar, while working in quasi-judicial capacity, is an independent office and he is also a PIO, and his office therefore is not concerned with the application. He also states that the complainant has to pay a prescribed fees under the Punjab Coop. Societies, Act, 1961 for the copy required by him.  The complainant however states that he has not received any intimation from the Assistant Registrar, Coop. Societies, about the quantum of fees which he  is required to deposit since  this differs from case to case, depending upon the number of pages of the quasi-judicial order.
After considering all the circumstances of this case, I order that the Deputy Registrar, Coop. Societies, Ropar, the respondent before us, will ensure that the Assistant Registrar, Coop. Societies, Ropar, who works under his administrative 
-:  2  :-

control, will intimate the amount of fees required to be deposited by the complainant within three days from today, and the copy of the orders required by him will be sent to him by post within seven days of the date of his depositing the prescribed fees.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-2-2008 for confirmation of compliance.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bikramjit Singh Dhaliwal,

Flat No. 26/B, Ground Floor,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.


  
     ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Secretary, 

Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.






___ Respondent

CC No.2280 of 2007

Present:
i)
None  on behalf  of  the   complainant 



ii)
Sh.  Gurpal  Singh,  Assistant Secretary, RTA, Ferozepur
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the complainant has sent the prescribed fees along with his application through Indian Postal Order, which is not the mode of payment under the rules prescribed under the RTI Act.  The respondent  is however referring to the rules framed by the Central Government, when in fact payment through IPO is the prescribed mode of payment in the rules notified by the State Government on 25-6-2007.  The objection of the respondent, which he states was  also conveyed to the complainant, therefore, is not valid.

The respondent further states that the information required by the complainant is available and ready to be supplied to him.  In view of the fact that the same was not supplied to the complainant within the period of 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act, and the objection of the respondent has been found to be not valid, I order that the information should be sent to the complainant by post, free of cost, within seven days from today.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

# 201-204/100, Block-J,

B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.


  
    _______ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The  Director General of Police-cum-

Commandant General Home Guards, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







       ________ Respondent

AC No.396 of 2007

Present:
i)
S.Daljit  Singh Grewal, complainant in person.



ii)
Sh..  Ashok  Khanna,PIO-cum-Jr. Staff Officer,Home 




Gaurds.Punjab.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the Annual Confidential Report is a confidential document which cannot be supplied under the RTI Act, and this view has been consistently held by this Court in various cases.  The respondent further states that the  appellant has filed a writ petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, against the adverse remarks which he  has earned in the ACR, a copy of which he has asked for, and the matter is therefore also subjudice.
I am ,therefore, not inclined to agree with the appellant’s request for a copy to be given to him of his ACR.  The  appellant,  however, states that  another Bench of the Commission has ruled that copies of the ACR cannot be denied to the applicants for information under the RTI Act.   He also states that it is crucial for him to get a copy of the ACR since it was on the basis of the adverse remarks contained therein that he was prematurely retired from service.

In the above circumstances, I forward and place this case before the CIC for such action / decision that he considers appropriate.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   24th  January,  2008
