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

Sh. A.K. Garg,

# 3290, sector 44-D,

Chandigarh.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, o/o 

Director, Bureau Public Enterprises,

Deptt.  of Finance, Punjab,
 SCO 53-54,Sector 17D,

Chandigarh.





------------------Respondent

CC No.  1085  of 2008

Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)   
 Sri Sanjeev Kumar and Sri Rattan Chand, Section Officers, 



on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has brought to the notice of the Court that the complaint of the complainant in respect of the same application for information, dated 
19-3-2008, is being heard by the Court of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, S. Surinder Singh, in CC-861 of 2008, in which the next date of hearing is 15-7-2008.

In view of the above, no action is required to be taken  in the present case, which is disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Harbakhsh Singh,

H.No .1652, sector 33-D,

Chandigarh.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Moga.







------------------Respondent

CC No.  1092  of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Sri Harbakhsh Singh,complainant  in person and Sri 




  N.S.Bawa,Advocate.


ii)   
   DSP  Sri Jaspal, ,on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER  

Heard.

The facts of this case are that in 2006 an application for a passport was submitted by Sri  Gurpreet Singh son of Sri Mohinder Singh in the office of the complainant, who is an agent for this purpose, who in turn sent the application to the passport office for further necessary action.  The passport office in due course, deemed  it fit to issue a passport to the applicant Sri Gurpreet Singh.  Subsequently, it came to the notice of the Ministry of External Affairs that the applicant Sri Gurpreet Singh has been residing abroad since 2003 and therefore, the question  has arisen about the identity of the person who submitted the application for a passport  to the complainant in the year 2006.  In order to show that he had processed Sri Gurpreet Singh’s application with due diligence, and since the passport was issued by the passport officer,  which could not have been possible without a satisfactory police verification report , the complainant has asked for the report sent by the police authorities of Distt. Moga to the passport office on the above mentioned application of Sri Gurpreet Singh.

In his reply, the respondent has stated that the application of Sri Gurpreet Singh bearing File No. A-010686/06 dated 8-3-2006 was received from the 
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passport officer and sent to Police Station, Baghapurana vide PVC No. 2064 
dated 6-4-2006, but the  police station has reported that no record has been found in the police station pertaining to any police verification having been carried out  on the application of Sri Gurpreet Singh,  nor has the name of any such person been found to exist in the records. The complainant is naturally not satisfied with this response, since, if an application for a passport was received and sent to police station, Baghapurana for a report and the passport was also subsequently issued to the applicant, there has to be a record of the verification report having been issued in respect of the application.  In these circumstances, I direct the SSP, Moga  to immediately have an inquiry conducted into this matter and to send his report  on the actual facts concerning the records of the police station in respect of the application sent to them vide PVC No. 3062 dated 6-4-2006, within 30 days from the date of receipt of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-8-2008 for consideration of the report of SSP,Moga.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008


A copy is forwarded to Sri Suresh Arora, IPS,Addl. DG,  Admn.,  office of the DGP,Punjab, Chandigarh. He is requested to ensure that the required inquiry   is got   conducted    and    completed and the inquiry report sent to the Commission before the next date of hearing.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Harinder Singh,

Ward No. 3A/81, P.O. Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

District Food & Supplies Controller,

Sangrur.






------------------Respondent

CC No.  1102  of 2008

Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)   
 Sri Nirmal  Singh, AFSO,Dhuri,on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has prepared the information required by the complainant and has submitted it to the Court today. The information has been checked and has been found to be sufficiently in detail to the extent that  it was practical for the respondent to prepare it. A copy of the information supplied by the respondent may be sent to the complainant  along with these orders. The lists of ration card holders cannot be provided to the complainant since it would violate the provisions of Section 8 of the RTI Act. Similarly, the  quantities of essential commodities distributed by various ration depot holders in Ward No. 3 cannot be  provided to the complainant in  the detail  in which he has asked, since the compilation of this information would involve diversification of too much time and effort on the part of the respondent from his normal public duties.

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









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

Encl---1

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

Sh. Harinder Singh,

Ward No. 3A/81, P.O. Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,o/o 

District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.






------------------Respondent

CC No.  1103  of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request has also been received for an adjournment from either party.  Nevertheless, another opportunity is given to the parties to appear before the Court at 10 AM on 
8-8-2008.
.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Ms. Harvinder Kaur Nehra,

Sant Nagar, Opp. Railway Station,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala.



  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, o/o 

District Food & Supplies Controller,

Patiala.






------------------Respondent

CC No.  1115  of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Ms. Harvinder Kaur Nehra ,complainant (came after the 



  hearing of the case)


ii)   
  Sri Gurdial Singh,AFSO,Nabha,on behalf of the  




   respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to her by the respondent in full.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Sant Lal,

Street No. 11, Balraj Nagar,

Bathinda.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, o/o 

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.





------------------Respondent

CC No.  1064  of 2008

Present:
i)    
  None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)   
  SI Sri Karam Singh and HC Sri Dalbir Singh,on behalf of 



   the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him on 26-6-2008.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Vijay Kumar,

Total Infotech, 9 Palika Market,

Opp. State Bank of India,

Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda.


  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,  o/o 

Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75. Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.






------------------Respondent





CC No.  1069  of  2008  
Present:
i)    
 None on behalf of the complainant 



ii)   
 Sri Anil Kumar Mahajan, Sudpt.on behalf of the  




respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court, and may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.  The respondent has written to the complainant to deposit the prescribed fees for the information required by him but since a period of 30 days  has lapsed since the date of receipt of the application, no fees is now payable, and information  is to be provided to the complainant free of cost.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

Encl:   1

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

Sh. Hemant  Goswami.

Burning Brain Society,

3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Sivalikview,17-E,

Chandigarh




  
    ____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Indian Red Cross Society, C/o

Deputy .Commissioner. 
Amritsar                      

                      ______ Respondent

CC No.     515   of 2008

Present:
None.
ORDER

The complainant has written to the Commission with the request that the complaint may be considered as withdrawn.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh.Rakesh  Kumar  Bhalla,

223, Gali No. 10,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Lalheri Road, Khanna  
     _


____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Commissioner,

Municipal Council, Khanna




________ Respondent

CC No.   817   of 2008

Present:
i)  Sh.Rakesh  Kumar  Bhalla, complainant in person.


ii)  None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information of the complainant is too vague and he has been advised to make a fresh application mentioning the problems of his ward and asking for details of the schemes which have been prepared for the removal of those problems.  Insofar as the encroachments in the town is concerned, the applicant should give some details of the encroachments he is referring to because a response to the question about their removal can be given to him only after the encroachments are properly identified.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Ward No. 10, near Water Supply Office, 

Gahoor Road, Balachor,

Distt. Nawan Sahar.


  
                ______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Licensing Authority,

Nawansahar.






______ Respondent

CC No.  570   of 2008

Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent have appeared before the Court despite this second opportunity having been given to them. Apparently, the complainant does not wish to pursue this complaint any further.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh.Raj Kumar Jain,

H.No. 10 A Street No. 4

Ferozepur Cantt..




  
     ____ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Registrar,

Firms and Societies, Punjab,Sector 17

Base Building, Near Post Office

Chandigarh






______ Respondent

CC No.    764   of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant  


ii)   
Sri Bakashish Singh, Registrar, Firms and Societies, Punjab.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has provided the information required by the complainant vide his letter dated 9-6-2008.  By way of answering questions put to him by the Court,  the respondent has clarified that the provisions made by any Society for its functioning have to be  consistent with the provisions of the Societies Registration Act, 1860,  which would have an overriding effect upon any provisions in the Society’s documents if it is inconsistent with the provisions of the Act.  Insofar as the application for information of the complainant dated 21-1-2008 is concerned, the Court agrees with the respondent that it is vague and the complainant should make an application in which he should specifically mention the problem which he is facing so that a proper reply can be given to him.


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









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh.Santokh  Singh,

VPO  Thati,Khara,

Distt. Tarn Taran
  
                             __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o   The Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Tarntaran




              _______ Respondent

CC No.    790    of 2008

Present:
i)    
  Sh,  Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the complainant   



ii)   
  Sri Satinderpal  Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In response to the notice issued to the respondent vide the orders of the Court dated 23-5-2008, he has made a submission to the effect that  Sri Satinderpal Singh, Superintendent Gr.I, of his office was present in the office of the Commission on 23-5-2008 and therefore, the notice of the Commission has not been ignored by him.  The respondent also states that the application for information of the complainant has been properly dealt with in his office and the required information has been provided to the complainant.  In view of the reply submitted by the respondent, the notice issued to him is hereby dropped.  Insofar as the supply of information to the complainant is concerned, the complainant states that he has not received the following information in respect of the 5 items mentioned in the annexure  of his application dated 28-1-2008 :--
1. Copies of the notings of the file on which the award of the Labour Court in favour of the complainant was dealt with.                                   











….2/
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2. A copy of the bill which was sent to the Treasury for drawing the monetary benefits due to the complainant on account of  the award, and a copy of the acquittance roll vide which the payment was made to him

The respondent states that the concerned file could not be located and the concerned noting therefore could not be given to the complainant.  He has made a commitment that copies of the Treasury bill and acquittance roll will be sent to the complainant by post within 7 days positively from today.

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









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh.Santokh  Singh,

VPO  Thati  Khara,

Distt.  Tarn Taran
  
    

     __________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o   The Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Tarntaran




________________ Respondent

AC No.    187     of 2008

Present:
i)    
    Sh,  Sham Lal Saini, on behalf of the appellant


ii)   
    Sri Satinderpal  Singh, Supdt ,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

Most of the information asked for by the  appellant in his application dated 28-1-2008 has already been supplied to him as a result  of the Commission’s intervention in CC-1500/2007.  The only information which remains  is the documents concerning the pay fixation orders of the complainant in 1978,  1986 and 1996.  The respondent states that the proforma of the Finance Department is filled up for the fixation of pay.  He has made a commitment that the proformae concerning the appellant will be sent to him by post within 7 days from today.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh. Hermesh Chand,

Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Nurpur Khurd (U), Ropar.

  
              _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Ropar.






_______ Respondent

CC No.   2379 of 2007

Present:
i)   None on behalf of the complainant.


ii)  Sri Satinder Singh, Range Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the orders of this Court dated 11-4-2008, the information required by the complainant was given to him by the respondent and subsequently, the complainant wrote a letter to the respondent on 21-4-2008 in which a list of 7 deficiencies have been mentioned in the information provided to him.  The respondent made up the deficiencies and has provided the required remaining information to the complainant vide his letter dated 28-4-2008.  Since the complainant has pointed out the same deficiencies in his letter dated 19-5-2008, it is apparent that he has not received the letter dated 28-4-2008 of the respondent and therefore, he is directed to again send the remaining information to the complainant through registered post.


Incase the complainant is not completely satisfied  with the information now being provided to him, he is given an opportunity to point out the deficiencies which remain on the next date of hearing, at 10 AM on 1-8-2008. On the other hand, if the information now being sent to him is complete in all respects, he may inform the respondent accordingly and it would not be necessary for the parties to appear before the Court.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated   27th  June,  2008

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

Sh.. Hemant  Goswami.

Burning Brain Society,

3, Glass Office, Business Arcade,

Hotel Sivalikview,17-E,

Chandigarh




  
    _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Indian Red Cross Society, C/o

Deputy .Commissioner.

Gurdaspur





_______ Respondent

CC No.   514  of 2008

ORDER


Consequent to the issuance of the orders of the Court dated 23-5-2008 in this case, it has come to the notice of the Court that the complainant, vide his letter dated 15-5-2008, i.e. much before the passing of the orders dated 23-5-2008, had withdrawn this complaint against the PIO of the District Branch, Red Cross Society, Gurdaspur. In view of this, the orders of the Court dated 23-5-2008, are hereby cancelled.








 (P.K.Verma)




                                          State Information Commissioner

Dated:   27th  June,  2008

