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

Sh. Rana Sukhraj,

S/o Sh. Sansar Singh,

Vill. Pakhowal Kulian,

P.O. Darbar Pandori,

Distt. Gurdaspur.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary Market Committee,

Kahnuwan, 
Distt. Gurdaspur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 601 of 2007

:

ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent   is present.

Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

H.C. Pawan Kumar,

# 35, Sewak Colony,

Patiala.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police(H.Q.),

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 603 of 2007

Present:
i)  HC. Pawan Kumar, complainant  in  person. 

ii)  ASI.  Bathal  Hari,  o/o IGP (HQ),on behalf of the  respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent except for some information which also has been brought by the respondent to the Court and the same will be sent to the complainant by post today.

The respondent has pointed out that the order of the  Director General of Police, Punjab, mentioned by the complainant, bearing No. 22697/E-6, dated 28-7-2003 is not an order passed by the DGP, but is a communication issued in connection with a Rajya Sabha Question.  Apparently, a wrong reference has been mentioned by the complainant.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

H.C. Pawan Kumar,

# 35, Sewak Colony,

Patiala.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Asstt. Inspector General of Police ,

G.R.P.,Punjab,Railways Police, 

Patiala.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 604 of 2007

Present:
i)      HC Pawan Kumar, complainant in person. 

ii)     Ms.  Sukhdev  Kaur, DSP,(Admn.),on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The documents required by the complainant in this case have been provided to him by the respondent.

Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Ms. Suman Saini,

H. No. 133, Ward No. 4, Morinda,

Distt. Ropar.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Joint Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Secotr-17, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 606 of 2007
Present:
i)  Ms. Suman Saini, complainant in person. 

ii)  Sh. Des Raj, DSP, on behalf of the     respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant was provided to her by the respondent vide their letter dated 14-6-2007.  This was not received by the complainant and copies of the information, therefore, have been got prepared by the Court and supplied to the complainant today.


Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)

      State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

Hall No. 1, Chamber No. 106,

1st Floor, Lawyer’s Complex, District Courts,

Ludhiana.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

i)Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

ii)PIO,Office the Sr. Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital,
Ludhiana.

CC No. 607 of 2007

Present:
i)  Advocate Surinder Pal, complainant  in  person. 

ii) S.I.Varinder Singh,on behalf of the      respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

This is a complaint  u/s 18(1)(f) of the RTI Act,2005 to the effect that there is no provision  for accepting fees payable  under the RTI Act, in cash, in the office of the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.  It has been pointed out by the complainant that this is against the Punjab Government instructions contained in Memo. No. 2/47/97-IAR/554, dated 17-7-2006, issued by the Department of Information Technology, in which acceptance of fees  in cash is one of the prescribed modes of payment.  The respondent has stated that the afore mentioned instructions were not in his notice and therefore, a copy has been got prepared and given to him.  The respondent has made a commitment that the required arrangements as pointed out by the complainant will be in position within 15 days.

The other respondent in this case is the PIO, office of the SMO,  Civil Hospital, Ludhiana, who has by mistake, not been sent a notice for today’s hearing.  Notice may be issued to the second respondent for appearing before this Court at 10 AM on 16-8-2007.

The case concerning the PIO, Office of the SSP, Ludhiana , stands disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)

Dated :   19th July,  2007



   State Information Commissioner

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

Ms. Sangita Rani,

# 601, Milk Colony, Dhanas,

Chandigarh.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 613 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Gian Chand,Father of Ms. Sangeeta Rani, on behalf of the     complainant. 

ii)    Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Superintendent of Police,  Khanna, -PIO.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to her by the respondent.  The complainant, however, wants to know whether any inquiry has been made by the respondent as per procedure laid down in the appendix of PFR Vol. II, in order to ascertain that the construction of the property for which the husband of the complainant obtained a loan from the Government, has been made in accordance with his application for the loan.  In response, the respondent has stated that an inquiry has been got conducted by the S.P. (HQ), Khanna, in which it has been revealed that the property has been constructed by the husband of the complainant, Sh. Mohinder Pal, on the land belonging to his father inherited by him and not on the plot of land which had been described in his application for the loan and departmental action accordingly has been initiated against him.  A copy of the Inquiry Report of the S.P. (HQ) Khanna, has been handed over to the complainant for her information.

Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

1525/1, Street No. 33,

Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri,

Ludhiana.




  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 615 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, complainant  in person. 

ii) SI  Varinder Singh ,on behalf of the    respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has taken the stand that  investigation No. 1407/2006 PS Haibowal, Ludhiana, is still going on and therefore, a copy of the investigation report can be given to the complainant only after the investigation is over.  The complainant, on the other hand, has stated that the inquiry into FIR 140/2006 was conducted by the S.P. City-I, Ludhiana and based on his inquiry report, submitted in January, 2007, further action has  now been taken by the Police Department.  He wants a complete copy along with copies of the enclosures, if any, of the Inquiry Report of the S.P.City-1,Ludhiana, mentioned above.  The respondent has made a commitment that this document will be given to the complainant within 7 days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 9-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)

Dated :   19th July,  2007



State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hardeep Singh,

C/o Ishar Singh & Sons,

Majith Mandi, Amritsar.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 622 of 2007

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

ii)   Sh. Manjeet Singh, Sr. Assistant, Local Govt, on behalf of the      respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant in this case is the same which was the subject matter of CC-506/2007.  The information required by him has been provided to him as recorded in the orders of this Court in that case on 5-7-2007.  The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.










(P.K.Verma)

        State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Sh. Arunesh Aggarwal,

513, sector 11-B,

Chandigarh.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Zone, Patiala.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 629 of 2007

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

ii)    S. Davinder Singh,SDP (Rural), Patiala,,on behalf of the       respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court that a compromise has been reached between the parties in this case and there was no necessity to inquire into the complaint of Shri Arunesh  Aggarwal.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Sh. Niranjan Singh Khurana,

# 18, Guru Nanak Nagar,

Tripri Town, Patiala.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Freedom Fighters,

Mini Sectt. Sector-9, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 630 of 2007
Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant. 

ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh, Joint Secretary-cum-PIO, Deptt. of Freedom Fighters,Pb.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court vide their letter  No. 612 dated 18-7-2007 that  the Kissan Morcha  held in Amritsar during the year 1946 has never been recognized as a Freedom Struggle.  The complainant Sh. Naranjan Singh Khurana participated in the Kissan Morcha but he was never arrested.  For these reasons, the complainant has not been recognized as a Freedom Fighter


The complainant is not present.  However, a copy of the respondent’s letter dated 18-7-2007 may be sent to him along with these orders for his information.


Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)

Dated :   19th July,  2007                                           State Information Commissioner

Enl:1
State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Bhushan  Kumar,

Petronet  LNG Ltd.,

World Trade Centre,

Barakhamba Lane,

New Delhi






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.




          

    ………….Respondent

CC No.,289 & 301  of 2007

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

ii)    ASI  Piara Lal,Thana Tripari, Patiala,,on behalf of the      respondent.
ORDER

CC No.289 of 2007

Out of the 4 points on which information has been asked for by the  complainant in his application dated 2-1-2007, the documents pertaining to point  1 & 4 have been submitted to the concerned Court along with the challan against the complainant. Insofar as point no. 2 is concerned, the respondent states that although the complaints dated 25-6-2006, 19-8-2006 and 21-8-2006 were not  received, other complaints from Shri Bhushan Kumar were inquired into. The respondent has been directed to send copies of the inquiry reports made on the complaints sent by Shri Bhushan Kumar regardless of their dates.  Regarding point no. 3, the respondent has been directed to supply the Receipt Register reference nos. of the office of the SSP,Patiala vide which letters concerning the complainant were received in the office.

The afore mentioned action is directed to be completed within 15 days from today.

Disposed of.

CC No. 301 of 2007

Out of the 5 points on which the information has been asked by the complainant vide his first application dated 6-1-2007, the only information which is available is a copy of the “Raznamcha’ referred to  in item No. 1, which should be sent to him by the respondent by post today. The information in respect of point no. 2 & 3 cannot be provided by the respondent because  it is now in the custody of the Court in which the challan has been put up.  The respondent has stated, with reference to point no. 4, that the   FIR was registered   only   after the completion of   the   initial     inquiry. The action
Contd….2
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 required to be taken by the respondent with reference to point. no. 5  already stands covered by the orders passed  on the subject of the complaints of Shri Bhushan Kumar in CC No. 289 of 2007 recorded above.


Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Sh. Bishan Dass,

# 1614, Sector 36-D,

Chandigarh.


  
   
_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director Sainik Welfare, Punjab,

Sector -21-D, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 658 of 2007

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



ii) Shri  R.G. Kaushik, APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information provided by the respondent to the complainant has been  found to be in accordance with  his application for information.


Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Shop No. 2, Near Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot Distt. Gurdaspur.



……….Complainant

Dr. Chandanjit Singh,




Vs

Public Information Officer,(By Regd. Post)
-cum- Sr. Medical Officer, 

Civil Hospital,

Gurdaspur.






………….Respondent

AC No  44 of 2006

Present:
i),Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, complainant in person

          ii) S. Piara Singh, Chief Pharmacist, and S. Darshan Lal ,Cashier, behalf of 

the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information given by the respondent to the complainant in this case was found to be incomplete since the documents provided in respect of  purchase of the medicines and  repair show that the total which has been spent on these items do not match the stated total expenditure.  It was for this reason that in the orders of this Court dated  21-6-2007, the PIO, office of the Senior Medical Officer, Gurdaspur, was directed to attend the Court either personally or through the APIO in order to give the required clarification to the Court and the complainant.  It is a matter of serious concern that the orders of the Court has been ignored by the PIO.  Neither he nor the concerned APIO are present in the Court today and instead Shri Piara Singh, Chief Pharmacist, and Shri Darshan Lal, Cashier, have been sent as his representatives.

The application for information in this case was made on 6-11-2006 and the information was first provided on 7-3-2007 i.e. after a delay of more than 4 months.  The fact that neither the PIO nor the concerned APIO have attended the hearing today despite the clear directions having been given in the orders dated 21-6-2007 would show that the PIO is persisting in negligence in his duties and responsibilities under the RTI Act and has led this Court to the conclusion that the correct information is not being provided to the complainant malafidely and without any reasonable cause.

In the above circumstances, Dr. Chandanjit Singh,PIO-cum-Senior Medical Officer, Civil Hospital ,Gurdaspur, is hereby given notice to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information was not supplied, after the prescribed period of 30 days, should not be imposed upon him under section 20 of the RTI Act,2005.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-8-2007 for further orders.









(P.K.Verma)

Dated :   19th July,  2007


  
  State Information Commissioner

State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh.Sanjeev Kumar

Shop No. 2, Near  Chamera Guest House,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.






……… Appellant







Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o.The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Pathankot.






………….Respondent

AC No.18 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, on behalf of the complainant. 



ii) Sh. Parminder Singh  Gill, Executive Engineer, I.T. Pathankot.

ORDER


Heard.

The information  supplied by the respondent to the complainant in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 21-6-2007 is not in accordance with the application for information dated 25-10-2006  This has been shown to the respondent and he has made a commitment that he will personally process the application of the complainant and ensure that the information required by him is given.  For this purpose, the complainant will visit the office of the respondent  and collect the required information at 11-30 AM on 23-7-2007 and explain the documents wanted by him in detail.  Thereafter, the respondent will prepare the information and supply the same to the complainant within 15 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

# B-3/9, Hansa Wali Gali,

Mohalla Mastgarh, Simble Chowk, 

Batala- 143505.


  
     _________________ Complainant

     





 Vs.

Shri  K.D.Kaler.
Public Information Officer ,(By Regd. Post)
-cum-Divisional Manager,

Pb. State Forest  Dev. Corpn. Ltd.,

Amritsar





________________ Respondent

CC No. 439 of 2007

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



ii)None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has stated that the deficiencies pointed out by him and communicated to the respondent in writing, have still not been removed by the respondent and he has not heard from him in compliance with this Court’s orders dated 28-6-2007.  The respondent was also directed to be present in the Court for today’s hearing, but he has ignored these orders and is neither present himself nor has he bothered to send the concerned APIO or any body else to represent him.  The conduct of the PIO in this case is sufficient to satisfy the Court that correct information has, not been given to the complainant malafidely, and without reasonable cause.

In the above circumstances, the PIO, office of the Divisional Manager, Punjab State Forest Dev. Corporation Ltd., Amritsar, is hereby given notice to show cause, on the next date of hearing, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day for every day that the required information was not supplied, after the prescribed period of 30 days, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-8-2007 for further orders.

 







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

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

Sh. Sukhvir Singh,

S/o sh. Manjit Singh,

Ward No. 6, Mohalla Molgarh,

VPO Bareta, Distt. Mansa.
 


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Mansa.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 684 of 2007

ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.

Disposed  of.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th 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

 Public Information Officer ,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.






………….Respondent

CC No. 210 of 2006

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


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

After the hearing in this case on 15-7-2007, the Commission has  received a copy of the covering letter of the respondent with which he has sent the information required by the complainant in compliance with the orders of this Court dated 14-6-2007.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed  of.








   (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated :   19th July,  2007

