 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) None, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The only action which remains to be taken in this case was for the respondent to intimate to the complainant about the fate of his representation against the adverse remarks in his ACR for the year 1994-95, in case the same is found to have been received in his office.

The respondent is not present. On the previous date of hearing on 5-7-2007, the Ld. Councel for the respondent was unable to show that the fees of Rs. 50/- deposited by the complainant along with his application for information was received on 27-6-2006, whereas there is  clear acknowledgement of Sh. Bikar Ram Mall of having received the fees on 13-6-2006.  Therefore, since the applicant was asked to deposit the prescribed fees on 14-7-2006 i.e. after  the period of 30 days had lapsed, no fees is payable by him for the information in accordance with section 7(6) of the RTI Act,2005


Accordingly, this case is disposed of with the directions to the respondent to give a copy of the personal file of the complainant to him without any payment of fees, within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders.  The respondent is also directed to implement the orders of this Court dated 5-7-2007, if not already done. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:  26th  July, 2007

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

Sh. Dayal Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh, 

V.ll. Birmi, Dera Euclyptus Garden,

P.O. Malakpur, Teh. &Distt. Ludhiana.
                 ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chairman, 

Pb. Waqf   Board, SCO- 1062-1063,

Sector-22-B, Chandigarh.



________________ Respondent

CC No. 897 & 898 of 2007

Present:
None.

ORDER

.



Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  The case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the required information to the complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders, if not already done.







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Yogesh Dewan,

# 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Appellant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

AC No. 193 & 194 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh.  Yogesh Dewan ,  appellant in person

ii)  Sh. Sanjeev Uppal, Superintendent and S. Hardev Singh, Head Draftsman,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The applications of the complainant dated 9-12-2006  (  AC-193/2007) and  17-1-2007  (AC-194/2007) were discussed in detail and the position which has emerged is that there is some confusion in various replies which have been given to the complainant.  The respondent has, therefore, been directed to carefully go through the above mentioned applications and to give clear cut parawise replies to each of the points mentioned in the two applications of the complainant within 15 days from today.

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







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Er. I. P. Singh Bains,

429, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.



  
                    __________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 961 of 2007

Present:
i) Er. I.P.Singh ,  complainant In person

ii)   Sh. Harinder Pal Singh  Parmar, DSP(SB),  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The Information required by the complainant will be given to him by the respondent within 10 days from today.

Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. J. S. Uppal, Advocate,

# 686-R, Model Town,

Jalandhar.



  
                     _________ Complainant 





V/s.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 880 of 2007

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

ii)   Sh. Harinder Pal Singh  Parmar, DSP(SB) on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The required information has been sent by the respondent to the complainant.

The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of.







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Ravi Pal Aggarwal,

DO-LIC

 VPO-ADHI

VIA-Kalasanghian,

Distt. Jalandhar



  
    ____________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 852 of 2007

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

ii)  Sh. Harinder Pal Singh  Parmar, DSP(SB) , on behalf of the   respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant in this case pertains to the Department of Health Services, Punjab, and the respondent is,  therefore, directed to forward it to the PIO, office of the Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar,  for necessary action.

The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Sham Singh,

S/o Late S. Dayal Singh,

V.ll. Birmi, Dera Eucalyptus Garden,

P.O. Malakpur, Teh. & Distt. Ludhiana.
  
    ____________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1065 of 2007

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



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


Heard.


The respondent has been advised to take action u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 in future, in case any application for information is received by him  which asks for information held by some other Public Authority, which has not been done in this case.  In any case,  the complainant has been informed that his application relates to the Vigilance Bureau, and he may now make a fresh application to the concerned PIO. 

 The  Notice of Hearing of the Commission dated 9-7-2007 clearly states that the PIO or the concerned APIO should appear for hearing before the Court. This direction of the Commission has not been followed and  Constable Sukhwinder Pal Singh instead has been sent as the respondent’s representative.  This is an infringement of the orders of this Court and should be avoided in future.

Disposed  of.
 







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar Bansal,

S/o Sh. Raghwir Chand,

Near Subhash Park,

Smana, Distt. Patiala.

  
                 ___________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 836 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh Naresh  Kumar  Bansal,  complainant. In person.


ii)   Const. Sukhwinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


This is a serious case in which the complainant before us has alleged  that he is a victim of false FIR No. 50 dated 4-3-2006, PS City Rajpura. Vide his application dated 8-1-2007,  he has asked for information from the SSP-cum-PIO, Patiala  on 13 points concerning this FIR and  copies of the inquiry which has been conducted into it.

The complainant has stated before the Court that he has got the required information from the respondent except  the information mentioned at point no. 10 and 11 of his application, which are as follows:-


Point-10   A copy of the Cancellation Report in respect of the  FIR,  sent by the DSP, Rajpura, to the concerned Court.  


Point No. 11   A copy of the decision taken by the SSP, Patiala, on the Inquiry Report of the FIR.


The respondent is directed to supply the information in respect of the above mentioned  two points of the complainant within 7 days from today.


The state of affairs concerning the implementation of the RTI Act in the office of the SSP,Patiala as revealed  in this case, is truly deplorable.  The application for information was made by the complainant on 8-1-2007, whereas the information was given to the complainant as late as on 23-7-2007, apparently after receiving the notice from the Commission for today hearing.
Cont….2
Page----2

 Further, although the notice of the Commission clearly directs the PIO, office of the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Patiala, to appear before the Commission today 
either  personally or through the concerned APIO,  this direction has been  flouted with impunity and  a Constable has been sent to this Court by the PIO as his representative.  Clearly, the SSP-cum-PIO,Patiala,  is not taking his duties and obligations under the RTI Act, 2005 with sufficient seriousness. A  written submission has been made by the SSP-cum-PIO, Patiala, stating that the required information has been given to the complainant,  but this statement is not entirely correct since, as pointed out above, the complainant has not received information in respect of two points mentioned in his application. 

In the above situation, the following directions are given:--

1. The orders now being passed by this Court are to be implemented in letter and spirit by the respondent within 7 days from today as already mentioned above.
2. The SSP-cum- PIO or the APIO is directed to be present personally in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been supplied to the complainant in compliance with this Court’s orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM  on  2-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.








(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007


A copy is forwarded to Sri Suresh Arora, IGP, HQs, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh.  He is requested to give suitable advice/directions to the SSP, Patiala.









(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Ashish Kapur,

Research Fellow,

Deptt. of Pharmaceutical Sciences,

Guru Nanak Dev University, 

Amritsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 798 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh.Ashish  Kapoor,  complainant. In person



ii)   S. Manminder  Singh, S.P.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has brought with him a copy of  the Inquiry Report of the complaint made by  Dr. Nidhi  Kapoor Chawla.  The respondent states that the Inquiry Report was not sent to the complainant earlier because he has sent a crossed IPO of Rs. 10/-,which cannot be encashed on account of being ‘crossed’.  At this stage, in view of the long delay which has already been caused, I consider it  necessary to waive the amount of application fees in this case and direct the respondent to give a copy of the Inquiry Report to the complainant in the Court.

The complainant may go through the report and in case any point mentioned in his application for information is not covered  by this document, he may point it out on the next date of hearing.


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







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

President, Consumer & Human Rights Forum (Regd.),

Civil Lines,
 Fazilka.



   
               ___________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 954 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  The case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the required information to the complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders, if not already done.








(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Vijay Abrol,

S/o Sh. Paras Ram, VPO Malikpur,

Teh. Pathankot.


  
    
_____________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Food Supplies Controller,

Gurdaspur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 889 of 2007

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



ii)    Shri  Om Parkash, Inspector,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has made a written submission to the Court that the application for information of the complainant dated 11-5-2007 has not been received in his office.  The complainant is advised to make a proper application for information as mentioned under the RTI Act, 2005 in Form “A” and send the same along with the application fee of Rs. 10/- by Bank Draft to  DFSC-cum-PIO, Gurdaspur,  who will then send the required information within 30 days.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment of this case but the same has been found to be not required.


Disposed  of.







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Megh Raj,

S/o Sh. Bour Chand,

C/o Goyal Rice Mill, 

Lehragaga-148031


  
                ___________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager, Markfed,

Sangrur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 950 of 2007

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



ii)   Sh. H.S.Bhatti, Sr. Accounts Officer,on behalf of the 



respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information mentioned at point No. 1 & 2 of his application dated 16-11-2006 of the complainant should be sent to him by  the  respondent by post within 7 days from today.  Insofar as point No. 3 is concerned, the subject matter of the information which he requires is   subjudice in a Civil Court  and the same therefore, cannot be supplied to him at present.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment but the same has been found to be not required.


Disposed  of.







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Yash Pal Kalra,

# 671, J.P. Nagar,

Jalandhar.



  
    
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh.

--------

_ Respondent

CC No. 884 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Yash Pal Karla,  complainant  in person



ii)   Sh.  Hari  Ram,  Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that since the subject matter of the application which he has made to the Hon’ble Minister for Food and Supplies, is subjudice in a Court in Kapurthala,  the information required by the complainant has been sent to the District Food and Supplies Controller, Kapurthala, for submission to the concerned Court on 2-8-2007. The information consists of about 25 pages of official noting  and the same is on the Court’s file and therefore, it will be appropriate for the complainant to approach the concerned Court for getting the required information.

Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

# 134/A, Gali No. 2,

Green Avenue, Faridkot.

  
    
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Member Secretary,

SC & ST Commission,

4th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 858 of 2007

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


ii)   None , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent in this case has informed the complainant that he should deposit the prescribed fees of Rs. 14/- for obtaining the information required by him.  However, the complainant had already deposited Rs. 50/- at the time of making his application on 16-3-2007 when the application fees was only Rs. 10/-Therefore, the complainant having already deposited an extra amount of Rs.40/-, it will not be required for him to deposit any further fees and the respondent is directed to send the information to the complainant without any further payment of fees immediately.


Disposed  of.







(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  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 Headquarters,)
Sector-9, Chandigarh.



_____________ Respondent

CC No. 502 of 2007

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



ii)Sh.  Satnam  Singh, DSP, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the directions of this Court dated 5-7-2007, the respondent has brought a revised and more detailed reply to the complaint’s application for information, which has been handed over to the complainant.  He may go through it and in case he finds that there are any deficiencies, the same can be pointed out and discussed on the next date of hearing.


Insofar as the required information being old and therefore, being not available is concerned, the complainant has made a submission that the respondent has submitted a para-wise reply to the Civil Writ Petition filed by him in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in 1983, and the information on the basis of which the averments were made by the respondent in his reply, cannot be now said to be not available.  The respondent is accordingly directed to review the information which has been supplied to the complainant today in the light of the reply given by them in the CWP mentioned above  and to give revised information to him, if found necessary.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.



            




     (P.K.Verma)

Dated    26th  July ,  2007


     
State Information Commissioner

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.  J. Biswas, on behalf of the complainant. 



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

Heard.


The point wise reply of the office of the SSP, Gurdaspur, to the application for information has been sent by them to the CEO, PAP, Jalandhar Cantt.  A copy thereof has been got made by the Court and given to the complainant.


Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner

Dated    26th  July ,  2007

