State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,


        




1521/1, Street No. 33,

Preet Nagar, New ShimlaPuri,

Ludhiana.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

AC No.129 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. R.K.Maurya, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  S. Pritam Singh,APIO,on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


During the last hearing of this case on 1-2-2007, the complainant had been given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him, in today’s hearing.  The complainant  has given to the Court his written objections to the information which has been provided.  The same has been examined and discussed and the following orders are passed thereon:-
i) No fees would be payable for the information since a period of more than 30 days had lapsed at the time he was asked to deposit the fees.

ii) The standard terms and conditions on which the booths had been allotted to all the allottees, will be provided by the respondent to the complainant.

iii) In respect of (m), the names and designations only of the officials who had dealt with the case of allotment of the Booths, should be provided to the complainant.

iv) The information provided against (iii) above will also apply to (n)  of the application,  and in addition, the names and designations of any other staff specially deputed to check enforcements should be provided.

The respondent has given a commitment that the above mentioned information will be provided to the complainant within seven days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 15-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.



State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.Rajesh Inder Pal,.


        




252, Block 12, Karimpura,

Ludhiana.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Chairman,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

AC No. 130 of 2007

Present:
i)Sh.  R.K.Maurya, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  S.Pritam Singh, APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.


The application for information in this case was made on 25-9-2006 but no response of any kind has been sent by the respondent to the appellant till today.  This shows an utter disregard for compliance with the statutory obligations laid down in the RTI Act.


In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to the PIO, S. Amarjit Singh, Assistant Trust Engineer, to show cause personally at 10 AM on 22-3-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day,  for every day the information in respect of the application dated 25-9-2006 was not provided to the appellant after the lapse of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act, should not be imposed upon him.


In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to give the required information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on  22-3-2007 for conformation of compliance and further orders.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. R.K.Maurya,


        





Advocate,

Hall No.1,Opp.Room No.106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers Complex,

Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.







……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Sarabha Nagar,Ludhiana.




………….Respondent

AC No. 132 of 2007

Present:
i)Sh. R.K.Maurya , complainant in person.



ii)  S. Gurdip Singh,Inspector, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The complete information has been brought by the respondent to the Court today and has been handed over to the appellant to his full satisfaction.


Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

. Sh. R.K.Maurya,


        





Advocate,

Hall No.1,Opp.Room No.106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers Complex,

Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.







……… Appellant












Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana






………….Respondent

AC No.133 of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh.R.K.Maurya, appellant in person.



ii)  Sh.Zora Singh,Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has given the required information to the appellant in this case as stated by him.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. R.K.Maurya, Advocate,

Hall No.1,Opp.Room No.106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers Complex,

Distt. Courts,Ludhiana.





……… Appellant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana






………….Respondent

AC No.   131 of 2007

Present:
i)Sh. Sh. R.K.Maurya,appellant in person.



ii) None, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The application for information in this case was made on 22-9-2006 but no response of any kind has been received by the appellant from the respondent.  On the last date of hearing, on 1-2-2007, the duty to supply the required information to the appellant had been entrusted to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, who had been given one last opportunity to do this before the next date of hearting.  Sadly, the Commissioner has neither responded to the appellant nor he or any  representative of his is present in the Court today, which shows the lack of seriousness with which the statutory obligations under the RTI Act is being taken by him.


In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to the deemed PIO, Shri Vikas Partap, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation ,Ludhiana, to show cause personally at 10 AM on 22-3-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day, for every day the information in respect of the application dated 22-9-2006  was not provided to the appellant after the lapse of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act, should not be imposed upon him.


In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to give the required information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 22-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance and further orders.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.




State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Gurmeet Singh,

#  40, Ward No. 11,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Kharar, Distt. Mohali.
        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Nawanshehar.





………….Respondent

CC No. 165 of 2007

Present:
i)   None  , on behalf of the complainant.



ii)   Sh. Parveen Kumar  Sinha, SSP, Nawanshehar,. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has come prepared with the complete reply containing the information required by the complainant
.It was explained to him that since a period of more than 30 days had lapsed from the date of receipt of the application for information, no fees is payable as laid down in the RTI Act.


The information brought by the respondent has been checked and found to be in order. The same may be handed over to the complainant by hand if he comes before the close of the Court today, otherwise sent to him by post.

Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Dilsukh Ram  Singla,

#  538, Phase -6,

Mohali.


        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Distt.  Food & Supplies Controller,

Ropar.






………….Respondent

CC No. 99 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Dilsukh Ram Singla, complainant in person.. 



ii) None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has written to the Commission that the information required by the complainant can be provided to him if he deposits the required fees. The complainant has shown a postal receipt for Rs. 10/- which he remitted as application fees by Money Order. The date on the receipt is not clear.


In the above circumstances, the complainant may now go to the office of the District Food & Supplies Controller, Ropar and get the information  required by him by making a fresh payment of Rs. 10/- which is the application fee (and not Rs. 50/- as stated by the respondent  in his letter).

Since a period of more than 30 days has lapsed since he made his application for information, no further fees will be payable by the complainant for the information, other than the application fees of Rs. 10/-.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Ms. Kulwinder Kaur,

W/o Dr. Jarnail Singh,

Ward No. 3,

Dhuri
Distt. Sangrur.        




………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Muktsar.






………….Respondent

CC No. 145 of 2007

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



ii)  None, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent in this case has given a detailed reply to the complainant vide their letter dated 5-2-2007, a copy of which has been sent to the Commission and is on the record
of the case.  The complainant has today submitted the list of seven objections to the information which has been provided, which have been examined and discussed.  As a result thereof, the respondents are directed to supply the following additional specific information to the complainant:-

i) Vide her application for information, the complainant has asked for the names and designations of the officials of the Muktsat City Police Station who were present when Dr. Jarnail Singh was brought to the  Police Station on 7-6-2004. This information is should be supplied to the complainant within seven days from the date of receipt of this order.

ii) It has been mentioned in the letter of the respondent dated 5-2-2007 that the articles in possession of Dr. Jarnail Singh at the time he was brought to the Police Station on 7-6-2004 were returned to his driver, namely Harjinder Singh.The complainant desires to know the details of the items which were returned to S.Harjinder Singh.  This information should also be provided to the complainant within seven days of the receipt of this order.

Adjourned to 10n AM on 22-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. Ravi Tomar C/o Bansal,

H.No. 986,

Sector 15 Part II,

Gurgaon (Haryana)

        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Faridkot.






………….Respondent

CC No. 162  of 2007

Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  S.Jarnail Singh Dhaliwal, APIO,SP(HQ), on behalf of the    respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court that the information required by the complainant is ready but the same could not be delivered to the complainant because he has yet not deposited the required application fees.

This case is disposed of with the directions to the respondent to supply the information required by the complainant by hand, in case he visits the office of the respondent or by post, after he has sent the required application fees of Rs. 10/- to the respondent.  Since a period of more than 30 days has lapsed since the application was made, no further fees will be payable by the complainant, apart from the application fees of Rs. 10/-

The cheque for Rs. 50/- wrongly sent by the complainant to the Central Information Commission and further forwarded by them to the State Commission may be returned to the complainant.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. R.K.Saini,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur,

Distt Mohali.


        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat,Zirakpur.

Distt. Mohali.






………….Respondent

CC No. 550of 2006

Present:
i)Sh. R.K.Saini, complainant in person.



ii)    Sh. Girish Verma, EO, the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has given the required information to the complainant, which contains the following deficiencies on which the orders of this Court are as follows:--

i) Copies of the sanctioned plan and amended plan should be given to the complainant.

ii) The exact provision of Punjab Municipal Act under which the amendment was made has to be intimated

iii) A copy of the communication from the Government approving the amendment made to the originally sanctioned plan has to be provided..

The respondent has made a commitment that the above information will be given to the complainant by 10 AM tomorrow.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 2-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. Jagmohan  Singh  Bhatti,Advocate,

H. No. 919, Phase 4,

Sector 59, 

Mohali.

        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Secretary Bar Council,

Law Bhawan, Sector 37,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No. 684  of 2006

Present:
i)Sh. Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, complainant in person.



ii)S. Malkiat Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has been unable to obtain the copies of the Budget and the Audit Reports  of the Bar Council so far. He has also not been able to get a copy of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India to which had referred on the last date of hearing.

The respondent has undertaken to show the Audit Report/Budget for the year 2005-06 to the Court on the next date of hearing and the complainant will come to the Court with a copy of the judgment on which he is relying.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-3-2007.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. Dwarka Dass,

C/o Krishan  Cycle  Store,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.


        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No. 721 of 2006

Present:
i)Sh. Dwarka Dass, complainant in person.



ii)  Sh. Kumikar Singh, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The information ordered to be given on the last date of hearing was provided  by the respondent to the complainant in the Court today. He may go through it and point out deficiencies, if any, to the respondent with reference to the directions of this Court dated 8-2-2007, within seven days from today. The respondent will make up the deficiencies within a further seven days from the date of the communication sent to him by the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-3-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Mohd.  Riaz, Advocate,

S/o Zulfikar Khan,

Vill.   Rohia, The Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.

        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






………….Respondent

CC No. 778 of 2006

Present:
i)Sh  Mohd. Riaz. complainant in person.



ii)None, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

Despite the orders of this Court dated 8-2-2007, no information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant.  The PIO, o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur is also not present in the Court today despite clear directions to this effect, nor has he bothered to send any representative on his behalf.

The application for information in this case was given by the complainant on 21-2-2006 and no response of any kind has been sent to him by the respondent.

In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to the PIO,Shri              Bhupinder Singh, PIO-cum-Distt Revenue Officer, o/o the Deputy Commissioner,Sangrur, to show cause personally at 10 AM on 5-4-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day, for every day the information in respect of the application dated 21-2-2006 was not provided to the applicant after the lapse of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, prescribed u/s 20 of the RTI Act, should not be imposed upon him.
In the meanwhile, the respondent is strongly advised to give the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on  5-4-2007 for further orders.

(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Amarjit Singh Romana,

# 81, Paschimi Marg,

Vasant Vihar,

New Delhi-110057

        



………….Complainant

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bhatinda.






………….Respondent

CC No. 733 of 2006

Present:
i)Ms. Amarjit Singh Romana, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)None, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER
Heard.

In its orders dated 8-2-2007, theCourt had directed the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda, to personally examine the records of this case and to deliver the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  It is distressing to note, however, that the complainant has not received any communication from the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda in pursuance of these orders, nor has he appeared before this Court nor sent any official to represent him.

With reference to the reply of the respondent dated 2-12-2006, the complainant has contested the assertion that the case FIR  No. 15 dated 17-4-2004 u/s 380 IPC  was under investigation as mentioned in his letter dated 2-12-2006.  According to the complainant the case was sent back after reinvestigation to the Court for cancellation on 1-9-2006 and has in fact once again being sent by the Court to the Police for reinvestigation on 26-2-2007.  In case the assertion of the complainant is correct, the respondent has to explain why an incorrect statement was made to the Court in his letter dated 2-12-2006.

The complainant wants copies of  certain noting and documents concerning this case, for which they have been advised to make a separate application to the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda, alongwith an IPO of Rs. 10/- as prescribed in the instructions on the subject of the Department of Information and Technology, Punjab, dated 17-7-2006
.

…..2/-

(2)

Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-4-2007. The Court expects that the PIO or APIO, o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda, would be personally  present in the Court on the next date  of hearing.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34,(1st Floor), Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh.  Hem Raj  Verma,

H. No. 1415,  Sector 21.

Panchkula.


        



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Registrar,

Punjabi  University,

Patiala.






………….Respondent

CC No.593 of 2007

Present:
i)Sh.Hem  Raj  Verma, complainant in person.

ii)S.Parm Bakhshish Singh, Registrar,Punjabi University,Patiala and Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

With reference to the directions  contained in the orders of this Court dated 8-2-2007, the respondents have given to the Court a copy of the written communication which they have sent to the complainant.  According to this communication the University has provided the following information to the complainant:-

i) It has been clarified and confirmed by the respondents that apart from the notings given to him dealing with his letters dated 22-6-2004 and 14-5-2004, there is no other noting which deals with his letter dated 22-6-2004.
ii) It has been explained to the complainant that earlier, when the Resolution delegating disciplinary powers was passed by the Syndicate on 21-7-1994, the Syndicate itself was not authorized to do this under the statute of the University. This was done on 27-4-1994 by amending the concerned statutes and the Resolution of the syndicate dated 29-3-2005 was therefore in pursuance of the amended statutes.  However, it has been clarified to the complainant by the respondents that the Resolution dated 29-3-2005 was given retrospective effect since  it validates the earlier exercise of authority
 delegated to the Vice Chancellor vide Syndicate’s Resolution dated 21-7-1984 and it was for this reason that the complainant had been informed that the Vice Chancellor had approved the appointment of the Inquiry Officer in his case in the year 2004, in accordance with the Resolution of the Syndicate passed on 29-3-2005.
Contd…2






-2-
iii) The complainant has been informed that there are no notings of any kind to be found in the records of the University dealing with his letter dated 21-9-2005.  It has also been mentioned in the letter of the respondent that “all the notings in this regard have already been supplied” to the complainant.
There is now no point left in this case on which any further action is required or can be taken and the case is accordingly disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)


               (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  Ist  March, 2007.


