State Information Commission, Punjab,

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 40, Premier Enclave,

Vill. Nicchi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 435 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 6-7-2007 to give another opportunity to the parties to appear before this Court.


            



 

  (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 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.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o 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.


 There are two applications for information made by the complainant in this case. Sh. Manpreet Singh, Counsel for the complainant, has informed the Court that he has received the required information with reference to the complainant’s application dated nil, addressed to the PIO, office of the Divisional Manager (T), Punjab State Forest Development Corporation, Amritsar, and he therefore wishes to withdraw his complaint  with reference to this application.  Insofar as the second application dated 20-10-2006 addressed to the  “PIO-cum-DM”, PSFDC,  Amritsar, is concerned, the Counsel has informed the Commission that the respondent has sent some information, but the same is incomplete and he has pointed out the deficiencies to the respondent in a written communication.

The respondent is not present. He is, however, directed to remove the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant and to appear in the Court on the next date of hearing with copies of all the information supplied to the complainant as a result of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 19-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Singh Walia,

# 91, Sector 16-A, 

Chandigarh.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

General Administration, Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 440 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Sh. Kuldip Rai,Under Secretary,Secretariat Admn.,-cum-APIO.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has informed the Court that all decisions on the issues except issue No. (vi) mentioned in the application for information of the complainant dated 12-11-2006 have been taken  since the letter dated 19-6-2007 was sent to the Commission. The complainant has been informed about the decisions which have been taken and he is satisfied with the same. The absence of the complainant supports the contention of the respondent.  The information pertaining to point No (vi) should also be sent to the complainant in due course.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.


            



   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. N.K. Batra,

# 262, Block-N, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Seed Corporation,

SCO 835-36, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 450 of 2007

Present:
i) Shri N.K.Batra, complainant in person.


ii) Shri J.K.Dixit, PIO-cum-GM, PUNSEED.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been handed over by the respondent to him in the Court today.  The complainant desires an opportunity to point out deficiency, if any, in the information which has been provided.  The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 6-7-2007 for the above mentioned purpose.  Both the parties should appear before this Court on that date. 



            



   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

S/o Sh. Malkit Singh,

Chakki No.-7, Central Ahata,

Central Jail Ludhiana. 


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 454  &  455  of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant.


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

Heard.


 The information required by the complainant in both these cases has been sent to him by the respondent, and duly received and acknowledged by the former.

Disposed of.


            



   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Comrade Ashok Kumar Malhotra,

# 539/10, Sita Nagar,

Ludhiana. 


  


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 467 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Sham Lal Saini,on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER

Heard.

The application for information which is the subject matter of this case is identical to the application which was made for the same information by   Shri Sham Lal Saini and since the required information was given  by the respondent in response to the earlier application, it would appear that no further action is required to be taken in the present case. The complainant, however, would like to know, with reference to point No. 3 of the list mentioned in  his application dated 17-2-2007, about the present status of the inquiry into the complaint lodged by Ms. Davinder Kaur W/o Shri Piara Singh.  The respondent has undertaken to supply this information, with a covering letter, by post, within seven days from today.

Disposed  of.            








       (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagtar Singh,

C-38/C, Railway Colony,

Lajpat Nagar, New Delhi-24.  


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

1.)Public Information Officer ,

   O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

   Patiala.

2) Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman Improvement Trust,

Patiala.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 471 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Shri. D.K.Chohan, PIO and Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary, APIO,



     Improvement Trust Patiala.
ORDER

Heard.


 Neither the complainant nor the PIO,o/o the Sr. Superintendent Police, Patiala, one of the two respondents in this case are present.  The  2nd respondent namely, the PIO, O/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Patiala has informed the Court that the information required by the complainant has been supplied to him.

Insofar as the first respondent is concerned, all that the complainant has asked for  in his application for information is whether an FIR relating to the incident of suicide in the Indane Hall Hotel, Patiala,  reported in the press on 27-8-2006, has been registered  or not.  The PIO, o/o the SSP Patiala is directed to supply this information to the complainant within seven days of the date of receipt of these orders, if this has not already been done.


Disposed of.                                                                                                 


            



   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Devinder Pal,

C/o Tribune Office, SCO No. 20,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.  


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 474 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii) Sh. M.S.Chhinna, AIG (Litigation) Pb. Police,o/o  DGP,Pb
ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has pointed out that the information required by the complainant in this case pertains to the Security Wing of the Punjab Police, which has been exempted from the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005 by the Government vide its Notification  issued by the Government of Punjab, on 23-2-2006.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case. The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.


            



   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Karan Kumar Sharma,

# 39-B, Circular Road,

Amritsar.


 


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar, 

Baba Farid University of Health & Sciences,

Faridkot.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 490 of 2007

Present:
i)Dr. Karan Kumar Sharma,complainant in person.


ii) Sh. J,S,Jaidka, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


 The respondent has handed over to the complainant in   the Court, copies of the documents asked for by him as mentioned in para (iii) (a) & (b) of his application for information dated 16-1-2007. Regarding the information mentioned in the complaint in para (iii) ibid, the respondent has informed the Court that there has been no proceedings in this case so far.  Therefore, it is not possible to supply any information in respect of this point.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.


            




   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Sh. Puran Singh,

# 23166, Street No. 3,

Bhai Mati Dass Nagar,

Mansa Road, Bathinda.
 


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Agricultural Development Bank,

Bank Square, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 670 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii)  Shri N.S.Vashishat, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The question whether a Cooperative Society is a  “public authority” as defined in the RTI Act,2005, is under adjudication in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  It would be advisable to wait for the decision of the Hon’ble Court on this point, after which fresh notices will be issued to the parties. 



            



   
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sarvjit Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 856, Lawyers Chamber Complex, 

New Judicial Courts, Ludhiana. 


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 677 of 2007

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


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

Heard.


 The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.

The complainant has submitted that since the information was not provided within the prescribed period of 30 days, heavy costs should be imposed on the respondent. However, from the circumstances of the case, including the date of application for information and the date on which it was supplied, I do not consider this to be the case in which imposition of costs or any manner of penalty is called for.


Disposed  of.


            



  

 (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Piara Singh,

# 80, Ward No-8,

Krishna Colony, Dasuya.
 


     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o The Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Personnel and Admn. Reforms,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 681 of 2007

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


ii) Sh. Amrit Lal Ashta, Supdt-cum-APIO.,Punjan Raj Bhawan.
ORDER

Heard.


The APIO, Punjab Raj Bhawan, Chandigarh, has correctly informed the complainant that his application for information in this case concerns the PIO/Department of Personnel, Government of Punjab, to whom it has been forwarded, as is required under the RTI Act .

A copy of the application for information dated 18-1-2007 of the complainant should be sent to the PIO, Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh, with the direction that the information  required by the complainant should be sent to him within 30 days of the receipt of these orders,


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 2-8-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



  
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 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

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


ii)S. Rajinder Singh, Inspector, F&S, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


A copy of his application for information dated 7-3-2007 has been obtained from the complainant in the Court today.  The respondent has sent a reply to the complainant containing para -wise response to his application, obtained from Bareta Gas Service, Bareta, Distt. Mansa, with which the complainant is not satisfied .  On the other hand, the respondent has written to the Marketing Division of Indian Oil Corporation Limited, New Delhi, requesting that the required information may be sent to the complainant,  as advised by the Assistant Manager, LPG Company, Bhatinda.  It is, therefore, not clear whether the information in this case falls within the jurisdiction of Distt. Food & Supplies Controller, Mansa, or the Indian Oil Company, New Delhi, and it is important to determine this point  because on this question depends whether this case falls within the jurisdiction of Punjab Information Commission or the Central Information Commission.

In order to resolve this matter, the District Food & Supplies Controller, Mansa  is directed to be present either personally or through the  concerned APIO in the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 19-7-2007 for further consideration and orders.



            



  

(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Paminder Walia,

# 12, Ward No. 9, 

Near Town Hall, Ahemadgarh,

Tehsil: Malerkotla, Sangrur. 


     _________________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o District Forest Officer,

Ferozepur Road, Opp. Puda Office,

Ludhaina.






________________ Respondent

CC No. 691 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 6-7-2007 to give another opportunity to the parties to appear before this Court.


            



  
 
(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34, 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 Divisional Manager,
Punjab State Forest Devep. Corporation Ltd.

Amritsar







.--------Respondent
AC No. 48   of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the appellant nor the respondent are present. The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 20-7-2007 to give another opportunity to the parties to appear before this Court.


            



  
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No. 32-34, 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 Divisional Forest Officer,

Dasuya






   ………….Respondent

AC No. 51  of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the appellant.


ii) Ms. Chanchal Devi, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


This case was heard for the first time on 30-3-2007 where it was recorded in the orders of this Court that the appellant wishes to look at the information before depositing the requisite fees  of Rs. 11,202/-. The case was adjourned for enabling further necessary action by the appellant and the respondent.  However, neither the appellant nor the respondent were present on the next date of hearing and the case was again adjourned to 28-6-2007 ( i.e. today).  In the meanwhile, the respondent has written to the appellant advising him to take necessary action as recorded in the orders of this Court, referred to above, but although three months have passed since those orders were made, neither the appellant nor any person on his behalf has visited the office of the respondent to inspect the information, nor has the required fees of Rs. 11,202 been deposited by him.

In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.  However, the respondent is directed to give whatever information the appellant opts to obtain, after he has deposited the requisite fees. 

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:  28th  June, 2007
