STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh..Chaman Lal Goyal,

2123,  Sector 27/C,

Chandigarh.






_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

The Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Jails and Justice Br.,

Chandigarh.






______ Respondent 

CC No.  1843 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. V.M.Bhalla, on behalf of the complainant.


ii) 
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

Shri. V.M.Bhalla, Under Secretary (Retd.), Punjab Civil Secretariat, appearing  on behalf of the complainant, has stated that the complainant himself is unable to attend the Court today owing to certain personal reasons and he has been deputed to represent him.  The respondent is also not present.

In the above circumstances, the hearing of the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 4-1-2008 when it is expected that both the complainant and the respondent would be present. In the meanwhile, the complainant may point out deficiencies, if any, in the information already supplied to him by the Department of Home/General Administration, so that these may be removed by the respondent before the next date of hearing.


Adjourn to 10 AM on 4-1-2008 for further orders.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Mandeep Kaur,

w/o S. Avtar Singh,

Balbir Basti, Street No.7 (Left),
Faridkot.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Superintendent of Police,

Abohar





__________ Respondent 

CC No.  1947   of 2007

Present:
i) 
Ms. Mandeep Kaur, complainant in person.



ii) 
None   on   behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

No response has been received by the complainant  to her application for information dated 22-9-2007.  The respondent or any other officer in his behalf is also not present in the Court. The application in this case has not been addressed to the concerned PIO and, therefore, a copy thereof is sent with these orders to the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Ferozerpur, with the direction that it should be obtained from the concerned office and delivered  to the complainant within 30 days of the date of receipt of these orders.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-1-2008.  The respondent or the concerned APIO should be present in the Court on that date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been supplied to the complainant.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007
Copy to:

The Sr. Supdt. Police, Ferozepur, for necessary action.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.  Harcharan  Singh,

338,  Phase  6, 

Mohali.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Ropar.






__________ Respondent 

CC No.    1940   of 2007

Present:
i) 
None  on behalf of the  complainant.


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

Heard.

The respondent has sent the required information to the complainant vide his letter dated 11-10-2007 and  also states that he has personally informed the complainant that the orders of attachment of his residential house, which is the subject matter of his application for information, has been withdrawn by the Assistant Registrar, Coop. Societies, Mohali.


The complainant is not present. He is apparently not interested in pursuing this case any further.


Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh..Satnam  Singh, (Prisoner)

S/o Sh. Surjit Singh,

Central Jail,Ludhiana.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

The Superintendent,

Central Jail,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent 

AC No.   338    of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

The respondent has informed the Court vide his letter date 27-11-2007 that the information desired by Sh. Surjit Singh has been received by him and he has enclosed a letter from the appellant stating that his case may be disposed of.  This case accordingly stands disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit  Raj,

s/o Sh. Darshan Kataria, VPO Mukandpur,

Distt Nawanshehar





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Pr. Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Home Department,

Chandigarh..






__________ Respondent 

CC No.   1948  of 2007

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



ii) 
Sh. V.K. Sharda, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has stated that on receipt of the  application for information of the complainant from the Department of Home, it has been further forwarded to the SSP, Nawanshehar, for supplying the required information.

A perusal of the application shows that the information asked for against point No. 2 is not in order.  The respondent has made a commitment that the information pertaining to point No. 1 will be obtained and given to the complainant within ten days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh..Mulakh  Raj,

s/o  S. Amar Nath,

B-1/491, Old Municipal Committee,

Handiaya  Bazar, Barnala.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Barnala..





__________ Respondent 

CC No.    1919  of 2007

Present:
None


ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent  are present. The case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 31-8-2007 within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders, if not already done.


Disposed  of.










(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

1821, Dev Nagar,

Dhakansu  Road.
Rajpura,





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.





__________ Respondent 

CC No. 1918 of 2007

ORDER

The notice in this case has erroneously been sent to the PIO-cum-SSP, Barnala, since the respondent in this case is PIO/SSP, Patiala.


Issue fresh notices for hearing at 10 AM on 21-12-2007 to  the parties concerned.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Prem Parkash

Gali Dr. Faqir Chand,

Mohalla Radupura,

Tarn Taran Distt. Amritsar




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Financial Commissioner,Punjab,

Animal Husbandry,& Dairy Dev. Deptt.

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent 

CC No.    1949  of 2007

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


ii) 
Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The position in respect of each of the points mentioned in the application for information of the complainant is as follows:-

i)
The  respondent is prepared to supply a copy of the concerned noting but has asked the complainant to deposit the prescribed fees for the same.  The complainant states that the required fees will be deposited and the information will thereafter be given to him.

ii)
The APIO appearing on behalf of the PIO has agreed that a copy of the circular, which is available in the Personnel Department, also will be supplied to the complainant  against his depositing an additional fees of Rs. 4/-.
iii)
The respondent has informed the complainant that copies of the ACRs  would be available  in the office of the Director, Animal Husbandry.  In this regard, I direct the respondent to obtain from the Director, Animal Husbandry, the reason for the rejection  for the grant of higher scale to the complainant after completion of 14 years of service and communicate the same to the complainant. In the reply the Director, Animal Husbandry, should mention the specific condition for the grant of this scale, mentioned in the circular of the Department of Personnel, which the complainant had not fulfilled.

iv)
This information concerns  personal cases of third parties and, therefore, can not be provided to the complainant .
v)
Same as sr. No. (iv) above.












….2





(2)


For the supply of the information as has been ordered today, the complainant is directed to deposit a consolidated amount of Rs. 10/- through IPO, after which the information will be supplied to him by the respondent within 15 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh..Gurpreet Singh,

R/O #  B III/9,Hansa Wali Gali,

Mohalla Mastgarh,Simbal Chowk,

BATALA-143505





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Divisional Manager,

Punjab State Forest Dev. Corporation Ltd.,

AMRITSAR.






__________ Respondent 

CC No. 1938  of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh. Manpreet Singh, Advocate,on behalf of the complainant


ii) 
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

Some information in this case was provided by the respondent to the complainant who pointed out the deficiencies therein in a consolidated manner vide his letter dated 21-9-2007.  The respondent in response has sent a letter dated 18-10-2007 to the complainant but again, I observe that complete information as asked for by the complainant has not been given, but the complainant has been asked to visit the office of the respondent for the same.  This, however, is not the procedure for obtaining information  which has been prescribed in the RTI Act.  The correct procedure is for the respondent to send the complete information to the complainant by the method which  the complainant has chosen and mentioned in his application which in this case  is through ‘Speed Post’.  Insofar as the payment of fees is concerned, the complainant has already deposited an amount of Rs. 500/- with the respondent whereas, since the first response to this application dated 20-10-2006 was given by the respondent on 30-3-2007 i.e. after  much later than the prescribed period of 30 days, no fees is payable by the complainant for the information which has to be provided to him.                                                                 ……2
(2)

The respondent is accordingly directed to send the complete information  to the complainant as pointed out to him in his letter dated 21-9-2007 through ‘Speed Post’, free of cost, within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders.


I would like to make it clear that any laxity on the part of the respondent to comply with these orders would result in the initiation of proceedings for the imposition of the penalty prescribed in section 20 of the RTI Act. The respondent 
is further directed to be present in the Court either personally or through the concerned APIO  on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been sent to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 11-1-2008 for confirmation of compliance.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh   Rajinder Singh,

138. Gali No. 5, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road, 

AMRITSAR






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Distt. Food and Supplies Controller,

69-A, Rani Ka Bagh,

AMRITSAR.





__________ Respondent 

AC No.    347   of 2007

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



ii) 
Sh. Anup  Sharma, AFSO-cum-APIO,on behalf of the 




respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Commission in writing that the records pertaining to the information wanted by the complainant is more than 15 years old and is not available in his office.


Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

Inspector-II,Punsup (Retd.)
VPO  Naushehra Nangli,

Majitha Road,,Amritsar.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Distt. Manager, PUNSUP,

Ferozepur.





__________ Respondent 

CC No.  341   of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) 
Sh. Amrit Lal Mehta, Dy. Distt. Manager (Accounts)/PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that he  has not received the second application dated 27-8-2007 of the complainant, in which the list of documents desired by him has now been  described in legible hand.  A copy of the afore mentioned  application has been given to the  respondent today with the direction that the information should be supplied to the complainant within 15 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-12-2007 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Manjit Kaur,

4851,  B-Block, Puncham Coop H/B Society,

Sector 68,Mohali,





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

President,





__________ Respondent 

Puncham Coop H/B Society,

Sector 68,

Mohali,

CC No.   1851  of 2007

ORDER

It would not be appropriate to proceed with this case at present since the question whether the Cooperative Societies are public authorities as defined in the RTI Act is under adjudication before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, and the Hon’ble Court has restrained the Commission from proceeding in the concerned case by way of an interim order.


In the above circumstances, this case is adjourned sine die. Fresh notices would be issued to the parties after a decision has been taken by the Hon’ble High Court in the concerned case CC-409/2006.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Harpartap  Singh,

491,Puncham Coop H/B Society,

Sector 68,

Mohali






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

President,





 

Puncham Coop H/B Society,

Sector 68,

Mohali.





__________ Respondent 

CC No.   1835   of 2007

ORDER


It would not be appropriate to proceed with this case at present since the question whether the Cooperative Societies are public authorities as defined in the RTI Act is under adjudication before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, and the Hon’ble Court has restrained the Commission from proceeding in the concerned case by way of an  interim order.


In the above circumstances, this case is adjourned sine die. Fresh notices would be issued to the parties after a decision has been taken by the Hon’ble High Court in the concerned case CC-409/2006.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Vivek Yeeshu,

s/o Yash Pal Behl,

H No. 500, St Kabir Mandir Lane

Khurla Kingra, Jalandhar




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

Distt.Manager,

Jalandhar Central Coop. Bank Ltd.,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent 

CC No.  1783   of 2007

ORDER

It would not be appropriate to proceed with this case at present since the question whether the Cooperative Societies are public authorities as defined in the RTI Act is under adjudication before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, and the Hon’ble Court has restrained the Commission from proceeding in the concerned case by way of an  interim order.


In the above circumstances, this case is adjourned sine die. Fresh notices would be issued to the parties after a decision has been taken by the Hon’ble High Court in the concerned case CC-409/2006.
.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Ajit  Singh,

424, Sector 25,

Block-C, Mandi Gobindgarh

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

.Distt. Manager,

Fatehgarg Sahib,Coop. Bank,

Grain Market,

SIRHIND,Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


__________ Respondent 

CC No.  1853  of 2007

ORDER

It would not be appropriate to proceed with this case at present since the question whether the Cooperative Societies are public authorities as defined in the RTI Act is under adjudication before the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, and the Hon’ble Court has restrained the Commission from proceeding in the concerned case by way of an interim order.


In the above circumstances, this case is adjourned sine die. Fresh notices would be issued to the parties after a decision has been taken by the Hon’ble High Court in the concerned case CC-409/2006.










(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh..Chaman Lal Goyal,

2123,  Sector 27/C,

Chandigarh.






_______Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

The Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Jails and Justice Br.,

Chandigarh.






______ Respondent 

CC No.  1844 of 2007

Present:
) 
Sh. V.M.Bhalla, on behalf of the complainant.


ii) 
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for the details of disciplinary proceedings which took place against Shri S.C. Oberoi, Supdt., Central Jail , Amritsar. This is third party information and the respondent has rightly rejected the application of the complainant.

Today, Shri Bhalla, who is appearing on behalf of the complainant, has submitted  a communication from Shri S.C.Oberoi himself, stating that the application for information was made on his behalf.  However, the application  has already been made and correctly rejected.  Therefore, if Mr. Oberoi desires some information about his own disciplinary proceedings case, he should make a fresh application to the concerned public authority.


Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


30th   November, 2007

