STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harvinder Kumar S/o Sh. Jaspal Kumar,

R/o Village Kheri, 
P.O. Mulanpur Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt.Fatehgarh Sahib.


      
            …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.






 …Respondent

CC- 491/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harvinder Kumar in person.


None for the respondent.


In the earlier hearing dated 13.06.2012, no one appeared on behalf of the respondent and no information has so far been provided to the complainant, as stated by him today.


The approach of the respondent is disrespectful towards the RTI Act, 2005 as also the State Information Commission.  The complainant is being subjected to undue harassment by the respondent for which punitive / stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may have to be invoked.


One last opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to provide the requisite complete information to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.


A copy of this order be sent to Sh. Mandeep Singh Sidhu, SSP, Fatehgarh Sahib who is directed to ensure that the information sought is provided to the complainant without any further delay, failing which the matter shall be reported to the higher authorities for initiating necessary proceedings against the erring officers.


For further proceedings, to come up on 04.09.2012 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
C.C.
Sh. Mandeep Singh Sidhu,


Senior Supdt. of Police,


Fatehgarh Sahib.


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94175-27283)

Sh. Sohan Singh s/o Sh. Jeet Singh,

Village Jhangar Bhaini @ Changar Bhaini,

Tehsil Fazilka  Distt.Fazilka.
  

      
          …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Fazilka.






         …Respondent

CC- 492/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Swaran Singh, HC.


In the earlier hearing dated 13.06.2012, respondent was directed to mail the information to the complainant as Sh. Sohan Singh was not present on the said date when the information had been brought to the court.


Today again, the complainant is not present.  Sh. Swaran Singh submitted a photocopy of the postal receipt dated 15.06.2012 whereby the information had been sent to the complainant.


No discrepancies have been pointed out by the complainant nor is he present today although the information had been posted to him about a month back.   Therefore, it appears he is satisfied.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94177-37020)

Sh. Major Singh S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

R/O Village Longowal,

Patti Gahu,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police Civil Defence,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1072/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Major Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Hargopal Sadana, Supdt. (80546-00550)


During the proceedings today, it transpired that complete information as per his application already stands provided to Sh. Major Singh by the Sangrur office of the respondent.   When confronted with this fact, the complainant was not able to give any satisfactory explanation.


Since complete information stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajesh Kumar

s/o Sh. Parkash Chand,

Village Dheera, P.O. Pathankot,

Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Election Commissioner,

Punjab,
Sector 17,
Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1116/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Harpal Singh, Electoral Officer (98726-59437)


Respondent has brought the information to the Commission.  However, as the complainant is not present today, he is directed to mail the same to Sh. Rajesh Kumar per registered post and present a photocopy of the postal receipt before the Commission for records. 


Complainant was not present in the earlier hearing dated 14.06.2012        either.  Apparently, he is not interested in pursual of the complaint.  

However, in view of the fact that the relevant information has been brought to the Commission and has been directed to be sent to him through registered post, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashok Kumar Prajapat,

R/o Mohla (Hissar)-125042.



         …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab (Headquarters)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab (Headquarters)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh





   …Respondents

AC- 664/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Ashok Kumar Prajapat in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.


In the earlier hearing dated 14.06.2012, appellant was not present and the respondent has stated that the response had already been sent to the appellant vide their communication 17.01.2012 a copy whereof had been presented to the Commission. 


Today, the appellant stated that he is not satisfied with the reply of the respondent as he had sought the information of the offenders challaned for the offence of smoking, all over Punjab.  However, the respondent clarified that the respective district authorities are authorized in this behalf and the requisite information can be made available only by them.  At this, the appellant wanted that the respondent should at least provide information pertaining to his own office.  Respondent submitted that his office has no authority to challan any offenders for smoking and the area falls in the jurisdiction of Chandigarh Police. 


The appellant, however, was not agreeable and continued arguing further even after being told otherwise.   His attitude during the hearing was rather rude, arrogant and disrespectful.

In view of the submissions of the respondent that no further information can be provided by his office, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagjit Singh Saroya

House No. 567, Sector 11 B,

Chandigarh.


  


  
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab (Headquarters)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab (Headquarters)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh





   …Respondents
AC- 665/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Vishal Sharma, advocate.


For the respondent: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.


Appellant stated that it is over six months when the application for information had been made but yet complete information has not so far been provided by the respondent and that information on point no. 2 is still pending.  He added that he had remitted an amount of ` 500/- along with the application towards cost of the documents to be provided and as the respondent had failed to provide the requisite information within the statutory time limit of 30 days, he is entitled to the refund of the amount.

Respondent has not put forth any satisfactory answer to the queries of the appellant.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to provide the pending information to Sh. Jagjit Saroya, within a period of three weeks, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive provisions of the Act may have to be invoked against him. 


Respondent is further directed to refund the amount of ` 500/- paid by the appellant at the earliest and in any case, well before the next date fixed; and inform the Commission. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 04.09.2012 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(90414-51995)

Sh. Gurbax Singh Bains,

No. 206, Phase 6,

Mohali-160056



   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab 

Punjab Police Hqrs, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1282/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh Bains in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Darshana Thapar, Sr. Asstt. 


Sh. Gurbax Singh, vide application dated 30.05.2012, sought from the respondent the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
A copy of FSL report of damaged car PCP-17 and truck HR-58-3264.

2.
A copy of mechanical report of above car PCP-17 and truck HR-58-3264


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 12.06.2012 on the ground of non-receipt of any information.


The complaint has been filed before the Commission only after 12 days of submission of the application, which is against the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Complainant stated that no information has so far been provided to him.  The respondent, however, stated that the requisite information has already been mailed to the complainant; and tendered copies of the forwarding letters covering the information.   However, she was unable to produce a copy of the information provided. 


Upon hearing both the parties, the respondent is directed to provide the information to the complainant in person, against his acknowledgment, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission, failing which stringent provisions of the Act may have to be invoked. 

To come up on 09.08.2012 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jeet Singh,

No. 205, Patel Nagar,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk,

Bathinda-151001.


  



   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary), Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






         …Respondent

CC- 935/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jeet Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Bhupesh Gupta, Sr. Asstt. 


The respondent submitted that they had sought clarification from the Govt. and presented a copy of the response received.  However, this did not serve the purpose of the complainant who expressed his grave dissatisfaction, especially in view of the fact that the application for information had been made as back as 19.01.2012 and the information sought is far from being voluminous.


Respondent is directed to provide explicit explanation towards information sought by the complainant under points no. 4 and 5 of his application, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.   It be noted carefully that no further adjournment on this count shall be granted to the respondent. 


Sh. Sawan Iqbal Singh, PIO shall appear personally on the next date fixed.


To come up on 04.09.2012 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98142-75976)

Sh. Ashok Kumar, S/o Sh. Krishan Chand,

Village Khera Jattan, P.O. Sullar,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Sanaur,

Distt. Patiala. 






…Respondent

CC-774/12
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Rajesh Kumar.


For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Supdt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 13.06.2012, no appearance was put in on behalf of the respondent and the complainant had stated that incomplete information had been provided to him.    Respondent was, accordingly, granted another opportunity to provide complete information to the complainant at the earliest. 

Today, respondent stated that no further information as sought by the complainant is available in their records.   He was directed to make a written statement in this behalf.    He was, however, reluctant to do so stating that he had recently joined the respondent office and was not conversant with the facts of the case.  


One last opportunity is granted to the respondent BDPO, Sanaur (Distt. Patiala) to appear personally or depute a duly authorized representative who is well aware of the facts of the case whose submissions will be considered as if made by the BDPO for all intents and purposes, and further proceedings shall be conducted accordingly.


To come up on 04.09.2012 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98551-21683)

Sh. Gurcharan Singh S/o Sh. Sadha Singh,

Village Tangrala, P.O. Shamashpur

Tehsil Amloh, 
Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 





…Respondent

CC-763/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Ms. Manjit Rani, Supdt. (89686-80410)


Ms. Manjit Rani, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a written acknowledgment from the respondent to the effect that the information has been received by him.   This is on a rough piece of paper.


As such an acknowledgment was submitted in the earlier hearing dated 13.06.2012 also which later turned to have been taken from the complainant by misrepresenting the facts, Ms. Manjit Rani was asked if this time, it was not so, especially in view of the fact that the complainant is visually impaired; and she assured the Commission that this had duly been provided by the complainant. 

In view of the foregoing, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties. 









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Gurcharan Singh came present and submitted that he was late as he had gone to the PGI for check up / treatment.  He further stated that he has not been provided the complete information so far.

This is a serious matter and cannot be viewed lightly in any manner.

Accordingly, BDPO, Amloh -  Sh. Narpinder Singh; Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Tangrala – Sh. Kulwant Singh; and Ms. Manjit Rani, Supdt. o/o BDPO, Amloh who had today tendered the acknowledgement purportedly signed by the complainant, are directed to appear before the Commission on 04.09.2012 at 2.00 PM and explain their respective position as the Commission has clearly been misled by making false assertions and statements which are clearly against the facts of the case.


For further proceedings, to come up on 04.09.2012 at 2.00 PM.









    Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 19.07.2012



State Information Commissioner
