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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

148,  Noorpura Basti,

Sunami Gate, Sangrur.


  
    ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad, Faridkot.




_________ Respondent

CC No. 407 of 2008

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


ii)
Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Dy.CEO, Zila Parishad, Faridkot.  on 



behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


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

Disposed  of.





Sd/----







 (P.K.Verma)







       State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Kumar Kaura,

5C, Phase I, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana-141010.

  
    ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.






_____ Respondent

CC No.410 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Kuldeep Kumar Kaura, complainant in person.


ii)
Sh. Joginder Singh, AFSO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court and has been given to the complainant.

The complainant submits that there has been considerable delay in this case since he had made his application for information on 1-12-2007 and  received the information after more than four months.  The representative of the PIO present  before us states that the delay is on account of reluctance on the part of the depot holders  to part with the information and they had to be finally threatened by the DFSC with the suspension of supply of items, only after which they complied with the departmental orders and parted with the required information.

While the stand taken by the PIO may be correct, the fact is that it is a matter of regret that an officer of the department of the level of DFSC, who is in charge of the district and possess all the powers for taking action against the deport holders, should  take such a long time to collect  factual information from the licensees. Obviously, there has been some carelessness  on the part of the  lower staff working in the PIO’s  office and he is advised to call for their explanation  about the delay in this case and in case the same is not satisfactory, to take  disciplinary action against them.  The PIO is also advised to be careful 
Contd….2/

--2--

and see that  information is supplied under the RTI Act within the prescribed period of 30 days.            






The complainant would like to have an opportunity to examine the information which has been supplied  to see whether there is any deficiency,   for which purpose  the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 2-5-2008 in Court Room No. 1, in SCO 84-85,Sector 17-C,Chandigarh.








Sd/----







 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Parminder Singh,

President, Meera Sahib Educational Welfare Society,

64/19 Veer Nagar, Mansa.

  
     ___________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






____ Respondent

CC No.   413   of 2008

Present:
None.
ORDER


The respondent has informed the Commission vide their letter dated 15-04-2008 that the information required by the complainant has been provided to him.  

Disposed of.








Sd/-----







 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Habans Singh,

C/o Jarnail Singh Sandhu,

Tubewell .No. 5, Near Fire Brigade,

Sangrur.



  
     ___________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Manager,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Sangrur.






____ Respondent

CC No.417 of 2008

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant 



ii)
Sh.  Vijay  Kumar Garg, Distt.Manager,Pb. Warehousing 



Corporation, Sangrur.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that he can collect the information required by him after depositing the prescribed fees of Rs. 272/- (@ Rs. 2/- per page), but there has been no response from the complainant.


In the above circumstances, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give the information required by the complainant as and when he deposits the prescribed fees.


Disposed of.









Sd/---







 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

148 Noorpura Basti,

Sunami Gate, Sangrur.


  
     __________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.




________ Respondent

CC No.426 of 2008

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


ii)
None    on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the respondent has not given full and complete information to him with reference to his application dated 4-1-2008 and  whatever information has been given has been provided informally.


Vide their letter dated 14-1-2008, the respondent has informed the complainant that the information asked for by him is not specific.  And later on  vide his letter dated  13-2-2008 he informed the complainant that the information asked for by him is ready and he can visit his (respondent’s)  office on any working day and collect  the same after depositing the required fees.  The action taken by the respondent in this case  leaves much to be  desired:
1. The information  has not been  provided to the complainant within the period of 30 days prescribed in the RTI Act and therefore he is to be given the information free of charge, and therefore any fees taken from the complainant for the information ( @ Rs. 2/- per page) is required to be refunded to him.
2. The information has been asked for by the complainant by Registered post and  it is, therefore, to be sent to him by this method and the respondent cannot ask the applicant to visit his office for the same.












---p2/
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The complainant states that he has appended his signatures on a statement that he had received the information, but he discovered subsequently that the respondent has only informally written the dates of appointment and the places of postings of the pharmacists on the copies of the certificates of the pharmacists, and the information asked for the complainant at  sr. no. (iii) of his application dated 4-1-2008 has not been supplied to him at all.  In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to prepare the full and complete information asked for by the complainant, point wise, in the order in which points appear in the application, and send the same to the complainant by registered post at the address given by him, free of charge, within ten days of the date of receipt of these orders.

I further direct that in case the details regarding the dates of the field training of the employed pharmacists and the institution in which it was undergone are not readily available with the respondent, he should convene a meeting of all the pharmacists employed in the district and collect the information from them.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 22-5-2008 for confirmation of compliance.










Sd/-----








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Swami Hari Har Das Tyagi,

C/o Sh. Sanjay Pathak,

M/s Pixel Zone, 52, Saffaron Mall,

Near GPO, Jalandhar City-144001.
  
     ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Firms & Societies, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, 3rd Floor,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




______ Respondent

CC No.440 of 2008

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant 



ii)
Sh. Bakhshish Singh, Registrar and  Sh. Shiv Charan 




Dass, Sr. Asstt-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant with reference to his application for information dated 31-1-2008 that he is not vested with any powers under the Societies Registration Act, 1860,  to interfere in, or take any corrective action regarding, any internal affairs of any firm or society, and his role is limited to the registration only of firms and societies.

In the above circumstances, there is no further action which can be taken

in this case, which is disposed of.













Sd/---







 (P.K.Verma)







        State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Darshan Singh,

H.No. 536-A, Sector 35A,

Chandigarh.



  
     _________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Social  Security of Women and 

Child Welfare, Punjab, Sector 34,
Chandigarh.





________ Respondent

CC No.441 of 2008

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


ii)
Ms. Shakuntala  Devi, Asstt,   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that 59 persons are getting old-age pension in Village Neevan Dhakala,  Block  Dorangla, Gurdaspur. The photostat copies of the forms of the applicants getting pension cannot be supplied to the complainant since they contain information which is strictly personal, and the action taken on the complaints referred to in the complainant’s application can be intimated to him only if more specific details of the complaints, such as the subject matter and date of the complaint etc. are given.  He is accordingly advised to make a fresh application to the PIO with complete details in case he is still interested in getting the information.

Disposed  of.





   Sd/-----







    (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Darshan Singh,

H.No. 536-A, Sector 35A,

Chandigarh.



  
     _______ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




____ Respondent

CC No.442 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Darshan Singh complainant in person


ii)
Sh. Sat Pal, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant vide his letter dated 12-3-2008 that the appeal of Sh. Baljinder Singh against the fine which has been imposed  on him  by the Panchayat was accepted by the  DDPO, Gurdaspur  and the fine which had been imposed on  him was cancelled.  A copy of the order of the DDPO, Gurdaspur, passed on the appeal,   has also been supplied to the complainant.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








Sd/-------







 (P.K.Verma)







        State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Niranjan Singh,

 Baba Jagir Singh Colony,

Near BDO office,

V&PO  Rayya Mandi

Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.

  
     _____ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Patti,

Distt. Amritsar.





____ Respondent

CC No.    455   of   2008

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


ii)
  None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.  The complainant states that he also wants  a copy of the orders of the concerned court on the basis of which Sh. Kulwant Singh son of  S.Mewa Singh, Conductor No. 125, was dismissed from service. He has been advised to make a separate application under the RTI Act for this additional formation.


Disposed of.









Sd/------







 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Mittal,

Mall Road, Ghoniana Mandi,

Bathinda.




  
     ____ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Bathinda.






___ Respondent

CC No.    457    of 2008

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant 



ii)
Sh.  Gurpal  Singh  Dhillon, Forest Range Officer,  on behalf 



of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that the shisham trees which were  uprooted were not standing on the Forest Department’s land and therefore, the Forest Department has no jurisdiction in the matter and was not required to take any action.

Disposed of.





Sd/--------







 (P.K.Verma)







         State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

VPO Malkana Via Rama,

Distt. Bathinda.



  
     ____ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Bathinda.






____ Respondent

CC No.   458  of   2008

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


ii)
Sh. Iqbal  Singh Brar, Dy. CEO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case has asked for the respondent about the  dates on which the veterinary pharmacists employed by the service provider attended their field training and the name of the Institution in which the  said training was undergone.  The respondent states that this information is not available in his office.  However, since the service provider is the Rural Veterinary Officer and works under the CEO of the Zila Parishad, the information asked for by the complainant comes within the definition of “information” as defined in the RTI Act and the respondent is directed to convene a meeting of all the veterinary pharmacists engaged by the service provider and collect the required information from them and supply the same  to the complainant.  If any veterinary pharmacist so employed on contractual basis is unable to give the name of the institution from where he underwent his field training, or the dates of his training,  the obvious conclusion is that he has not undergone such  training,  and this information will also be supplied to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-5-208 for confirmation of compliance.









Sd/------







 (P.K.Verma)







       State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Prem Dass Sharma,

4577/1, street No. 2,

Sirhindi Gate, Patiala.


  
     ____ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corpn.,

 Patiala.





_____ Respondent

CC No.464 of 2008

Present:
i)
 Sh. Prem Dass Sharma,   complainant  in  person.


ii)
Sh.Raj Dhiraj Singh Bal, GM, PRTC,  Patiala cum PIO
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided by the respondent and the complainant agrees that all the information has been received by him.  He, however, submits that  complete information was not given in the first instance  and has observed that some officers in  the   PRTC, Patiala, generally make an attempt to avoid giving the information in response to  applications under the  RTI Act.   
I am satisfied that there has been  no unreasonable delay in supplying the information to the complainant in this case. However, action can be taken against officers who cause unreasonable delays under Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, if  a report to this effect is received from the PIO.

Disposed of. 









Sd/------







 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Chaman Lal,

H.No. 120, Block-8,

The Mohali Employees 
Coop. House Building Society Ltd.,

Sector 68,  Mohali.



  
          Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.114 of 2008

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


ii)
Ms.  Navinder Kaur, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In response to the complainant’s application for information, the respondent has given a detailed reply vide the letter of Superintendent, Admn, Branch-1, dated 15-2-2008, in which the position regarding  the issuance and maintenance of roster registers and seniority lists in respect of Inspectors and Sub Inspectors  has been explained.   The copies of the available roster registers and seniority lists have also been given to the complainant.  The complainant has made an objection that the copies of the roster registers specified by him in his application have not been given to him.  However, the respondent has clearly stated that no other roster register is available in their records. Insofar as the cadres of AR, DR, JR, and Additional Registrar, Coop. Societies are concerned, the respondent has made the statement that these are gazetted cadres and the information required by the complainant would be available with the Financial Commissioner, Cooperation,  Government  of Punjab, and for this information he should make an application to the PIO,  office of the Financial Commissioner, ..2/ 
--2--

Cooperation.  The complainant is advised to make a fresh application accordingly.

Disposed of.





Sd/------







 (P.K.Verma)







         State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

138, Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.



  
     _____ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.






___ Respondent

AC No.109 of 2008

Present:
i)
None  on behalf of the  complainant 



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

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that the inquiries referred to by him in his application dated 19-11-2007 and four applications dated 28-11-2007 have still not been completed, and that copies of the inquiry reports of  all these cases will be supplied on the completion of the inquiry reports.  It is expected that the above mentioned  action will be completed and the information required by the complainant will be given to him within two months from today.


Disposed  of.









Sd/------







 (P.K.Verma)







        State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Harpreet Singh,



  
     _____ Complainant

V PO   Jhatra, The. Zira

Distt. Ferozepur     

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Chief Exec. Officer,

Zila Parishad,Ferozepur.






___ Respondent

CC No.   425   of   2008

Present:
i)
  Sh. Kuldip  Singh   on behalf of the  complainant 



ii)
 S. Sukhdev Singh, Supdt.,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


Although the respondent has intimated the complainant that the information regarding veterinary pharmacists engaged on contractual basis would be available with the service provider, he  now states that he has started collecting the information from all the blocks  after receiving notice from the Commission for today’s hearing.  The action which has been started by the respondent is correct because the service provider works under the supervision of the CEO, Zila Parishad, who cannot therefore say that the information is not available with him.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been collected and it will be sent to him by registered post within the  next two days.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 22-5-2008 to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him.









Sd/---







 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:   17th  April ,  2008
