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

Sh. Sawinder Singh,

Vill. Kot Moulwi, P.O. Paracha,

Tehsil Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt. Gurdaspur.



  
     _________________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

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






________________ Respondent

CC No.2458 of 2007

Present:
i)    
          Sh. Sawinder Singh complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
          Sh. Tilak Raj, DSP, 0/0 SSP,Amritsar and Sh. Mohan Lal. 




DSP, o/o SSP, Batala,on  behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

This case concerns applications for information of the complainant in which he has sought the details of the investigation carried out by the SSP, Amritsar (Rural) and SSP, Batala, into the  FIR No. 12 dated 26.1.2006, and FIR No. 19 dated 24-1-2007, respectively.  The respondents state that the details which have been asked  for by the complainant cannot be provided to him because both the cases are under investigation and the revelation of the details thereof is likely to interfere  with the investigations.


In the above circumstances,  no further action can be taken in this case, which is disposed of with the directions to the PIO O/O SSP, Amritsar ( in respect of FIR 12 dated 26-1-2006) and the PIO/SSP Batala ( in respect of FIR 19 dated 24-1-2007)  that as and when the investigation into the FIR 12 or FIR 19. as the case may be, has been completed, the information asked for by the complainant would be sent to him.


Disposed of.










           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

CC: SSP, Gurdaspur.

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

Sh. Bawa Singh,

S/o Sh. Jora Singh,

Vill. Qudian Gujjaran,

P.O. Shahpur Gorya, Tehsil Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt. Gurdaspur.



  
     _________________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Commander,

Home Guards, Jail Road,

Gurdaspur.






________________ Respondent

CC No.14 of 2008

Present:
i)    
            None  on  behalf of the complainant. 



ii)   
           Sh. Bansi Lal, Platoon Commander, Home Guards ,on  




behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has given the required information to the complainant vide his letter No. 220  dated 25-1-2008.

Disposed  of,









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Harinder Pal,

# 169, Mohalla  Bathindian,

Nabha-147201.



  
     ____________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,
Patiala.




____________ Respondent

CC No.2207 of 2007

Present:
i)    
        None on behalf of the  complainant  . 



ii)   
        Sh. Vikrant  Sharma, Advocate, on  behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case is in the nature of enquiries which the complainant has sought to make regarding eligibility for admission to a particular course and other relating matters.  Strictly speaking, this is not covered by the definition  of “information” under the RTI Act, because the applicant can ask for the rules and instructions on any particular matter but  insofar as specific and individual queries are concerned,  arrangement has been made by the public authority for answering such questions from the general public and the complainant was in fact asked to approach the enquiry  counter of the University for this purpose. Nevertheless, the respondent has prepared the information required by the complainant, which he has submitted to the Court, and the same may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.

Disposed  of.








           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Navdeep Gupta,

H.No. 2908, Sector 37-C,

Chandigarh.




  
     _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






________________ Respondent

AC No.13 of 2008

Present:
i)    
       Sh. Navdeep Gupta, complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
        S.I.  Jatinderpal Singh,  on  behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The information asked for by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The complainant  states that he has not yet been provided copies of the affidavit dated 18-8-2004 which he had given to the Incharge, Women Cell, Mohali Police and his original complaint dated 4-8-2004.  The respondent states that  there  is no record of any affidavit having been received  from the complainant   in the records of the case and there is also no mention of it in the inquiry report  of his complaint.  Insofar as his  complaint  is concerned, the inquiry report refers only to his complaint dated
06-08-2004
 and the respondent states that there is no record of any complaint having been received from the  complainant   dated 4-8-2004.


In  the above circumstances, there is no further action which can be taken in this case, which is disposed of.









 








           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Sanjay  Sharma,

# 3464, Sector 23-D,

Chandigarh.




  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No.219 of 2008

Present:
i)    
         Sh. Sanjay  Sharma,   complainant  in  person. 



ii)   
         Sh. Chander Shekhar Kalia, Chief Librarian, on  behalf  of  the 



respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant in this case has been brought by the respondent to the Court, and a copy thereof has been given to the respondent.

Disposed  of.








           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Mahesh Kumar,

Office Mahesh Rice Oil Gen. Mills,

Tehsil Road Jagraon, 

Distt. Ludhiana.


  
     _________________ Complainant 

  Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No.263 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Ms. Naina Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant   


ii)   
        None   on  behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case is undated but the counsel  states that it was sent under postal certificate to the respondent on 19-11-2007 and she has shown the receipt of the post office of that date.


No response of any kind has been received by the complainant from the respondent and he  has also not appeared in the Court today either personally or through the concerned APIO     and has also     ignored    the notice of the Commission dated 10-3-2008. In the above circumstances, I conclude that prima facie, the information is not being provided by the respondent to the complainant malafidely and without reasonable cause.


Notice is hereby given to Sh. Gurnam Singh, PIO-cum- Distt. Manager, Punjab Warehousing Corporation, Ludhiana, to   show cause at 10 AM on  15-5-2008, 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, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to send the required information to the complainant within 10 days from the date of receipt of these orders.








           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

A copy is forwarded to:-  i) The Financial Commissioner, Development, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh, and (ii) The Managing Director, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Sector 17,Bank Square, Chandigarh, for necessary action.

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

Sh. Mahesh Kumar,

Office Mahesh Rice Oil Gen. Mills,

Tehsil Road Jagraon, 

Distt. Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager,

Markfed, Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.262 of 2008

Present:
i)    
       Ms. Naina Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
       Sh. S.C.Malik, Sr. Accounts Officer, on  behalf  of  the 





respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to his counsel in the Court today.

Disposed of.









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Mahesh Kumar,

Office Mahesh Rice Oil Gen. Mills,

Tehsil Road Jagraon, 

Distt. Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Pungrain, Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No.259 of 2008

Present:
i)    
        Ms. Naina Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant   


ii)   
        None    on  behalf  of  the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case is undated but the counsel  states that it was sent under postal certificate to the respondent on 19-11-2007 and she has shown the receipt of the post office of that date.


No response of any kind has been received by the complainant from the respondent and has also not appeared in the Court today either personally or through the concerned APIO  and has also  ignored the notice of the Commission dated 
10-3-2008.  In the above circumstances, I conclude that prima facie, the information is not being provided by the respondent to the complainant malafidely and without reasonable cause.


  Notice is hereby given to Ms.  Simranjit Kaur, PIO-cum- DFSC, Ludhiana, to show cause at 10 AM on  15-5-2008, 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, should not be imposed upon her u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to send the required information to the complainant within 10 days from the date of receipt of these orders








           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

A copy is forwarded to:-  i) The Financial Commissioner, Development, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh, and (ii) The Managing Director, Punjab State Agro- Industries Corporation,Plot 2-A,Sector 28-A, Chandigarh, for necessary action.

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

Sh. Bhupinder Bansal,

# 33331, Street No.8, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda.



  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda.





________________ Respondent

CC No.255 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  One more opportunity is given to both the parties to appear before the Court at 10 AM on 15-05-2008.








           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Parminder Pal Singh,

D2/II, Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Moga Road, 
Ferozepur.

  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commanding Officer,

13 PB. BN NCC, 

Near railway Bridge,
 Ferozepur Cantt.

________________ Respondent

CC No.254 of 2008

Present:
i)    
          None on behalf of the complainant . 



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

Heard.

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


Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008


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

Sh. Lachman Singh Chatha,

S/o sh. Shamsher Singh,

Vill. Chatha Nanhera,

Tehsil Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.

  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supply Controller,

Sangrur.






________________ Respondent

CC No.2332 of 2007

Present:
i)  
 None   on behalf of the complainant  



ii) 
 Sh.  Gurdarshan Singh, Asstt. Registrar, Coop.Societies,Sunam and 


 Sh.Vishnu Datt, Inspector, o/o DFSC,Sangrur, on behalf of the 



 respondent  

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought with him to the Court the information required by the complainant  in respect of point no. 1 & 3 of his application dated 17-10-2007. Insofar as the information mentioned at sr. no. 2 is concerned, the representative of the Food and Supplies Department present here states that the inquiry had been conducted in 2004 into the affairs of the Coop. Society and the records of the Society had been seized by the Department but this matter has become about four years old and the record concerning distribution of kerosene oil by the society in July,2004 could not be traced out in the office of the DFSC, Sangrur.   

In he above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case.  The information concerning point 1 & 3 of the application for information may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.


Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Nihal Singh,

VPO Baghana, Tehsil Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthala.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways (1)
Jalandhar




________________ Respondent

CC No.2440 of 2007

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



ii) 
Sh.  Resham Singh, Supdt., PR-1,on behalf of the respondent  

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with he Court’s orders dated 14-2-2008, the respondent has brought the information required by the complainant to the Court according to which no amount  in respect of overtime allowance is due to the complainant from January, 2006  onwards  except  what has already been paid to him.  A copy of the information has been given to the complainant.

Disposed of.









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. D.C. Bansal,

Asst. Labour Commissioner, 

Patiala.
  
                                             ________________ Complainant

       Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Labour,

Chandigarh.

ii) PIO/Labour Commissioner,Punjab,

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

CC No.  2403   and    2404    of 2007

Present:
i)  
Sh. D.C. Bansal, complainant  in person



ii) 
Sh. Prem Singh, Dy. Secretary, Labour,Punjab Govt.



iii)        Sh.Yash Pal Gupta, Supdt., and Ms. Anita Aneja, Supdt., 



            o/o Labour Commissioner,Pb.,
on behalf of the respondent  

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that all the information asked for by the complainant has been given to him except the information pertaining to point no. 2, which  could  not be located despite his best efforts.  The complainant however insists that he has not been received  the information which he has asked for and he has sent a lengthy communication to the respondent communicating the deficiencies in the information which has been provided , as he perceives them.

In the above circumstances, the  Court proceeded to discuss the information given to the complainant by the respondent and the deficiencies which have been pointed out by the former.  It appears that  sufficient attention has not been paid by the respondent to the application for information and although  a sincere effort has been made by the respondent to give the required information to the complainant,  there have been some careless mistakes and oversights concerning  some of the points in the application, and unless the same is dealt with carefully and appropriately, the complainant would justifiably remain dissatisfied.   I   therefore adjourn this case to 
10 AM on 3-4-2008 with the directions to the respondent  to carefully go through each of the 31 points contained in the application for information and to ensure that all the available information is given to the complainant  before the next date of hearing.










contd ----2/





---2---


Since the application for information in both these cases are identical and the majority of the points relate to the Government, the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Labour Department, will be responsible for the compliance of today’s orders in respect of both the applications and he should obtain from the office of the Labour Commissioner, any information which is required by him for complying with these orders.

Adjourned to 10AM on 3-04-2008  for confirmation of compliance.









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Hansa Singh,

S/o Gurdas Singh,

R/o Village Sultani,

Teh. &Distt. Gurdaspur.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Punjab  Wakf  Board,

SC 1062-1063, Sector 22-B,

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

CC No.2326 of 2007

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


ii) 
Sh.  Aijaz Hussain, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent  

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a copy of letter dated 10-3-2008 sent by  the Haryana  Wakf Board, Ambala  Cantt, stating that there is no record of the  receipt of any complaint from Sh. Hansa Singh, Son of Sh. Gurdas Singh, ( the complainant)  received in the  Receipt Register from 7-7-2003 to 11-12-2003.

The complainant is still not satisfied.  In the above circumstances, the PIO is directed to depute an official who should visit the office of the Haryana Wakf Board, Ambala Cantt and make an attempt to locate the complaint dated 7-7-2003 made by Sh. Hansa Singh, as well as the action taken thereon, and submit his report to the Court, through the PIO, on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-5-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

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

Sh. Mohal Lal Dhawan,

2331/2, Pakki Gali,

Mahan  Singh Gate,

Amritsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Food & Supply, 

Govt. of Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No.202 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. Mohal Lal Dhawan, complainant  in  person. 

ii)    Sh.Amrit Lal, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 13-3-2008, the remaining information has been given to the complainant except the notings concerning his communication dated 4-6-2007, which cannot be  easily located by the respondent.  The complainant has undertaken to give a copy of this communication to the respondent by hand today,  who has made a commitment that the remaining information will also be sent to the complainant within ten days.

Disposed  of.









           (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  March,  , 2008

