State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Mohinder Singh,

S/o S. Ram Singh,

# T-1/99, Jugial Colony,

Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur. ..









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Engineer,

Irrigation Works, Punjab,

RSO, Shahpur Kandi Township

Pathankot.

 .







………….Respondent

AC No. 65  of 2006

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



ii)Sh. Baldev Singh, SDO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard


Following the orders of  this Court dated 16-11-2006, certain information has been supplied to the complainant vide the letter of the complainant   dated 
 3-1-2007. Despite the fact that the respondent had asked for 45 days to give the complete information to the complainant and the required time was also granted , the complainant in his letter dated 4-1-2007 has pointed out various items of information which have still not provided to him in terms of the orders of this Court dated 16-11-2006.

In the above circumstances, notice is given to Sh. I.S.Juryal, Executive Engineer, Personnel Division, RSD, Shahpur Kandi, Pathankot, to show cause personally, at 10 AM on 1-2-2007, as to why the penalty of Rs 250/- per day  for every day that the complete information has not been supplied to the complainant after the expiry of 30 days from the date of his application for the same, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act.

Further, in view of the financial loss incurred by the complainant for having to travel from Pathankot  to Chandigarh for successive hearings of this case, which have been necessitated because the  proper information has not 
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been given to him  by the respondent,  I direct the Department  of Irrigation, which is the administrative Department of RSDC, to compensate the complainant by payment of Rs. 2000/-(Two Thousand only) before the next date of hearing in order to cover the expenses unnecessarily incurred by him.

A copy of the letter of the complainant dated 4-1-2007, in which he has  painstakingly once again pointed out the deficiency in the information given to him  vide communication dated 3-1-2007, has been given to the respondent today. It is expected that the remaining information will be fully and correctly supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 1-2-2007 for further orders.







(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh ..Malkiat Singh,
Flat No. 521, 6th Floor, Housefed Complex,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,Block  ‘E’

Ludhiana.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .
The Managing Director,

HOUSEFED, Punjab, SCO No. 150-52,
Sector 34-C, Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

AC No. 86  of 2006

Present:
i).S.Malkiat Singh, complainant in person.


ii) None, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard


The respondent  is  not present despite the orders of this Court  dated 

23-11-2006. This is, therefore, a fit case for imposition of theprescribed penalty u/s 20 of the RTI Act,except that evidence of the notice having been received by the respondent is not forthcoming. In the circumstances, a copy of the orders of this Court passed on 23-11-2006 as well as a copy of these orders should be sent to the respondent by Registered  post and the PIO, O/o the Managing Director, Housefed, Punjab, is given notice to show cause, in  terms of the orders dated 23-11-2006, at 10 AM on 1-2-2007.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 1-2-2007 for further orders.

   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Brij Lal.

Mohalla Kamaspurian,

Samana, Distt Patiala..









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Cooperation Department,

Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

AC No. 97  and  98 of 2006

Present:
None
ORDER

One  more opportunity is given to the complainant and the respondent to appear  before this Court.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 1-2-2007.







(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

 Sh ..Harcharan  Singh,

338,Phase 6,

MOHALI..









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The .Chief Conservator of Forests,

Punjab,Chandigarh.





………….Respondent

CC No.  613  of 2006

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


ii) Sh. Jasvir Singh, Statistical Officer, on behalf of the respondent...

ORDER

Heard


The respondent states that the  information required by the complainant is ready but the fees of Rs. 10/- which is required to be deposited  alongwith the application for information has not yet been received.  The complainant on the other hand has mentioned in his complaint that the required fee of Rs. 10/- was remitted to the office of the respondent vide Postal Order No. 59E 902801dated 28-8-2006. In view of the specific details of fees given by the complainant , he is given the benefit of doubt and the respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant by post.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

1,Adarash Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala

.







………….Respondent

CC No.  210 of 2006

Present:
i)Sh  Jagdip Singh Chowhan, complainant in  person.



ii)None, on behalf of the respondent, ..

ORDER

Heard.

The case before the Hon’ble  Punjab and  Haryana  High Court is still pending.


Adjourned to 10 AM on  29-3—2007.







(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh ..Harcharan Singh,
338, Phase 6,

Mohali









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,Punjab

Sector 17,

Chandigarh

.







………….Respondent

CC No. 438  of 2006

Present:
i)S. Harcharan Singh, complainant in person..



ii)Ms. Nisha Rana, Joint Registrar, on behalf of the respondent. ..

ORDER

Heard


The information asked for by the complainant was provided by the respondent in the Court today. The proposal for ‘supplementary agenda’ sent by the Bank to the Registrar, Coop. Societies on 29-3-2006 was given to the complainant who insisted that this is not the agenda which was circulated to the Directors.  However, the ‘supplementary Agenda’ which was circulated to the Directors has not been asked for by the complainant in his application ,and if he wants a copy of that document, he must apply for it separately.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh ..R.K. Saini,
New Generation Residents  Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G,Dhakoli, Zirakpur.



………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Executive Officer,

Nagar Panchayat, Zirakpur.

ii) Director,Local Government,Punjab,

Juneja Building,Sector 17,

Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No. 550  of 2006

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



ii) S.Nirmalpreet Singh,Asstt.Town Planner,on

     behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard


The respondent in this case states that the information required by the complainant has not been provided to him  because the  application was not accompanied by fees of Rs. 10/- prescribed by the Government. This .defence  is not  accepted since the application was made on 2-8-2006 and  the respondent did not take any step to inform the complainant that  any fees  is required to be deposited.

Nevertheless,  the respondent has stated in the Court that the information required by the complainant is ready and can be supplied  to him if the application fees of Rs. 10/- is deposited. The complainant has undertaken to deposit the required fees in cash in the office of the respondent today itself and the respondent has made a commitment that the  information required  by the complainant will be supplied in full within 7 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 1-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.







               (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh Som Nath S/o Sh. Pawan Kumar,

Rani Bagh, Ageta Colony,

Big Gate,Nabha ..

Distt.Patiala.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Sr. Superintendent Police,

Patiala.









………….Respondent

CC No. 554  of 2006

Present:
i).Sh. Som Nath, complainant in person.



ii) ASI  Babu Ram on behalf of  the respondent.
ORDER

Heard


The respondent has stated that the required information has been given to the complainant, who however insisted that it is not in accordance with his application for the same. The complainant, however, is not able to show to the Court his application for the information with reference to which he submitted the present complaint  to the Commission. An opportunity is accordingly given to him to produce a copy of his application on the next date of  hearing  in order to determine whether there is any substance in his grievance.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 11/1/2007 for further orders.

.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Suresh  Kumar,

#  599,  Sector 39,

Samrala Road, Ludhiana.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o   PUDA,

Ludhiana









………….Respondent

CC No. 569  of 2006

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



ii)S. Ram Singh, Assistant Estate Officer, on behalf of

    respondent.
ORDER

Heard


The request of the complainant in this case for the imposition of prescribed penalty on the respondent does not appear to be justified because he had been informed within 30 days of the date of his application that the information required by him can be given to him only on receipt of certain clarification from  Headquarters. The complainant, however, did not take any action at that time but moved the Commission only after he got a final reply from the respondent. The respondent, on the other hand, has been able to   show various   step by step action taken by him with reference to the application of the complainant.

In the above circumstances,  the request of the complainant is rejected.


Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh ..Harcharan  Singh,
338,  Phase  6,

MOHALI









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The General Manager,

Punjab State Coop. Bank,

SCO 175-187, Sector 34,

Chandigarh.









………….Respondent

CC No.  583 of 2006

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) S. Udham Singh, G.M., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The complainant is not present. 

The question whether the State Cooperative Bank is a ‘public authority’ within the meaning of the RTI Act is under adjudication before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court .


This case is adjourned sine  die, with the direction that fresh notices may be issued to the parties after the aforementioned case has been decided.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, 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 2006

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


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

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has sent some information to the complainant but complete information has not been supplied. The complainant pointed out the deficiencies in  the information vide his letter dated 22-12-2006 but the deficiencies have still not  been made up till today. The respondent has undertaken to supply the full information to the complainant within 7 days from today. In view of the fact that the original application was made on 21-7-2006 and its supply has been inordinately delayed, it is made clear that  this would be a clear case for imposition of the prescribed penalty if the commitment now being made by the respondent is not fulfilled.

Adjourned  to 18-1-2007 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Malkiat Suingh,

Flat No. 521,  6th Floor,
Housefed Complex Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Block ‘E’, Ludhiana.





………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Sr. Superintendent Police,

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No. 594  of 2006

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



ii) Head Constable Jasbir Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has come with the information pertaining to the  first  two complaints  dated 15-9-2006 and 13-1-2006 mentioned in the application of the complainant.  The complainant, however, has desired to have complete information in respect of  all the three complaints including the third  dated 15-2-2006 which the respondent states is not available in his office. The complainant has given to the respondent a copy of the statement of the complainant which was recorded on 26-2-2006 with reference to his complaint dated 15-2-2006 by ASI Tarlochan Singh, Incharge,Police Post Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana, with the help of which it can now be located and the complainant  given full and complete information  on the action  taken on all the three complaints.

The respondent has made a commitment that  the information required by the complainant will be provided to him before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 18-1-2007 for confirmation  of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  4th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Ashok  Kumar, J.E.,

O/o SDE (Public Health)

Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Executive Engineer,(Civil)

Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No. 595  of 2006

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


ii)Sh. Bhagwan Dass Kundal,Jr. Assistant, on

    behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has supplied some information to the complainant and the concerned Executive Engineer has made a written statement to the effect that the remaining documents are not available in his office since it has been weeded out. He has given a certificate that there was no practice of sending cheques with covering letters and the supply of copies of the covering letters is not possible. The copies of the above mentioned assertions of the respondent have been provided to the complainant.

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








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Tribhawan Kumar,

#  3125, Sector  37-  D,

Chandigarh.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,Punjab,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No. 605  of 2006

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


ii)Ms. Nisha Rana,Jt.Registrar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

Of the five items of the information required by the complainant, items No. 1, 2, and 3 pertain to the Punjab State Coop. Bank Ltd., which has obtained a Stay Order from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in another case in which the issue  has been raised whether the Coop. Bank is a ‘Public Authority’ or not within the meaning of the RTI Act. It would, therefore, be appropriate to await the out come of that case before any action is taken in respect of these 3 items.

Insofar as items No. 4 and 5 are concerned, the respondent has made a commitment that the required information will be provided to the complainant within 15 days from today.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 1-2-2007 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh . .Tribhawan Kumar,

#  3125, Sector  37-  D,

Chandigarh.









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Punjab State Coop Bank Ltd.,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

CC No. 606  of 2006

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


ii) S.Udham Singh, G.M., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the required information in this case.


Disposed  of.







(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  4th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh ..Harcharan  Singh,
338,Phase 6,

MOHALI









………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Punjab State Election Commissioner,

Sector 34, Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

CC No. 610  of 2006

Present:
None.
ORDER

The respondent has not given any reply to the show cause notice for the imposition of penalty u/s 20 of the RTI Act.  However, evidence of the notice having been received is not forthcoming. A copy of the orders of this Court dated 7-12-2006 as well as a copy of these orders may, therefore, be sent to both the parties by Registered Post with a direction to the respondent to show cause, in terms of the orders  of this Court  dated 7-12-2006, as to why he should not be penalised, at 10 AM on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 1-2-2007 for further orders.


.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  4th January, 2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Ms. Harjinder  Kaur,
D/o Late S .Mohinder Singh,

#  101, Kartarpura,  NABHA,

Distt.Patiala.








………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Mayor,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No  .637   of 2006

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



ii)None, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant, namely the basis on which TS-1 was issued in respect of the property of her late father, has been provided to her.

Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Rajinder Singh, SDO.

HOUSEFED,Punjab,

SCO 150-51-52 Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Managing Director,

HOUSEFED,Punjab,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No. 646  of 2006

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


ii)None, on behalf of the respondent. ..

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case wants Photostat copies of the leave applications of  Shri  Amarjit  Gupta,  S.E., Housefed, Punjab.

The respondent has informed the complainant about the dates on which Shri Amarjit Gupta was on leave but has  claimed exemption u/s 8 of the RTI Act in respect of the Photostat  copies of the leave applications. The objection taken by the respondent is justified and this case is accordingly disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: .4th January,2007.

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh .Avinash  Kumar  Sharma,

2-G, S.D.Kitchlu  Nagar,

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-141001





………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o .The Additional Director of Communication,

Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana.






………….Respondent

CC No.  658 of 2006

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



ii)Shri Ajay Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. ..

ORDER

Heard.

The communication  from the complainant dated 25-11-2006 in which he has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided by the respondent vide his letter dated 17-11-2006 has not been received by the respondent and a copy thereof has been made out  and supplied to the respondent. The same may be examined by the respondent and the remaining information, if available, should be provided to the complainant within 15 days from today.


Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)







       State Information Commissioner

Dated:  4th January,2007.

