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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh,

Village Bamna, Ravidass Basti,

Tehsil Samana, District Patiala.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2014  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurmit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 4.7.2013, the respondent had submitted a written reply enclosing photocopy of letter No.11078 dated 13.2.2013 vide which information was said to have been furnished to the complainant.  However, as the complainant was absent, the case was adjourned to 11.7.2013 to afford him one opportunity to file his objections/rejoinder, if any. However, inspite of having been given an opportunity he is again absent today without intimation.  He has also not filed any objection/rejoinder.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent-department that the information stands duly furnished vide their letter dated 13.2.2013, a copy of which has been placed on record.  The present complaint filed in the Commission on 4.6.2013 is closed.











( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shimla Garg w/o Sham Lal Garg,

#40, Central Town, Village Daad,

P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana-142022.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer,

Police Station Sadar,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1243 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg on behalf of the complainant.

ASI Balbir Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received reply of all his queries except those at Sr. No.6 and 7.  At Sr. No.6, he has asked for concerned law under which necessary action on inquiry is taken.  At Sr. No.7, he has asked for time period specified to take action on complaints.
2.

Both these queries are not well worded to come within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Whatever action was taken on the complaint, attested copies of the same have been given to a information-seeker.  If the provisions of the relevant law are indicated in the documents, the information will be self-speaking.  However, the PIO is not required to furnish any reasons beyond what are given in documents.

3.

Similarly, there is no specified time in law to take a particular action on a complaint by a person.  The time period within which action was taken in the complaint of the information-seeker in the present case is obvious from the copies of the documents furnished to him and therefore no further action is called for under the RTI Act in respect of the present case, which was filed in the Commission on 19.3.2013.  Accordingly the complaint case is closed.

4.

The respondent is cautioned to be careful in maintaining time schedule provided under the RTI Act.

( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shimla Garg w/o Sham Lal Garg,

#40, Central Town, Village Daad,

P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana-142022.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer,

Police Station, Civil Lines,

Division No.5,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1244 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg on behalf of the complainant.

SI Mukesh Kumar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has given point-wise reply to eleven queries of the complainant, who however alleges deficiencies in the information.  The respondent undertakes to remove the same.

2.

To come up on 20.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Shimla Garg w/o Sham Lal Garg,

#40, Central Town, Village Daad,

P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana-142022.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer,
Police Station Civil Lines, Division No.5,
Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1245 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg on behalf of the complainant.

SI Mukesh Kumar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has been given a copy of original RTI application dated 7.1.2013, which the respondent alleges was never received by them.  The respondent will re-verify from the record of the concerned Police Station whether RTI application was received or not.  The respondent shall also give a suitable reply to the complainant regarding the information being sought by him keeping in view the provision of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

To come up on 20.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Arun Garg s/o Sham Lal Garg,

#40, Central Town, Village Daad,

P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana-142022.



      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  Assistant Commissioner of Police,

(Rural), Gill, Ludhiana-141001.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1253 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg complainant.

Shri Balbir Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


The queries of the information-seeker are not suitably worded to fall within the ambit of Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

I have heard the complainant today.  He had originally moved a complaint to the Chief Minister, Punjab alleging corruption by the officials of Jail Department.  This application was transferred to the Police Department, which however further forwarded it to the Jail Department for appropriate action.  These facts have been duly conveyed by the PIO/Assistant Commissioner of Police (Rural), Ludhiana to the complainant.  The complainant, however, is not satisfied with the reply and wants to know the concerned law under which action is to be taken by the Jail Department.
3.

The respondent is represented by ASI-Balbir Singh who has appeared on behlaf of Shri Gurpreet Singh, Assistant Commissioner of Police (Rural), Ludhiana.  Legal position has been explained by the representative of the respondent that action on a complaint against an employee is to be taken by the concerned senior officials of the Administrative Department. Police Department or Vigilance Department will come into picture only if an FIR or case is registered or formal reference is made to the Vigilance Department.  There is no other law on this issue and the complaint is to be enquired into by the Administrative Department.  The second query of the complainant is as to time limit within which action is to be taken on a complaint.  This query has also been explained by the representative of the respondent. There is no time limit prescribed under law for disposing of complaints made against the government employees on administrative side.
4.

In view of the above, the queries of the information-seeker stand explained and answered. At present, original complaint of the information-seeker leveling corruption charges is with the Jails Department. It is for that department to take cognizance of the same.
5.

The present complaint case filed in the Commission on 20.3.2013 is closed with the observation that the respondent should be careful in observing the statutory time period laid down under the RTI Act for furnishing of the information.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar, #238,

Basant Avenue,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Green Field,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1226 of 2013

&

Shri Raj Kumar, #238,

Basant Avenue,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Green Field,

Ludhiana. 







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1227  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Raj Kumar complainant..

Shri K.P.S. Dhariwal, District Manager alongwith Shri Jaswant Singh, Branch Manager, Shri S.P. Singh, Senior Assistant (legal) and Smt. Amrit Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has filed a written reply dated 11.7.2012, which he submits in both the cases bearing No.CC-1226/2013 and CC-1227/2013.  The plea of the respondent is that information-seeker-Shri Raj Kumar has been proceeded against criminally for alleged embezzlement while posted at Branch Office, Jagraon of Markfed, Punjab. It is averred that the record demanded by him pertains to his tenure as Branch Officer, Jagraon and most of it has not been reconciled inspite of repeated reminders issued to him.  It is further averred that some of the record requested by him is actually in his own custody and is yet to be submitted to District Headquarter.  It is further  averred that considerable record, which bears his signatures has now been found to be forged and its authenticity has been denied by other co-signatory of these documents as enclosed with the written submissions at Annexure-B and B-1.  The averment of the respondent is that these documents cannot be attested as authenticity of these documents is questionable.

 2.

The remaining record, however, has been furnished.

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  So far as the issue of documents having been placed on record by the information-seeker himself under his signatures, the authenticity of which is being questioned by the respondent, the parties agree that copies of these documents may be given to the complainant without authentication and verification by respondent.  Since the parties agree to this arrangement, the respondent is directed to do the needful within 10 days of this order.

4.

Furthermore, the respondent shall confirm this in writing that dates on which Technical Officer, Ludhiana and his other staff members undertook tour to Jagraon during the period 1.4.2012 to 31.12.2012.  However, copies of TA Bills need not be given.

5.

With the above, the present two complaints filed in the Commission on 18.3.2013 are closed.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bharat Bhushan,

#117, Sector 10,

Panchkula-134109.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara,

District Ludhiana.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Samrala.

District Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 998  of 2013

Present:
Shri Bharat Bhushan appellant in person.
Shri Surinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Samrala alongwith Shri Rajinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER   



Shri Surinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Samrala requests for an adjournment as Tesildar, Samrala is on leave.  He undertakes to send reply on nine issues raised by the present appellant in his RTI request dated 18.12.2012.  Information pertaining to Sr. No.10 has already been provided.

2.

To come up on 19.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bal Krishan Sharma,

#9 A, Century Enclave, 

Gali No.1, Nabha Road,

Patiala.









      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.









    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.   1010   of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



As a last opportunity to the complainant, the case is adjourned to 12.8.2013.
2.

To come up on 12.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)


Shri Gurpreet Singh s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

r/o  Village Maherampur Tapriyan,

Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,Majra, 

District Mohali.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1724 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurpeet Singh complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has placed on record a letter bearing No.598 dated 29.5.2013, which was addressed to Shri Gurpreet Singh-present complainant.  On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that the letter was returned by the postal authorities saying that no person lives by the name of Shri Gurpreet Singh in the village Mehrampur Tapriyan . The case was adjourned to 11.7.2013 and fresh notice was issued to the complainant.  He has appeared today and stated that he has received the information only yesterday, which was delayed probably due to incorrect address. He expresses his satisfaction with the information furnished to him. Accordingly, the present complaint filed in the Commission on 3.5.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

SCO  No.84-85 Sector 17C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurbachan Singh,

# 3079, Sector 27-D,

Chandigarh.








        ---Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala

FAA-.Principal Chief Conservator of Forests Punjab,

Forest Complex, Sector 68,

Mohali.


Deputy Manager (RS), 

Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., Sangrur Division, 

Near Eshwan Beer, Elaval Road, Sangrur 



-----Respondents




AC No.799 of 2013

Present:-  
 Sh. Gurbachan Singh appellant in person.

Sh.S.K. Rajpal, Manager (RS), Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. alongwith Shri S.K. Saggar, Divisional Forest Officer, Patiala for the respondents.
ORDER



The complainant files a counter reply-cum-written arguments.  Copies of this have been given to the respondent-Divisional Forest Officer as also to the third party-Deputy Manager (RS), Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., Sangrur.  The third party requests for an adjournment.
2.

To come up on 6.8.23013 at 11.00 A.M. for arguments.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jarnail Singh s/o Shri Babbu Singh,

V & PO Garhanga, Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali.

      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer,

Police Station, Gharuan (Ajitgarh).



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3585  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jarnail Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the PIO/Civil Surgeon, Ajitgarh.  Issue fresh notice to the Civil Surgeon, Ajitgarh for 12.7.2013.
2.

To come up on 12.8.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)

July 11, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
