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 in this case has asked the complainant vide his letter dated 15-5-2007 to deposit a sum of Rs. 10,000/- as fees for the information which he has asked for to enable his office to make arrangements to supply the desired certified photostat copies.  In this case, however, the application for information was made on July 19, 2006 and the demand for the fees was made on 15-5-2007, and no other response of any kind prior to this date was sent by the respondent.  Therefore, the required information is now required to be provided to the complainant free of charge in terms of Section 7 (6) of the RTI Act  which should be done within 15 days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
            (Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  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)   Sh. K.S.Kahlon, PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana
ORDER


Heard.


It is matter of great regret, which we view with the greatest possible seriousness, that Sh. Vikas Partap, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  has still not seen it fit to appear before this Court and to give a reply to the notice served on him under the RTI Act,2005, vide the orders of this Court dated 1-2-2007. The only response to the notice which we have received is the written communication dated 15-5-2007 from the PIO, in which he has sought to explain the circumstances in which the information asked for could not be provided to the appellant in this case earlier, and other difficulties such as the  frequent transfers of officials etc., which the Corporation has to face in dealing with applications for information under the RTI Act.  The PIO has concluded that the desired information has already been given to the appellant and has, therefore, made a request that the notice of penalty may be withdrawn and the appeal disposed of in the interest of justice.  The information provided to the appellant vide communication dated  18-5-2007 has also been enclosed with this communication.  When asked  why the Commissioner has not made a personal appearance as he was required to do in accordance with the directions of this Court, he has replied that the Commissioner could not come since he had to proceed to Indore on an official visit.

 We have considered the explanation given by the PIO.  It has been explained to him that the matter concerning the providing of information to the appellant and whether he is satisfied or not, has now become an issue distinct from the  reply to the notice which Shri Vikas Partap, Commissioner, Municipal  Corporation, Ludhiana ,  has to necessarily submit  to the Court.  This Court  has required  Shri Vikas Partap to personally submit his reply to the notice in the  …2/    

                                                          (   2   )

Court and the submission therefore made by the present PIO  cannot be regarded as an adequate and required response to the notice.  Since, however, the Commissioner is away on official business, we are constrained to give him another opportunity to appear before this Court and give his response to the notice,  which he may do on the next date of hearing.


In the communication sent by the PIO, it has been mentioned that Dr. K.J.S.Kakkar, Medical Officer of Health, Ludhiana   had misinformed the Court on 1-2-2007   that there is no official functioning as PIO in the Municipal Corporation at that time, which caused the Court to deem the Commissioner of the Corporation as the PIO.  The respondent should inform the Court on the next date of hearing about the action taken against Dr. K.J.S.Kakkar, Medical Officer of Health, for this lapse.


Insofar as the supply of the information to the appellant is concerned, the information supplied by the PIO vide his communication dated 15-5-2007, and the objections raised by the appellant to the information in the Court today, have been fully considered and discussed in the presence of the parties, as a result of which it has been concluded that only one item of information relating to para (c) of his application, can and should be provided to him, i.e., the details of the commercial buildings/projects which have been sanctioned by the Corporation, including the names and addresses of the owners of the buildings/projects, the location  of the building/project, and the total area of each.  The respondent has undertaken to supply this information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-7-2007 for consideration of the response of Shri Vikas Partap, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, to the notice served upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act and for final orders thereon.
 (Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Sarbjit Singh Verka,

Principal Investigator,

PHRO,

22, Sector 2-A,

Chandigarh.






…………Appellant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






………….Respondent

AC No.  157    of 2006

Present:
i) Sh.Manjit Kumar, Clerk ,
   on behalf of the appellant.

ii)   Shri Alok Jagga, Advocate,  and S. Lakhbir Singh, Asstt.     Registrar,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The respondent has sent a reply to the appellant vide  their letter dated 16-5-2007 in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 26-4-2007.

The Counsel for the appellant has requested for  an  adjournment since he has gone abroad and will be returning in the first week of July,2007.


The request is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 12-7-2007 for final orders.
            (Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Lt. Col Angad  Singh (Retd)

#  1504,  Phase 3 B 2,

Mohali.






………… Appellant



Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Directorate of Sainik Welfare Pb.,

Sector 21, Chandigarh.




………….Respondent

AC No. 62 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Navdeep Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant. 



ii)Ms.  R. Aggarwal, Additional Secretary,Defence Services,Pb.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondents have submitted an affidavit duly sworn by the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Defence Services Welfare-cum- PIO, in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 26-4-2007, with which the information asked for by the appellant vide his application dated 26-4-2007 has been provided, and the same has been handed over to the appellant in the Court.


In view of the information provided as stated above, we are satisfied that the file pertaining to CWP 4303 of 1992, with which this case is concerned, was destroyed in accordance with the policy and procedure of the Government and therefore, it is not possible for the Government to give any definitive information to the appellant on the circumstances in which the orders of the Hon’ble High Court passed in CWP 4303 of 1992 were not implemented. It has, however, come to the respondent’s knowledge that a LPA was filed by the Government against the afore-mentioned judgment of the Hon’ble High Court, the outcome of which  is also not known, since the file concerning this LPA has also since been destroyed..

In the above circumstances, and in order to reach a conclusion in this case, the respondents are directed to find out, on the basis of enquiries which may be made in the office of the Advocate General Punjab, and the Registry of the Hon’ble High Court, about the fate of the LPA and the orders , if any, passed 
Contd…..2

(  2  )

by the Hon’ble High Court thereon, and give this information to the Commission and the appellant on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 2-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
            (Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

 Sh. Paramjit Singh,

Distt. Manager,PSWC(Retd)

#  420,  Phase  I,

Mohali.






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Bank Square, Sector 17 B,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No.  22    of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER
Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  However, the respondent has sent a communication dated  11-6-2007 in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 26-4-2007, stating that the Inquiry into the untraceable Audit Report for the year 1997-98 has been conducted and the Inquiry Officer has concluded that the report is genuinely not available and was probably damaged when the basement of the office, where the record was stored, was flooded and that there is no intentional lapse on the part of any official in the misplacement of the Report.  The Managing Director of the Corporation has concurred in the findings of the Report.
In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
 (Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  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.

The respondent has raised the objection that the District Branch Mansa of the Indian Red Cross Society does not fall under the jurisdiction of the Punjab State Information Commission, because   it is a branch of Indian Red Cross Society, which is a national organization with headquarters in New Delhi.  They have raised other objections on the relevance and length of the information required by the complainant which will be considered after the question of jurisdiction has been settled. A copy of the objections of the respondent has been given to the complainant, who may give his reply in writing on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-7-2007 for further orders.

            (Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

.Sh. Charanjit  Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Sub Office,

Goniana  Road,

Bhatinda






…………Complainant



Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.Deputy  Commissioner,

Bhatinda.




………….Respondent

CC No. 874 &  877 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.




ii) Shri Jatinder Singh, APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted his written arguments in both the cases, copies of which may be sent to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-7-2007 for arguments.
 (Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  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. 
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has submitted a detailed representation explaining the circumstances under which the various communications from the Commission, including the notice for the imposition of penalty issued by this Court, were ignored,  the chief of which is that the concerned assistant, Ms. Manjit Kaur, kept the communications with her and never brought them to the notice of the PIO.


In the course of consideration of the PIO’s representation, it has come to the Court’s notice that the directions  contained in the orders of this Court dated 5-4-2007 to the effect that  “ the pay of Sh, Bhupinderjit Singh, PIO-cum-District Revenue Officer, O/o the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, shall henceforth not be disbursed to him till such time as the penalty  imposed upon has been recovered from him”  has not been followed and although Sh. Bhupinderjit Singh has not yet deposited the amount of penalty, he has been disbursed his pay for the months of April and May,2007.

We, therefore, direct the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur to submit his explanation for disobeying the orders of this Court on the next date of hearing,  which will be taken up for consideration along with the representation of Sh. Bhupinderjit Singh against the imposition of penalty.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-7-2007 for further orders.

(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  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 Managing Director,

Housefed.. SCO 150-52,Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

AC No.  86 of 2006

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


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

ORDER

Heard.

Sh. Amit Sharma, counsel for the PIO, Sh. Manjit Singh, has shown a copy of the letter dated 22-5-2007 written by the Chief Postmaster General, Punjab, Chandigarh, to the Senior Superintendent Post offices, Chandigarh Division, Chandigarh Branch, directing him to supply the information asked for by the respondent concerning the delivery of the notice for the imposition of penalty on the PIO, sent by Registered Post. Obviously, some more time is likely to be taken before the information in this regard becomes available and therefore the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 2-8-2007 for further consideration and orders.
(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  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.Devi Dayal, OSD/RCS, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has taken the stand that the information asked for by the appellant vide his application dated 25-11-2006 is the same as was asked for by him in his earlier applications to which a reply dated 18-10-2006 has been sent to him.  The appellant is not satisfied with this stand and insists that since the present application was made after the receipt of the afore-mentioned communication, he expects and desires to have a detailed point-wise reply to the same.  The respondent is accordingly directed to send to the appellant a detailed point-wise reply stating the final position on each of the issues raised by the appellant in his application dated 25-11-2006, within 15 days from today.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



……….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Executive Officer,

Public Health (GW),

Pathankot.






………….Respondent

. 

CC No  626 of 2006

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant.
          ii)   Sh.Kamal  Vohra, Exec. Engineer,Public Health..
ORDER

Heard.

The required information has been provided to the complainant on 11-6-2007.

Disposed of.
(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



……….Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The The Distt. Development and

Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

. 

CC No  621    of 2006

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant
          ii)  Sh.Suresh  Kumar, Reader to DDPO, Gurdaspur.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court that the information required by the complainant has been supplied to him.

The report of the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats,Punjab, on the disciplinary action required to be taken against Sh. Chaman Lal and Sh. Ram Labhaya, BDPOs, has not yet been sent to the Commission. This may be sent to the Commission as soon as disciplinary action against both of them is concluded.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

 State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh..Sarbjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO  Bhattian—Bet,

Ludhiana.






……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Secretary,

Punjab State Sports Council,

SCO 116-117,Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






………….Respondent

CC No.486  of 2007

Present:
i)   S. Sarbjit Singh Kahlon,complainant  in  person.



ii)  Sh.Amrik  Singh, Secretary, Sports Council,Pb. 

ORDER

Heard.


The counsel for the respondent is away and this case is therefore adjourned to 10 AM on 12-7-2007.  Since the complainant insists that there is no need to wait for an indefinite period for a decision in the concerned Court case, he has been asked to put his arguments in writing and send a copy thereof to the respondent, so that his counsel can come prepared for arguments on the next date of hearing.
(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.  A.  C.  Sharma,

#   525  Sector  10,

Panchkula.





…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe  Commandant Officer,

P  A  P  Complex,

Jalandhar  Cantt.




………….Respondent

CC No.  210   of 2007

Present:
i) Sh.  A. C. Sharma,  complainant. In person



ii)   None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The APIO, office of the  Deputy Inspector General of Police, PAP,Jalandhar, has communicated their response to the application for information to the complainant vide his letter dated 12-6-2007 in which it has been stated that the force of the PAP is deployed at the Madhopur Headworks only for the purpose of its protection and security and it does not maintain any record of drowning cases or accidents etc. and that this information can be obtained from the Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur.  A copy of the application of the complainant has also been forwarded by the APIO to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur,  as required under the RTI Act.

In the above circumstances, notice is sent to the PIO, office of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur, who is directed to send the information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 12-10-2006 (a copy of which should be enclosed with this notice for ready reference)  within 30 days of the date of receipt of the complainant’s application.  He or the concerned APIO should also be present in the Court on the next date of hearing with a copy of the information which has been supplied.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 26-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  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 has informed that in accordance with the orders passed  by the Hon’ble High Court in CWP 16779 of 2006, the State Information Commission, Punjab, has considered the question whether there is a fiduciary relationship between the Punjab Public Service Commission and the State of Punjab, and vide its orders dated 11-4-2007, the Bench of the Commission presided over by Shri Rajan Kayshap, Chief Information Commissioner,Punjab, has decided that  “there is no fiduciary relationship between the PPSC and the Government of Punjab”.

The information asked for the complainant in this case is therefore now  required to be made available to him by the respondent in terms of the orders of this Court dated 16-11-2006.


Accordingly, the Punjab Public Service Commission is directed to send the information required by the complainant in this case within seven days of the receipt of these orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)




(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner               State Information Commissioner

Dated  14th  June,  2007
