STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Baljinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Kote Natha Singh Wale, Mehma Swai,

Distt. Bathinda.


  
   
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 491 of 2007

Present:
i)None  on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh, Constable, 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 him by post along with a copy of these orders.

Disposed  of.

            



 

 
 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.P. Goyal,

# 103-A, Krishana Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines,

Mumbai-400020.


  
   
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 494 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

Heard

The respondent has informed the Court that  the challan in the case FIR No. 94 dated 1-4-2006, which is the subject matter of the application for information in this case, has been submitted to the Court and the complainant can get the information he desires from the Court.

Neither the complainant nor the respondent  are present.


Disposed of.

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Capt. V.K. Sehgal,

# 3075, Sector 38-D,

Chandigarh.



  
   
  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 21-D, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 495 of 2007

Present:
i)None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Sh.  Gurmeet Singh, Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard

The information required by the complainant in this case has been provided by the respondent.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

5th July, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Baljinder Singh,

Lecturer, Staff Quarters,

Govind National College,

Narangwal, Ludhiana.  
   



________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 496 of 2007

Present:
i)Dr. Baljinder Singh, Complainant in person.


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

Heard


The information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 20-2-2007, on the subject of  the selection of Reader, Punjab Historical Studies, has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today except that the respondent has claimed exemption with regard to the information asked for in para  9 (iv) & (v) of the application, which concerns evaluation reports of Experts on Research Work, which has been stated by the respondent to be confidential. The complainant may go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing.  
 
The complainant has shown to the Court a letter dated 5-4-2007 sent to him  by the respondent, informing him that the required meeting of the Syndicate for approval  of appointment to the post of Reader, Punjab Historical Studies, as a result of the interview held on 27-1-2007, has not yet been held. The complainant is under the impression that this information is not correct since the candidate selected for the post of Reader has joined his duties and, therefore,  for his satisfaction and for the satisfaction of the Court, the respondent should submit to the Court a copy of the proceedings of the meeting of the  Syndicate, in which approval was accorded for appointment of  Reader, Punjab Historical Studies, of a candidate selected on the  basis of the interview held on 27-2-2007.

Since the complainant withdraws his complaint with reference to the appointment to the post of Lecturer , the hearing of CC-592/2007 or any other case concerning the complainant regarding the appointment to the post of Lecturer  is not required.  Therefore, the hearing in case of CC-592/2007 fixed for 13-7-2007,  is cancelled.
 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 2-8-2007 for further orders.  









  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 5th July,2007





State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hardev Singh,

S/o sh. Labh Singh,

Vill. Bhikhi Khattra, P.O. Sihar, Teh. Payal,

Ludhiana.




  
   



________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o President, Bhikhi Khattra-

- Coop. Agricultural Services Society Ltd.,

 Teh- Payal Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 497 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent  are present.

Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pushpesh Kumar,

H.No 5617-A-9656,

Mohalla Pujan Wala, 

Bathinda-151001.




  
   



________________ Complainant 

      





Vs.

1.)Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar Punjabi University,

Patiala.

2.) Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,Guru Nanak Dev  University,

Amritsar.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 500 of 2007

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


ii)Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of respondent No. 1.


iii)Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Advocate on behalf of respondent No. 2
ORDER

Heard
The required information has been provided by both the respondents to the complainant.
The supplied information has been seen by the Court to its satisfaction.

Disposed  of.



            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Raj,

S/o Darshan Kataria,

Vill. Mukandpur, Nawanshahr.




  
   



________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o ADGP(Law&Order), Punjab,

Sector -9, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 501 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii)Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, DSP, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard

The respondent has informed the Court that two attempts were made to send the required information to the complainant which was carried by a messenger to his residence, but the complainant refused to receive the same.  A copy of the information sent to the complainant has been obtained from the respondent, which may be sent to the complainant at his given address by the office of the Commission.


Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated5th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dharminder Singh,

Vill. Sadhpur, P.O. Khanpur,

Nawanshahr.




  
   



________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Headqurters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 502 of 2007

Present:
i)Sh.  Dharminder  Singh, Complainant in person.


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

Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that the information required by him, cannot be given because it pertains to old records which are not traceable.  This reply, however, is neither proper nor acceptable because there are some important points on which the complainant wants information namely; why his name was removed from the list of employees belonging to the reserved category, the reasons    why he has been compulsory retired from service on 2-9-1992 and why he has not been considered for confirmation throughout from 5-7-1982 to 2-9-1992 etc.  The respondent states that the file concerning the complainant has been submitted to the Court in which the complainant has also initiated a case.  This reply also does not appear to be correct since what is required to be submitted to a Court is the para -wise reply of a petition and not the concerned file of the department.  

In the above circumstances, the respondent is advised to make sincere and strenuous efforts to locate the required information and to provide the same to the complainant within 15 days from today.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 26-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

s/o Sh. Ishar Singh,

Marfat M/s Ishar Singh & Sons,

Majitha Mandi, Amritsar.




  
   



________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 506 of 2007

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


ii)S. Jaswant Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
The required information has been submitted by the respondent to the Court. The complainant could not come because of the operation of his father.  He has requested that the information required  by him may be sent to him by post. This may be done by the office of the Commission.

Disposed  of.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jasbir Singh (Reporter),

Arjan Patrika,

Post Box No-361, Head Office, 

Ludhiana.




  
   



________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 511 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER
The information required by the complainant has been supplied by the respondent.
Disposed  of.
     (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Jagdip  Singh  Chowhan,

#  1,  Adarash  Nagar,  Bhadson  Road,

Patiala.





…………Complainant. 





Vs

Sh. Dev Chand,

Superintendent-cum-APIO,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.






………….Respondent

CC No. 210 of 2006

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



ii)Sh. Jang  Singh Senior Assistant,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent claims to have sent the required information to the complainant in pursuance of the orders of this Court dated 14-6-2007.  The complainant, however, has not yet received the information.  This case is, therefore, adjourned to 10 AM on 19-7-2007 to give an opportunity to the complainant to confirm or deny the receipt of the information.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Malkiat Singh,

Flat No. 521, 6th Floor,

Housefed Complex.

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Block  E, Ludhiana..





….……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,Punjab,
Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  104  of 2007
Present:
i)  Sh. Malkiat Singh, complainant  in  person.



ii)  Sh. Daljit Singh, PIO, office of the RCS,.Punjab. 

ORDER

Heard.

The reply required by the appellant was handed over to him by the respondent in the Court today.  In case he wishes to point out any deficiencies, he may do so at 10 AM on 2-8-2007.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Mohd. Riaz,.S/o Zulfikar Khan,

Vill. Rohira,

 Teh. Malerkotla,Distt Sangrur.



…………Complainant 

Vs

Sh. Bhupinderjit Singh,

 Public Information Officer

-cum-Distt Revenue Officer,

O/oThe Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.






………….Respondent

CC No.  778 of 2006

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



ii)  Shri Bhupinderjit Singh, PIO-cum-Distt Revenue Officer.& Sh. Ravi 



     Sharma,Clerk,on behalf of DC Sangrur
ORDER

Heard.


In response to the orders of this Court dated 14-6-2007, the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, has informed the Court that the orders of this Court dated 5-4-2007 imposing the  penalty  of Rs. 25000/- on the respondent, Shri Bhupinderjit Singh, Distt. Revenue Officer, Sangrur, were received in his office on 30-4-20087 and by the respondent on 8-5-2007, when the pay for the month of  April,2007 had already been drawn.  Insofar as the pay for the month of May,2007, is concerned ,  Shri Bhupinderjit Singh remained in Sangrur till 21-5-2007 and his pay from 1-5-2007 to 21-5-2007 amounting to Rs. 11,511/- has been deposited in the Government Treasury.

Insofar as the matter concerning the imposition of penalty of Rs. 25000/- on Shri Bhupinderjit Singh is concerned, it is clear from his representation, which has been endorsed by the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, that the notice and orders issued by this Court were suppressed by Ms. Manjit Kaur, the concerned  Clerk, who never brought them to the PIO’s notice.  Although the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur has failed to fulfill its obligations under the RTI Act in this case, leading to the  issue of the notice of imposition of penalty by this Court, it becomes clear that the PIO, Sh. Bhupinderjit Singh is not personally responsible for this lapse.

In the above circumstances, the penalty of Rs. 25000/- imposed on Shri Bupinderjit Singh, PIO-cum-Distt Revenue Officer, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, is hereby recalled.  The amount of his salary amounting to Rs., 11,511/- deposited in the Government Treasury should also be drawn and disbursed to him. I also  recall the recommendation  made in the above mentioned orders that the Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab, should take disciplinary action against Shri Bhupinderjit Singh, Distt. Revenue Officer, Sangrur.
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However, the responsibility for not bringing the orders/notices to the notice of the PIO must be fixed and the person found responsible will be deemed to be the PIO in this 
case, from whom the penalty of Rs. 25000/- should be recovered by way of punishment and deposited in the Government Treasury. The official from whom the recovery is ordered to be made by way of punishment will be at liberty to make a representation to this Court to be heard, before the punishment is implemented.

Disposed  of.

(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

S. Surinder Pal,

Lawyer. Hall No.1 Opp. Chamber 106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers Complex, 

Distt Courts,Ludhiana   





--------
 Complainant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Indian Red Cross Society,

Patiala.






        ………….Respondent

CC No.  242  of 2007

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




ii) Sh. Rajinder Kumar,Accountant, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

On the last date of hearing in this case, the respondent raised the objection that the District Branch of the  Indian Red Cross Society, Mansa, does not fall within the jurisdiction of the Punjab State Information Commission, because  it is a branch of the Indian Red Cross Society, which is a National Organisation with  Head quarters in Delhi. A copy of the objection raised by the respondent was given to the complainant, who has sent his reply by post, which has not reached the Commission and a copy thereof has been taken from the complainant in the Court today.

I have considered the raised objections by the respondent and the replies thereto of the complainant.  Insofar as  jurisdiction is concerned, the same has been settled by this Court in case  CC No.404 0f 2007, Ms. U.K.Sharda, Ludhiana Vs.  Distt. Branch of Indian Red Cross Society, Fatehgarh Sahib, in which it has been decided that the District Branches of the Indian Red Cross Society of Punjab State are Public Authorities within the meaning of the term as defined in  the RTI Act,  and that they are subject to the jurisdiction of the Punjab State Information Commission.  Insofar as the relevance and length of the information required by the complainant is considered and shortage of staff in the office of the respondent, these are neither relevant nor sustainable in view of the very clear provisions of the RTI Act, which do not require the complainant to give any reason for the information which he has asked for and the respondent  has to give the required information, even though it is lengthy.

For the above reasons I order that the respondent has to give the required information to the complainant in response to his application dated July 19,2006.  Since 
Contd….2
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the information asked for is undoubtedly lengthy, I allow a period of sixty days to the respondent to implement these orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

                  State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Shri R.K.Maurya,  Advocate,

Hall No. 1   Ist Floor,

Lawyers Complex, Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.







…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Cowk,

Ludhiana.







………….Respondent

AC No. 131    of 2007

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

ii)   Shri Vikas Partap, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, respondent.
ORDER

The respondent has been heard at length.
 
In view of the fact that the required information, to the extent that is available, has been supplied to the appellant, and the fact that Sh. Vikas Partap, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, was deemed to be the PIO by this Court because of the wrong information given to the Court by Dr. Kakkar, M.O. of the Corporation that no PIO has been appointed in the Corporation, and the regrets over the delay expressed by the Respondent, the notice served on him for the imposition of penalty prescribed in section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, is hereby dropped.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Surinder Pal,

Lawyer. Hall No.1 Opp. Chamber 106,

Ist Floor, Lawyers Complex, 

Distt Courts,Ludhiana   




--------
 Complainant









Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Indian Red  Cross Society,

C/o  D. C. Patiala.





………….Respondent

CC No.  241  of 2007

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


ii)  Sh. Chander Mohan, Jt. Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent informed the Commission that information required by the complainant was given to him on 14-6-2007 against proper receipt


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Shri Davinder Singh Bhatia,

#  346,  Phase 3 B 1,

Mohali..





…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Managing Director,

Punjab Ex-servicemen Corporation,

SCO. 89-90, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

AC No.  32  of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Davinder Singh Bhatia, appellant in person.



ii)  Sh. Raman Walia, Advocate,  and Col. D.J.Singh,PIO..
ORDER

Heard.


Following the orders of this Court passed on 10th May,2007, the appellate authority in the Department of Defence Services Welfare, Punjab, appointed under the RTI Act, has disposed of   the appeal of the appellant vide his orders dated 2-7-2007.  A copy thereof has been provided to the appellant in the Court, who is at liberty to file a second appeal in case he is not satisfied with the decision of the Ist appellate authority within the period prescribed for making a second appeal under the Act.  The afore mentioned period will begin to run from today.

Disposed of.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Chaman  Lal  Goyal,

#  2123, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh.






………….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Prison, Punjab,

SCO 8-9, Rattan Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

CC No. 714 of 2006

Present:
i) Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, complainant in person.



ii) Ms. Sunanda Rattan, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

Insofar as the representation of the complainant against the adverse remarks contained in his ACR for the year 1994-95 is concerned, the respondent has stated that no such representation was received in the office, whereas the complainant has shown to the Court and the respondent the acknowledgement stating  “Recd. Copy”,  signed  by “J.C.Singal” on 18-12-1995.  The complainant states that the representation was given in the office of the respondent since it has to go to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, Chandigarh through his office. The respondent has undertaken to verify whether Shri J.C.Singal has signed the acknowledgement and if so, the fate of the representation will be intimated to the complainant and the Court before the next date of hearing.

No office notings concerning the transfer of the complainant are available in the office of the respondent.  The notings concerning the grant of increment to the complainant have been provided to him by the respondent.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 26-7-2007 for further consideration and orders.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

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

Sh. Manjit Singh Bhatia,

# 524, Harinder Nagar,

Patiala.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjabi University,

 Patiala. 




________________ Respondent

CC No.783 of 2006

Present:
i) Ash. Manjeet Singh Bhatia, complainant in person..



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

Heard.

The information required by the complainant in this case has been provided to him except  in respect  of Sr. No. 10 and 11 of his application  dated 15-10-2006, in which he has asked for the action taken and orders passed on his application dated 14-6-1999 and 21-6-1999 regarding change of his Date of Birth.  The respondent claimed that neither of these two applications appears to have been received in his office since they have not been found despite efforts to locate them.  The complainant on the other hand claims to have with him the Diary No. with which these two applications were received in the office of the Registrar, and memo. No. of a reply which he claims was sent in response to one of these applications. He has been advised to convey this information in writing within a week to the respondent, who will, thereafter, make a sincere effort to locate these papers and give the required information to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 2-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  5th July, 2007

