      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Sh. Labh singh,

Village: Siao, PO: Manoli,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar.








 Respondent

CC No. 321  /2011

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Darshan Singh, ASI and Shri lal Mohd. HC, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Avtar Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Director General of Police, Punjab which was received in the DGP office and forwarded to the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, SAS Nagar on 12.07.2010. 

2.

Heard both the parties. 

3.

The PIO vide his letter No. 116/S/10/1/7786/RTI, dated 29.09.2010 addressed to the Commission, with a copy to the complainant, states that the investigation about the representation made by the complainant is under process and, as and when, the investigation is completed, the requisite information will be supplied to the complainant.  During the hearing, Shri Darshan Singh, ASI on 
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 Behalf of PIO places on record a letter No. 13103/C3/AP, dated 10-03-2011 in which it has been stated that the application of complainant has not been received in the office of PIO-SSP.  However, they have received the same from the commission office along with the notice of hearing and further states that the FIR No. 57, dated 22.06.2010 of Police Station, Sohana, Distt. SAS Nagar is under investigation and the representations made by the complainant with the Director General of Police, which have been received in the office of SSP, SAS Nagar, are also under investigation.  Shri Darshan Singh further states that inquiry has been completed by the DSP(II) which has been sent to the competent authority for approval and, as and when, the inquiry submitted by the DSP(II) is approved, the documents along with the statements of the persons will be supplied to the complainant. Respondent further pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for 15 days as the World cup cricket matches are being held in Mohali and the police force is busy.

4.

The case is accordingly, adjourned and fixed for further hearing on  29-03-2011, Court No. 1,  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 11-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Malkiat Singh s/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

Quarter No. 14, PS: Dakha,

 Distt. Ludhiana.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 324 /2011

Present:
Shri Malkiat Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Malkiat Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural) , on 25.09.2009. The Police department replied vide letter No. 1146/RTI, dated 24.10.2009 that, as and when, the information is received, the same will be supplied to the complainant. Not satisfied with the reply of PIO, he filed a complaint with the commission on 03.02.2011 which was received in the commission office on the same date vide diary No. 1967. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of respondent, states that the information is ready with him to be supplied to the complainant in 
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the court. The complainant submits that the documents and statements relating to the previous enquiry, which has been rejected by the competent authority, may also be supplied to him. He further submits that the information supplied is not authenticated.  Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of PIO, authenticated the documents available with him to be supplied to the complainant.  After attestation, the requisite documents/ information has been supplied to Shri Malkiat Singh in the court during hearing. 

4.

It is also directed that the documents pertaining to the previous enquiry, which are available on the record of the public authority, be also supplied to the complainant. Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of PIO, assured that the documents, as available on the record, will be supplied to the complainant and pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

On the assurance of Shri Harpreet Singh Head Constable, that the remaining information will be supplied to the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 11-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

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

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana.







      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/O Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.







 Respondent

AC No. 112 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, appellant, in person.



Shri Suresh Kumar, HC, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Surinder Pal filed an application with the PIO of office of Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana, on 08.10.2010 and asked information about the pilot gypsies, Beacon, Lights and sirens/ hooters to VIPs/ dignitaries and other persons in Ludhiana district. The information relates to 13 points.

2.

Ms. Surinder Kaur, on behalf of DCP, Ludhiana, replied to the complainant vide letter No. 1894/RTI, dated 23.11.2010 that :-


“  nkg ih B{z ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe nkg tb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk ;pzfXs pqKu sA' jk;b 

eoB bJh gZso G/fink frnk ;h. ;zpzXs pqKu B/ nkgD/ gZso BzL 2816 ;HpH fwsh 
27-10-2010 okjh fJ; pqKu B{}z ;{fus ehsk j? fe wzrh rJh ;{uBk wkB:'r nvh;Bb 
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vkfJo?eNo iBob g[fb; ;[oZfynk gzikp uzvhrVQ d/ dcso s'A jk;b ehsh 


ikt/. gZso dh c'N'ekgh Bkb BEh  j?. A

Not satisfied with the reply, he filed first appeal with the Commissioner of Police-cum -First Appellate Authority on 01.12.2010 with the prayer that the PIO may please be directed to procure the requisite information from the concerned branch :-

1. The PIO may please be directed to procure the appellant the requested information immediately from the concerned branch.

2. The security branch should be treated as deemed PIO and be taken to task for not supplying the information but merely advising to approach the ADGP, Security, Punjab.

3. The information be supplied free of cost u/s 7(6) of the Act , as the mandatory period of 30 days has already elapsed.

4. Disciplinary action against the PIO and the Security branch be taken for not responding to the application.

5. Any other relief which is deemed appropriate in the circumstances of the case. 

After getting no reply from the first appellate authority, he filed a second appeal with the commission on 25.01.2011 with the prayer that :-

(i) The respondent SPIO may be directed to supply the information 

sought for immediately duly indexed giving reference to the para number of the application.
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(ii) The respondent SPIO may be directed to supply the information free of cost, as provided in sub-section (6) of section 7 of the RTI Act, 2005, in view of the fact that the mandatory period of 30 days for provision of information has already elapsed.

(iii) The respondent may be penalized u/s 20(1) for failure to provide the information in time.

(iv) Disciplinary action against the respondent may be recommended u/s 20(2) of the RTI Act.

(v) The complainant be awarded compensation u/s 19(8)(b) of the Act for the loss and detriment suffered by him.

(vi) Any other relief, which is deemed appropriate under the Act in the interest of justice. 

Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.  

3.

During the hearing, the respondent, on behalf of DCP, Ludhiana, places on record a letter No. 28/RTI. Dated 10-03-2011 which is the repetition of the letter which was already supplied to Shri Surinder Pal, appellant. 

4.

On the perusal of the case it reveals that the PIO has not dealt the case properly in transferring the same under proper section 6(3) of the RTI Act to the concerned public authority.  Simply writing a letter from the Security branch that  -
;feT{foNh poKu ;{uBk d/D ftu n;woE j? - is not sufficient.
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5.

After hearing both the parties, it is directed that on the next date of hearing the PIO/APIO will attend the proceedings along with the information available with him about Ludhiana district which might have been received by him from the office of ADGP (Security), Punjab, Chandigarh. If the requisite information is not available with him, he should transfer the application under 

proper section of the RTI Act under intimation to the appellant. It is also directed if the information is not supplied by the next date of hearing, a show cause notice will be issued to the PIO under RTI Act, 2005. 



6.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 07-04-2011 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 11-03-2011


                  State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kewal Krishan,

#  2547(FF), Sector: 65(Phase-XI),

Mohali.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector: 62, S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.





 Respondent

CC - 88/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent during   second consecutive hearing and nothing has been heard from them.
2.

Therefore, the case is closed due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raghbir Singh,

S/o Shri Naranjan Singh,

Village: Bamna, Tehsil: Samana,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 3577/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent during   second consecutive hearing and nothing has been heard from them.

2.

Therefore, the case is closed due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhagwan Singh,

S/o Shri Arjan Singh,

V.P.O.: Harpalpur,

District: Patiala.







Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC - 3617/2010
Present:
Shri Bhagwan Singh,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Kaur Singh, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala; Shri Taranjit Singh, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura and Shri Surinder Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied.

3.

The Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala makes a written submission in response to the show-cause notice issued to the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Rajpura explaining reasons for delay in the supply of the information. The Assistant Registrar also explains the reasons leading to the delay. 
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4.

I am convinced that the delay has not been caused deliberately and with malafide attention.  Rather, it is only a  procedural delay. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO.   However, a compensation of Rs. 500/-(Five hundred only) is awarded to the Complainant to be paid by the Public Authority within a period of 15 days.  The Compensation has been paid to the Complainant and a copy of the receipt taken from the Complainant has been submitted, which has been taken on record. 
5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Mohinder Kaur,

W/o Shri Bohar Singh, 

V.P.O.: Bangala, Tehsil: Patti,

District: Tarn Taran.







Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Valtoha, District: Tarn Taran.





 Respondent

CC - 3087/2010
Present:
Shri Jawant Singh, on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Dilbagh Singh, B.D.P.O.; Shri Jarnail Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Gurmukh Singh, VDO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The case was last heard on 18.11.2010 and was disposed of on the statement of the B.D.P.O. that the information has been supplied to the Complainant and on the assurance given by him that the detail of funds utilized for different works, as has been demanded by the Complainant  in Para 4 of her application,  will be supplied to her  within 15 days.
3.

Shri Jaswant Singh vide his letter dated nil brought to the notice of the Commission that the remaining information as per the assurance given by the B.D.P.O., has not been supplied to the Complainant  so far. He requested that 
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the PIO be directed to supply the information. Accordingly, the case has been  re-opened and fixed for hearing for today. 

4.

Shri Dilbagh Singh, BDPO, Valtoha states that the funds have been utilized for the works for which these have been sanctioned by the Government but the utilization certificates have not been issued by the concerned authority. He further states that the complete information has been supplied to the Complainant.  He assures that the utilization certificates will be supplied to  the Complainant  after obtaining from the J. E. 
5.

Shri Jaswant Singh, appearing on behalf of the Complainant, submits that the Complainant   has  been harassed by the office as she had to visit the office time and again and every time she was sent back on one excuse or the other.  He requests that necessary action may be taken against the PIO for the delay and the Complainant  may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by her in obtaining the information. 

6.

Accordingly, it is directed that the B.D.P.O. will conduct an inquiry to find out   as to who is responsible for the delay and for the harassment and detriment suffered by the Complainant.  In these circumstances,  a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) is awarded to the Complainant to be paid through a Bank Draft  for the loss and detriment suffered by her and amount be deducted from the official/officials, responsible for the same.  
Contd…..p/3
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7.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 18.03.2011 at  11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, 

S/o Shri Sham Lal,

President, Voice of Indian Community Empowerment,

Opposite Tehsil Office, Lehragaga,

District: Sangrur.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Officer,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

CC - 348/2011

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, Advocate, Complainant, in person.


Shri Parveen Jain, Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla filed an application with the PIO of the office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Sangrur on 16.11.2010 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he fled a complaint with the Commission on 31.01.2011, which was received in the Commission on 07.02.2011 against Diary No. 2139. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

Shri Parveen Jain, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO places on record a letter No. 2475, dated 10.12.2010, vide which information/opinion/para-wise  reply has been  supplied to the Complainant.  The Complainant states that the copies of the Rules have not 
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been supplied. The Respondent replies that the Rules have been enshrined in Punjab VAT Act, 2005 and are available in the WEB Site of the Department. Accordingly, the WEB Site of the Department is opened in the Commission  and found that the complete information is not available and the Site has not been updated. Accordingly, the Respondent submits that the case may be adjourned and the complete information will be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days. 

3.

It is directed that the complete information be supplied to the Complainant, free of cost,  before the next date of hearing as it is late. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 05.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Shri Inder Singh,

22, Flowerdale Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.






      Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation Division, 

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

AC - 912/2010
Present:
Shri Jaswinder Singh, Appellant,  in person.

Shri Sohan Lal, S.E. and Shri R. P. Singh, XEN, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 23.02.2011,  when a show-cause notice was issued to Shri R. P. Singh, present Xen-cum-PIO and Shri Pritam Singh Rakwal, the then XEN-cum-PIO to make their written submissions explaining reasons as to whey penalty be not imposed upon  them for the delay in the supply of information  and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  Directions were also issued to Shri Sohan Lal, S.E. to be present in person on the next date of hearing  i.e. 
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today  to explain as to why a decision has not been taken by him on the first  appeal filed by  ShriJaswinder Singh.
2.

Accordingly, Shri Sohan Lal, S.E. and Shri R. P. Singh, XEN are present today. Shri R. P. Singh, XEN-cum-present PIO hands over requisite information alongwith  para-wise reply to the Appellant in the court today in my presence. It is directed that the Appellant will go through the information and submit his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission  by 25.03.2011 and the PIO will send his response, if any, to the Appellant under intimation to the Commission. 
3.

Shri Sohan Lal explains his position with regard to the first appeal filed by the Appellant and he is exempted from attending further  proceedings. Shri R.P. Singh, XEN makes written submission alongwith one copy of the information, which is taken on record. 

4.

The matter regarding imposition of penalty on the PIO for the delay in the supply of the information to the Appellant and awarding of compensation to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him will be considered on the next date of hearing,  after Shri Pritam Singh, the then PIO-cum-XEN makes his written submission in response to the show-cause notice issued to him.
5.
The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 08.04.2010 at
Contd……p/3
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11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
  CC:

Shri Pritam Singh Rakwal, Executive Engineer,

C/o Shri R. P. Singh, XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation Division, Gurdaspur.          

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagir Singh Soni,

S/o Late Shri Inder Singh Soni,

VPO: Banur, Ward No. 12, 

Tehsil: Rajpura, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Distribution Circle, 

Punjab State Power Com Limited,

S. A. S. Nagar, Mohali.






 Respondent

CC -  2720/2009
Present:
Shri Jagir Singh Soni, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Harvinder Pal Singh, SDO, PSPCL,  Banur, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Harvinder Pal Singh, SDO, PSPCL,  Banur, appearing on behalf of Superintending Engineer, Distribution Circle, PSPCL, Mohali, requests that the case may be adjourned and  assures the Commission  that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. 
2.

On the request of Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 08.04.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
     

CC:
Shri Ishar Singh Superintending Engineer, Distribution Circle, Punjab State Power Com Limited, S. A. S. Nagar,  Mohali,
                       


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hari Mitra,

# 566, Guru The Bahadur Nagar, Jalandhar.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer,

Jalandhar Urban Development Authority, Jalandhar.


 Respondent

CC - 351/2011
Present:
Shri Shiv Kumar Rana, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Harsh Bunger, Counsel for the Complainant.


Shri Sham Lal, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent hands over some information running into 6 sheets to the Counsel for the Complainant and assures the Commission that the remaining information, including the detail of SCO No. 37, Urban Estate, Phase-1, Jalandhar will be supplied before the next date of hearing. 
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that the information relating to SCO No. 37, Urban Estate, Phase-1, Jalandhar be supplied duly   crossing the same so that it could not be used for any other purpose. 

3.

The case is fixed for  confirmation of compliance of orders on  18.03.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner                         


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 







                            REGISTERED
Shri Smt. Parkash Kaur Dhillon,  
2448, Centennial Way Corona, CA 92882, USA,

C/o Shri Gurbinder Singh Shergill,

S/o Shri Kartar Singh, Lambardar,

Near Senior Secondary School,

VPO: Bhucho Kalan, District: Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.








 Respondent

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director General of Police,

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.





Respondent

CC - 435/2011

Present:
Smt. Parkash Kaur Dhillon, Complainant, in person; Shri Tejbir Singh, on behalf of the Complainant and Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate for the Complainant. 
Shri Harmeet Singh, ASI, of the office of S. S. P. Bathinda,  on behalf of the Respondent.
None is present on behalf of the PIO of the office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDER
1.

Smt. Parkash Kaur Dhillon, resident of Corona, USA, filed an application with the PIO of the office of Director General of Police, Chandigarh on 31.01.2009 for seeking certain information on three points from the Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda. The S.S.P. Bathinda supplied information
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 running into 13 sheets vide letter No. 7824-25/RTI, dated 08.07.2009. Not satisfied with the information supplied to her, she filed a   complaint  with the 
Commission  on 09.02.2011, which was received in the Commission on 17.02.2011 against Diary No. 2778. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

In her application sent to the Commission, Smt. Parkash Kaur Dhillon has prayed as under:

‘(i)
Please investigate the reasons for this delayed and incomplete information.

(ii) Kindly direct the concerned PIO office to supply me with complete information as per my application.

(iii) As I stay in USA, it is requested that the delay in filing this complaint be condoned off.’

3.

As the Complaint is an NRI and resides in USA, the delay in filing the application with the Commission is condoned.

4.

Shri Harmeet Singh, ASI, places on record a letter No. 5171/C, dated 10.03.2011 from the S.S.P. Bathinda,  alongwith photo copies of two letters dated 16.03.2009 and 08.04.2009. The S. S. P. Bathinda has stated in his letter dated 10.03.2011 that the Complainant filed  her application dated 31.01.2009 with the D.G.P Punjab as the subject matter related to Bathinda, the application was transferred to S. S. P. Bathinda vide letter No. 727, dated 16.03.2009. After receiving the application from the D.G.P.,  the information was 
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supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 7824-25-C/RTI dated 08.04.2009.  It has been further stated that the Complainant was asked  on telephone to collect the information. The Complainant attended the office on 07.03.2011 and inspected the file. After identifying the documents required by her, 27 photo copies of the identified documents were prepared but she refused to accept stating that she will obtain the information in the court of the Commission on 11.03.2011 i.e. today.
5.

The Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that information supplied by the S.S.P. Bathinda vide letter dated 08.04.2009 

relates to the representation made by her on 07.02.2008 whereas she has demanded the Inquiry Report proceedings with respect to her representation  submitted to the S.S.P.  Bathinda on 25.02.2008. She further states that the  reply was received from  Deputy Inspector General of Police vide Memo. No. 2074/NRI,  dated 24.10.2008 which reads as under:-

“ Your complaint has been got enquired through SSP Bathinda and it has been found allegation mentioned in your complaint has not proved. Moreover, your case is pending in the court so that no action is to be taken by the Police Department on your complaint. “
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6.

Today, the Respondent has brought the complete file, which is inspected by the Complainant and her Ld. Counsel. After inspection, the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that they require the photo copy of the whole of the file. Accordingly, photo copy of the whole file is prepared by the Respondent and handed over to the Complainant duly authenticated.  So far as the office of S.S.P. Bathinda is concerned, the information stands supplied. 

7.

None is present on behalf of the PIO of the office of D.G.P. Punjab who transferred  the application of the Complainant to S. S. P. Bathinda after a period of 2 months under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO of the office of D.G.P. Punjab will submit his written submission on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not transferring the application within a stipulated period of 5 days and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by her. 

8.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that the complete information running into 170 sheets has been supplied to the Complainant only today and submits that necessary  action  be taken against the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information and awarding compensation to the Complainant for the detriment and loss suffered by her  as she has to travel from USA for pursuing her case. 
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9.

To fix the responsibility for the delay in the supply of information, Shri Amarjit Singh, S.P. Headquarters, Bathinda is directed to supply the names of PIOs who remained posted during the period from 31.01.2009 till date.
10.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.03.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh
11.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 11. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
CC:


Shri Amarjit Singh, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters,  

                                  Bathinda.

