STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amrik Singh,

# 6/281, Ekta Niwas,

Nirankari Colony,

Delhi-110009.




  ______ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Deptt. Of Personnel,

Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


            ___ Respondent

CC No. 1396 of 2007

Present:
None.
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, which shows that the complainant has got the desired information or is not interested in pursuing his complaint.


Disposed of.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dharmvir Nagpal,

C/o Mrs. Sarojni Jagga,

N-158, Greater Kailash-I,

New delhi-110048.




  
  ________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 1403 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii) 
 Sh. Manminder Singh, S.P. (D), Amritsar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 16-8-2007.
The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Narinder Modi,

Sirhind Consumers Protection Forum,

Mohallah Modian, Sirhind,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Local self Government,

Govt. of Punjab, Pb. Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 1410 of 2007

Present:
i)
Sh. G.C.Swadeshi, on behalf of  the  complainant.
ii)  
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

In response to the complainant’s application for information, the respondent has sent the information which has been obtained by him from the Municipal Council, Sarhind, that no such incident about an imposter  having occupied  the Chamber of the Executive Officer, has come to their notice.


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



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Avtar Singh Munder,

# 852, St. No. 9,

Gurbax Colony, Patiala.


  
  _________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Conservator of Forests,

South Circle, Punjab,

Patiala.





_________ Respondent

CC No. 1412 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
Sh. Parkash Chand, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The required information has been given by the respondent to the complainant.
The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

R/o Vill. Halwara,

Tehsil Raycoat,

Distt. Ludhiana.



  
 

__ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director,Department of
Transport, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.





__ Respondent

CC No. 1417 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Law Officer,-cum-APIO

on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent states that this case relates to the  State Transport Controller, Punjab, and in fact the Secretary, RTA, Patiala has already informed the complainant that the information required by him can be given to him only if he provides further details of the permits issued to Shri Sarbjit Singh son of Late Shri Hari Singh.
In my considered view, the information asked for by he complainant cannot be given to him since it is exempted under section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.

The complainant is not present.

Disposed of.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surjit Singh,

# 80, Phase-4,

Mohali.



  
 

______ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






_____ Respondent

CC No. 1418 of 2007

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

ii) 
S. Hargobind Singh, DSP, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent in this case has paid scant attention to the three applications for information of the complainant dated 4-6-2007, 18-6-2007 and 11-7-2007.  

The information which has been asked for has neither been provided to him nor has the respondent brought his replies to the Court today.
In the above circumstances, one last opportunity is given to the respondent to prepare relevant and suitable replies to all the three applications and to bring them to the Court on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-9-2007 for confirmation  of compliance.



            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sidhu Rice & Gen. Mills,

VPO-Dhalleke,

Teh. & Distt. Moga.


  
 

___ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.





_______ Respondent

CC No. 1421 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Gurpreet Singh Sidhu,complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. BPS Rana, Asstt. Manager (PRI),on behalf of the 
respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent as well as by the PIO, office of the District Manager, Faridkot, except for a Memo No.Admn.1(167)-95/4877 stated to have been issued from Shri R.K.Kaushik, Manager (Personnel and Admn) to Sh. N.S.Sidhu, District Manager,PUNSUP, Faridkot, on 12-5-1995, mentioned at Sr. No. 3 of his application for information dated 5-4-2007.  The respondent has informed the complainant that there is no record of any such communication in the Head Office or  in the office of the District Manager, Faridkot.  The complainant is  not satisfied with this reply since he  has the full information about the memo. number and date  of the communication. In order to clarify this matter, the Court would like to see the dispatch Register of the office of the  Manager, Personnel and Admn,Punsup, Chandigarh,    relating to the dispatch of letters sent between 11-5-1995 to 19-5-1995.  The same may be brought by the respondent to the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-9-2007 for further orders.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tribhawan Kumar,

#3125, Sector-37-D,

Chandigarh.


  
 


_____ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o The Manager,

Patiala Central Coop. Bank Ltd.,

Patiala.






______ Respondent

CC No. 1436 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Tribhawan Kumar,complainant in person.

ii)  
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

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)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tribhawan Kumar,

#3125, Sector-37-D,

Chandigarh.


  
 


___ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o The Manager,

Ludhiana Coop. Bank Ltd.,

Ludhiana.






__ Respondent

CC No. 1433 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Tribhawan Kumar,   complainant in person.

ii)  
None     on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

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)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sharwan Sehgal,

Advocate,

# 49/69, Harpal Nagar,

Ludhiana.




   
_________ Complainant

      



Vs.

Public Information Officer, (Regd. Post)
O/o Registrar,

Guru Angand Dev Veterinary and Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.  





____________ Respondent

CC No. 1206 of 2007

Present:
i)   Dr.  A.S. Grewal , on behalf of the  complainant.

Ii )  None, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent is not present and the complainant informed the Court that according to what he has been told, the respondent has not received the orders of this Court dated 10-8-2007, which have, therefore, not been complied with.

In the above circumstances, a copy of the Court’s orders dated 10-8-2007 may again be sent to the respondent by Regd. Post with the directions that it must be complied with in letter and spirit and confirmation brought to the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-10-2007 for confirmation of compliance.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

Encl:  1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Randev Singh Sandhu,

S/o Sh. G.S. Sandhu,

Near civil Hospital,

Anandpur Sahib-140118,

Distt. Ropar.




 ___________ Complainant

 


Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director of Public Instructions (Colleges),

SCO 66-67, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.



`
________ Respondent

CC No. 1042 of 2007

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

ii)   Ms. Raman Kalia, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The required information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant except that  it has been stated therein that according to the workload  sent by the College to the respondent, the post of Lecturer in Physics became surplus but a copy of the workload  stated to have been sent by the College has not been provided to him.  The respondent states that a copy of the work load would be available in some other section with which she is not concerned but she is present here as representative of the PIO and ,therefore,  she must accept  the responsibility for the entire office of the respondent.
In the above circumstances, I direct that a copy of the work load mentioned in the afore mentioned paragraph should be obtained by the respondent  either from the office of the respondent or by sending a messenger to the office of the SGTB Khalsa College,Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar,  and given to the complainant within one week .
The complainant in his application had asked for a photostat copy of the entire file related to him. Some documents have been given to him but  he wishes to inspect the file.  The PIO is directed to make the file available to the complainant for inspection to day itself, and to give him copies of any other document which he selects.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-9-2007 for confirmation of compliance. 


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85,2nd floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Advocate Surinder Pal,

C/o Lawyers for Social Action,

H. No. 539/112/3, Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana- 141007.

    


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, (By Regd.Post)

O/o Chairman, 

Zila Parishad, near old Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.






_________ Respondent

CC No. 1116 of 2007

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

ii )  None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information in this case was asked for by the complainant on 23-4-2007 but he has failed to get any response from the respondent.  In its orders dated 10-8-2007, the Court had directed the respondent to provide the information required by the complainant within 10 days from the date of receipt of these orders  and has also issued a notice to Shri Prayank Bharti, Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development)-cum-PIO, Zila Parishad, Ludhiana to show cause on the next date of hearing i.e. today as to why the penalty prescribed under section 20 of the RTI Act, of Rs. 250 per day should not be imposed upon him for having denied the information to the complainant malafidely.
It is a matter of great regret that inspite of the notice issued from the Court, the respondent has neither bothered to send a reply to the show cause notice nor has  he appeared in the Court nor sent any representative with his reply.  The direction of the Court that the information required by the complainant  should be given to him within 10 days from the date of receipt of the Court orders dated 10-8-2007 has also been ignored.
In the above circumstances, one last opportunity is given to the respondent to

a) provide the required information to the complainant before the next date of hearing;

b) reply to the show cause notice dated  10-8-2007issued by the Court , by name, under Post Office  Regd. Letter Receipt No.2975 dated 18-8-2007.                                                                                                                                       contd…2
                                                     ----2----

For the inconvenience  and unnecessary expenditure caused to the complainant, I award costs of Rs. 500/- to him which should be disbursed to him by the office of the respondent before the next date of hearing.
               Adjourned to 10 AM on 25-10-2007 for further orders.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner
A copy is forwarded to Sh.Satish Chandra, IAS, Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Rural Development and Panchayats, Chandigarh, for his information and such necessary action as he may deem fit to take.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.K. Saini,

Flat No. 15-G,

New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.





_______ Complainant

Vs.

( Sh. Kuldeep Rai Verma)


.

Public Information Officer 

-cum-Executive Officer

Municipal Council, 

Zirakpur.






_______ Respondent

CC No. 229 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the  complainant.

ii) Shri  Kuldeep Rai Verma, Executive Engineer, Municipal     Council, Zirakpur.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made  the submission that he has joined in the post of Executive Engineer in the Municipal Council, Zirakpur, only recently and he will ensure that applications made under the RTI Act, are attended to promptly.  He states that there was no intention on his part to delay the supply of information to the  complainant and he has every regard and respect for the State Information Commission and the Court. In view of the submission made by the respondent, the notice issued to him vide the Court’s orders  dated  13-7-2007 is hereby dropped.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

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



ii) Sh . Janak Raj, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.


In response to the application of the appellant,  the respondent has prepared the required information in the format provided by the appellant in respect of various projects covering many months.

The above information alone runs into 1400 pages. The respondent has made a plea that the entire staff of his office has been engaged in the preparation of the information required by the complainant and all the other public work  is suffering.  In my considered view, a balance has to be struck  between any objective which the complainant has in mind in asking for the required information,and the number of man hours and time of the office of the respondent which has to be devoted to this task  in utter neglect of other duties.  The appellant cannot be allowed to use the RTI Act in a manner which results in adversely affecting the public interest.  Therefore, I order that the   information already prepared  and which will be given to him  after he deposits the balance amount of fees, is sufficient and no other information is required to be either prepared or given to him with reference to his application for information dated 9-11-2006.

Disposed of.


            



  
  (P.K.Verma)

Dated: 7th  September, 2007
                  State Information Commissioner

