STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. K.K. Goyal, Journalist,

Punjab State President, ABRPS,

Railway Bridge Street,

Lalluana Road,         Mansa.



  
    ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.







____ Respondent

CC No.601 of 2008

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant


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

Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that investigations into his application dated 2-2-2008 is still going on and a copy of the inquiry report therefore cannot be given to him at this stage.  This case is accordingly disposed of with direction to the respondent to give the required information to the complainant after the inquiry into his application has been completed.

Disposed  of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. K.K. Goyal, Journalist,

Punjab State President ABRPS,

Railway Bridge Street,

Lalluana Road, Mansa.



  
     _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.







____ Respondent

CC No.602 of 2008

Present:
i)    None on behalf of the complainant


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

Heard.


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


Disposed  of.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Raj,

Vill. Mukandpur,

Distt. Nawanshehar, Punjab.


  
     ____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Director General of Police, Law & Order,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







_____ Respondent

CC No.548 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Charanjit Raj    complainant  in person.


ii)    DSP  Sh. Narinderpal Singh Chhina and



HC  Bhola Ram,   Nawanshehar , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  They have clearly informed him that the Police Department does not propose to take any action against Dr. Harbans Kaur in accordance with the legal advice given to them.


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

.










    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Raj,

Vill. Mukandpur,

Distt. Nawanshehar, Punjab.


  
____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Sector 1, Chandigarh.




______ Respondent

CC No.547 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Charanjit Raj   complainant  in person


ii)    DSP  Sh. Narinderpal Singh Chhina and



HC  Bhola Ram,Nawanshehar,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  They have clearly informed him that the Police Department does not propose to take any action against Dr. Harbans Kaur in accordance with the legal advice given to them.

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







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Raj,

Vill. Mukandpur,

Distt. Nawanshehar, Punjab.


  
     _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Sector 1, Chandigarh.




_________ Respondent

CC No.546 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Charanjit Raj   complainant  in person.


ii)    DSP  Sh. Narinderpal Singh Chhina and




HC  Bhola Ram, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The application  for information made by the complainant in this case has asked for information which is available at District level.  The application is addressed to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home department, but it finally found its way to the office of the SSP, Nawanshehar, who has sent a complete reply to all of the points mentioned by the complainant in his application to the office of the DGP, Punjab, but it has not yet been passed on to the complainant. A copy of the letter of the SSP, Nawanshehar,  has been shown to the Court by the complainant and a copy thereof has been given to the DSP Sh. NPS Chhina, with the direction   that the papers sent by the SSP, Nawanshehar,  should be located and given to the complainant after proper attestation.  Since the application in this case was made on 21-12-2007 and it has been very much delayed, I expect that this information will be given to the complainant within the next seven days.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 2-5-2008 for confirmation of compliance.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dharampal Mangla,

Supdt. Grade-II, Branch III,

O/o Director Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34A,

Chandigarh.




  
    _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34A,

Chandigarh.






_____ Respondent

CC No.   535 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh.  Dharampal  Mangla  complainant  in person.


ii)   Sh.   Swinder  Singh, Dy. Director (HQ)-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has made a written submission that since his making this complaint to the Commission, the Director Agriculture, Punjab, has given him the assurance that the information which he requires will be made available to him and in view of this assurance, he wishes to withdraw the complaint.

The request of the complainant is granted  and this case is disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,

H.No. 326, W.No. 6,

Maur Mandi, Tehsil Talwandi Sabo,

Distt. Bathinda.




  
_______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board, SCO 149-150,

Sector 17C, Chandigarh.




_________ Respondent

CC No.605 of 2008

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


ii)   Sh.  Chander Shekhar Kalia, APIO-cum-Chief Librarian, on behalf 

of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has given a reply to the complainant’s application for information dated 2-2-2008, which consists of an inquiry report of the Secretary, Market Committee,  Jaito.  The complainant states that this report, which contains details of medical reimbursement claims of Sh. Jai Pal, Accountant, for the members of his family,   does not have any connection with the complaint which he has made against Shri Jai Pal, Accountant,  on 14-11-2007.  The representative of the respondent before us has submitted that this objection of the complainant has already been forwarded to the Distt. .Mandi Officer, Faridkot, who has been asked to  give the required clarification within two days.  The respondent is directed to obtain the correct information from the DMO,  Faridkot,  and give it to the complainant within 10 days from today.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 30-5-2008 for confirmation of compliance.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

C/o Mr. Harsimran Singh Sandhu,

D-219, Saket,

New Delhi-110017.

  
            ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,(Wild life),

Hoshiarpur





_______ Respondent

CC No.610 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Mahavir  Singh  Rawat, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)   Sh. Tarsem Lal, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The only point in the application for information of the complainant dated 8-8-2007, which asks for meaningful information, is the circumstances which caused the delay in the issuance of the no objection certificate by the Divisional Forest Officer (Wildlife),Hoshiarpur, for the issuance of an Arms license to the complainant. The delay which has been caused has been explained in the letter No. 1691 dated 15-1-2008 from the Divisional Forest Officer (Wild life), Hoshiarpur,  addressed to the Chief  Wildlife Warden, Government of Punjab, Shivalik (Hills) Circle, Sector 34,Chandigarh, a copy of which has been given to the complainant for his information.


Disposed of.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil lines,

Ludhiana.



  
     ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum-

President, Distt. Red Cross Branch,

D.C. Office, Jalandhar.


_______________ Respondent

CC No.504 of 2008

Present:
i)    None   on behalf of the Complainant.


ii)   Sh.   Bhupinderjit Singh, PIO-cum-DRO, Jallandhar..


iii) Sh. Harinder Singh, Secretary, Red Cross Society,Jalandhar
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment of his case on the ground that he will not be able to attend the hearing fixed for today due to unavoidable circumstances.

The request of the complainant is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 30-5-2008.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar,

# 2937-A, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.



  
     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Nurses Registration Council,

SCO 109, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.





___________ Respondent

CC No.2355  and   2364  of 2007

Present:
i)    
Sh. Jaskaran Singh Brar, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
S. Inderjit Singh, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has made a submission that due to the work load of Registration, Diploma etc. and the  examinations  of GNM and ANM, the orders of the Court dated 4-4-2008 could not yet be complied with, and a request has been made to allow to the respondent a further period of one month.  The request  of the respondent is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 30-5-2008 by which time it is expected that the respondent will
i)
provide the information in respect of point no. 6 of the complainant’s 
application  dated 15-11-2007, and

ii)
comply with the orders of the Court dated 4-4-2008.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

Senior Assistant,

O/o DGP (Prisons), Punjab,

SCO 89, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.

  
  _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Inspector General-1, Prisons,

 Punjab.  SCO 89, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh









________ Respondent

CC No.   264   of 2008

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



ii)   
        Sh. D.K.Sidhu, Chief Probation Officer-cum-APIO.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has submitted a detailed report to the Court to the effect that  the  Attendance Register of the department for the year 2006 has not been located despite best efforts.  The respondent has made  an offer to the complainant that he can himself go through all  the records pertaining to the work which he has done during the year 2006 in order to show to the respondent the dates on which he has worked on his seat  between the period 30-9-2006 to 6-11-2006.   Apart from this, the respondent has submitted that he is keen to decide the complainant’s case of unauthorized absence and has written two letters to him to which he should respond so that an early decision can be taken in the matter.

A copy of the communication from the respondent addressed  to the Court has been given to the complainant for his information


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

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

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

Sh. Rajesh  Dhiman,

S/o Sh. Chaman Lal,

#  2, Street No. 1

Jhujar  Nagar,

Patiala.


  
   


____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The  Commissioner,

 Municipal Corporation,

Patiala..





_____ Respondent





AC No. 284 of 2007

Present: 

i)  Sh. Rajesh  Dhiman,  complainant in person.


ii)  Shri  Ashok  Vij,  Law Officer-cum-APIO,on behalf of the  respondent,

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that the information required by him in respect of point n;o. 3 of his application dated 23-5-2007 has been received by him.


Insofar as the notice issued to the respondent in the Court’s orders dated 28-3-2008 is concerned, the PIO has since changed, and the notice is dropped in the light of the submission made by the new PIO vide his reply dated 24-4-2008.

The reply clearly brings out the fact that the Building Inspector Sh. Vijay Kumar, who appeared before this Court on 8-11-2007 and who thereafter constantly absented himself from the hearings before the Court, and also did not take any interest in supplying the required information to the complainant, is the official responsible  for the  inordinate which has been caused in supplying the information to the complainant and also for the wastage of time  and effort of all concerned parties, including the Court.  I, therefore, direct the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala, to  call for Shri Vijay Kumar’s explanation and to take further necessary action if it is not satisfactory.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

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

Sh.Surjit  Kumar,

VPO  Birampur,

Teh.. Garshankar,

Distt Hoshiarpur.

  
   


__________ Complainant

  Vs.

Public Information Officer,

The Divisional Forest Officer,



  __________ Respondent

Garhshankar,Distt. Hoshiarpur


CC No.  1924    of 2007

Present:
None 

ORDER


In this case, the complaint of Shri  Surjit Kumar was disposed of vide the Court’s orders dated 29-11-2007 with the direction to the respondent to supply the information asked for by the complainant within 15 days, if not already done.


Subsequently, the complainant wrote to the Commission vide his letter dated 29-12-2007 that the orders of the Court mentioned  hereinbefore have not been complied with and he was therefore  given an opportunity to make his submission before the Court on 28-3-2008. On that date, Shri. S.K.Bawa, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the complainant,  but requested for an adjournment and the case was accordingly adjourned to 10 AM  today,  the 25th April,2008.

Neither the complainant nor the Ld. Counsel who had made an appearance on the previous date of hearing are present in the Court.  On the other hand, I have gone through the information provided by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 19-12-2007 and I find that full and complete information has been given to the complainant in reply to his application for information dated 23-8-2007.  If any additional information is required by the complainant, he should make a separate application for the same under the RTI Act.


In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.

.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Lal Sachdeva,

H. No. 4966, Street  15-B,

Nirankari Bhawan Road,

Abohar-152116



  
     _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.






_________ Respondent

CC No.     244    of     2008

Present:
i)    
       Sh. Rajinder Lal Sachdeva, complainant   in person


ii)   
        Sh. Balbir Singh, Jr. Asstt.,on  behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The information in respect of Sri Ganga Nagar to Amritsar and Katra buses  has been provided to the complainant by the respondent.  He has been informed that buses are running on these two routes on  temporary permits and the quantum of tax which has been remitted  for the period from 4/07 to 9/07 has been intimated to him.  The respondent has  informed  that  similar information in respect of Sri Ganga Nagar- Katra route   and Sri Ganga Nagar to Dharamsala route, on which  the buses  are being run by J&K Road Transport Corporation  and  Himachal Pradesh  Road Transport Corporation,  is not available in his office but with the Secretary RTA, Jalandhar.  Fortunately, the representative of the PIO present before us is working as Jr. Asstt. in the office of the Secretary,   RTA,  Jalandhar, as well, and he has stated that the remaining information  will be sent  to the complainant within ten days from today.

Disposed  of.
.







           (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   25th  April,  2008

