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 and Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate,  for the Complainant. 
Shri Harmeet Singh, ASI, on behalf of the PIO of the office of Senior Superintendent of Police,  Bathinda. 
Shri Parshotam Kumar, H.C. and Shri Lakhmir Singh, Senior Assistant, on  behalf of the PIO of the office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.

ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent on behalf of the PIO of the office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, places on record a Memo. No. 214/RTI-2, dated 21.03.2011 
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from the Superintendent for Inspector General of Police, Local-cum-PIO, Punjab, Chandigarh, in which it has been submitted that the application from the Complainant was received in their  office on 12.02.2009 in which a reference was made to Memo. No. 2074/N.R.I., dated 24.10.2008 and accordingly the application was transferred to D.I.G.-cum-PIO, NRI for taking necessary action. The D.I.G.-cum-PIO, NRI informed them on 05.03.2009 that this application relates to the office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Bathinda and S.S.P. Bathinda was asked vide Memo. No. 727/RTI-1, dated 16.03.2009 to supply requisite information to the Complainant. The S.S.P. Bathinda supplied requisite information/documents running into 13 pages to the Complainant vide letter No. 7824/CRTI, dated 08.04.2009.
2.

A perusal of Memo. No. 214, dated 21.03.2011 from the office of D.G.P. Punjab, Chandigarh reveals that the delay has not been caused in transferring the application of the Complainant to the S.S.P. Bathinda intentionally. Rather, it was merely a procedural delay as the application was first transferred to the N.R.I. Wing and then the S.S.P. Bathinda. Therefore, no action is required against the PIO of the office of D.G.P. Punjab under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of D.G.P. Punjab is exempted from attending the further proceedings in the instant case. However, the Respondent is directed to ensure that in future the letter/written submission 
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made to the Commission   should be under the  signatures of PIO.
3.

Shri Harmeet Singh, ASI,  Bathinda, places on record a letter No. 
6321/C, dated 19.03.2011 from S.S.P. Bathinda in which it has been submitted 
that the application of the Complainant  dated 25.02.2008 was sent to them by the Government vide letter No. 53/08/Cantt., dated 12.07.2008 and the requisite information was supplied to her on 08.04.2009. Further, names of PIOs,  who remained posted from time to time alongwith their periods, since 31.01.2009,   the date of submission of application by the Complainant,  have also been intimated  as per the directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing.  
4.

The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that he could not study and discuss the information supplied to the Complainant on the last date of hearing with the Complainant and requests that some more time may be given for the purpose  so that  he could submit the observations, if any.

5.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will send her observations, if any,  on the information supplied to her, to the PIO of the office of S. S. P. Bathinda  by 31.03.2011, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO will send his response to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission by 07.04.2011. 

6.

The Appellants informs the Commission  that the order dated 
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11.03.2011 has not been received by her till today. She requests that the order 

dated 11.03.2011 and the order of today may be sent at the residential address of her Ld. Counsel, which is as under:-




Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate,




# 2123, Sector: 27-C, Chandigarh.
7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 21. 03. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

CC:


Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate,




# 2123, Sector: 27-C, Chandigarh.
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhagwan Singh s/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

VPO: Harpalpur, Distt. Patiala.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintendent, Central Jail,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 432 /2011

Present:
Shri Bhagwan Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Satwinder Singh, Assistant Superintendent, Jail, on behalf 

of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Bhagwan Singh filed an application with the Superintendent-cum-PIO, Central Jail, Patiala on 03-01-2011 along with one letter No. 4462, dated 01-06-2009 from Superintendent, Central Jail, Patiala. After getting no information, the complainant filed a complaint with the commission on 14-02-2011 which was received in the commission office on the same date against diary No. 2550. The case was fixed for hearing on 16-03-2011 but due to administrative grounds, the same was adjourned and fixed for hearing for today.

2.

Shri Satwinder Singh, Assistant Superintendent, Jail, places on record a letter No. 2493, dated 15-03-2011 along with two enclosures in which it is stated that Shri Bhagwan Singh son of Shri Arjan Singh, resident of village Harpalpur, Tehsil Rajpura, District Patiala was arrested by order of Assistant
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Registrar, Cooperative Societies-cum- Collector, First Class, Rajpura on 25-11-1998 and detained for simple imprisonment. He was released on 14.12.1998. He further states that the record of such S.I. (simple imprisonment )  is destroyed after 12 years. So the record of Shri Bhagwan Singh has been destroyed by the jail authorities.

3.

The complainant states that the copy of orders of the competent authority, vide which the approval is given to the Central Jail authorities, Patiala, to destroy the record of simple prisoners, be supplied to him as his name has been entered in Register No. 3 at serial No. 2057/3.  He further states that he was freed by order of Assistant Registrar of Cooperative Societies, Rajpura on 04.12.1998.

4.

On the perusal of the case file it reveals that the complainant is demanding the orders of the Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies- Collector, First Class, Rajpura vide which he has been arrested and sent to jail on 25-11-1998.  It is directed that the PIO will supply :-


(i)
copy of the orders on the basis of which the record is destroyed;


(ii)
The orders of the Assistant Registrar Cooperative Societies, if any, 




be supplied; and


(iii)
Entry Register No. 3 in which the name of complainant was 



registered at serial No. 2057/3 , be brought to the court for its 


perusal, on the next date of hearing.                       
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5.

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: 21-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Prithipal Singh s/o Sh. Sadhu singh,

House No. 86, Phase-2,SAS Nagar (Mohali).


      Complainant




  


Vs

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

SAS Nagar (Mohali).






 Respondent

CC No. 393 /2011

Present:
Shri Prithipal Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Darshan Singh, ASI, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Prithipal Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Senior Superintendent of Police, SAS Nagar on 10-12-2010 and asked specific information about the attested copies of all tenant information forms submitted by landlord, Shri Harkirat Singh, of House No. 86, Phase-2, SAS Nagar who have been residing in the above mentioned house from the period 1998 to till date. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the commission on 10-12-2011 which was received in the commission on the same date against diary No. 2352.  The case was fixed for hearing on 16-03-2011 but due to administrative grounds, it was adjourned and fixed for hearing for today.

2.

Shri Darshan Singh, ASI, on behalf of respondent, places on record a letter No. 4/AP/13894/G/RTI, dated 15-03-2011 in the court, in which it is stated 
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that the information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 1234/10/699/G/RTI, dated 05-01-2011, and the same is placed in the record file. He further states that he has got the information from the Station House Officer, Police Station, Phase-1, SAS Nagar in which the SHO has stated :-


“  T[es ;pzXh noi j? fe gqkoEh fgqEhgkb f;zx tb'A i' ;{uBk nkgDh doyk;s ftu 

wzrh rJh j?, T[j EkDk ftu foekov ftu BjhA j?.  
The complainant states that he has submitted the tenant information along with his photograph to his landlord,  as desired by the Police Station, Phase-I and the landlord has deposited the same with the Police Station, Phase-1.  However, the SHO has stated that no record is available in the Police Station. 

3.

After discussions and deliberations held in the court, it is directed that if the complainant, Shri Prithipal Singh, has deposited the information with the landlord and the landlord has further deposited the same with the SHO.  The PIO should intimate the date of receipt in the receipt register. The respondent, on behalf of PIO, states that the record is destroyed after 5 years.  It is also directed that if the old record more than five years has been destroyed by the Police Station, Phase-1 authorities, the orders of the competent authority for doing the same be supplied along with the list of record which has been destroyed.  Further, if the information has not been submitted by the landlord, strict action be taken against him as he has not submitted the desired information to the Police authorities which is mandatory under law. 
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5.

It is also directed that the Station House Officer, Police Station, Phase-1, SAS Nagar will appear in person, along with the relevant record, on the next date of hearing.  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. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 21-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner






CC:   Station House Officer, Police Station, Phase-I,

                                   
SAS Nagar (Mohali). 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road, Mandi Mullanpur,

District Ludhiana- 141101.





      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Police District, Jagraon (Ludhiana-Rural).

(ii) FAA: Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-2, Jalandhar.







 Respondent

AC No. 138 /2011

Present:
Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, appellant, in person.



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

1.

Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta filed an application with the PIO of office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Police District, Jagraon (Ludhiana-Rural) on 16-11-2010 and asked some specific information regarding DDR No. 28, dated 15-04-2009, Police Station, Dakha. Its enquiry officer and day to day inquiry in the case. Action on application given by complainant, Shri Magh Singh (numbered at 67-5D at PS Dakha) given to Dakha police on 10-04-2009. 

 2.

The PIO on behalf of respondent replied back to the appellant vide 











Contd…p/2

AC-138/2011



-2-

letter No. 948/RTI, dated 21-12-2010 that the complainant has given in writing that his information may not be supplied to any body under Section 11 of the RTI Act.  The appellant vide his letter dated 30-12-2010 informed the PIO of office of SSP, Jagraon (Ludhiana Rural) to supply the certified copies of the communication made by his office with the concerned police station, copy of notice issued by the Police Station, Dakha to Shri Magh Singh and the remaining information of his application which is in general nature i.e. MLR of Yadwinder Singh son of Shri Magh Singh,  copy of inquiry report, copy of statements of witness etc. which does not fall within the purview of Section 11 of RTI Act.  He has also filed the first appeal with the first appellate authority, Inspector General of Police, Zonal-II, Jalandhar under Section 19(1)(2) of the RTI Act as  per grounds from serial No. 1 to  5.

3.

In para 3 of his appeal, he has given the reasons why the information does not fall under Section 11 of the RTI Act. The first appellate authority ordered the PIO to supply the information within 10 days as per the grounds of appeal submitted by the appellant. After getting no information and despite the specific orders of the first appellate authority, he filed a second appeal with the commission on 11.02.2011 which was received in the commission office on the same day against diary No. 2428. The case was fixed for hearing on 16-03-2011 but due to administrative grounds, it was adjourned and fixed for hearing for today.
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4.

On the perusal of the case file, it reveals that the first appellate authority, Inspector General of Police, Zonal-2, Jalandhar has decided the case 


vide speaking order No. 2666/RTI, dated 16.02.2011 which was placed in the record file vide letter No. 3692/RTI, dated 09-03-2011. The PIO also places on record information vide letter No. 242/RTI, dated 15-03-2011 along with four enclosures.  The perusal of case file reveals that the PIO has not sent any notice to the third party- Shri Magh Singh. He should explain the reasons as to why he has not acted upon as per Sections of the RTI Act, on the next date of hearing. The respondent on behalf of PIO states that a compromise has been arrived at,  between Shri Magh Singh and Shri Prabhjot Singh and others and no information is available on the domain of public authority. 

5.

Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, appellant, states in his application  submitted to the commission that the complainant (third party) has made public announcement regarding the content of his application before the print and electronic media persons and hence nothing in the complaint is confidential and the information sought is very much in public interest. He further states that  the denial to supply the desired information is just to escape responsibility and fear of exposure.











6.

After deliberations, it is directed that the PIO will supply the documents available with him along with the statements of witnesses, if any, and 
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the agreement signed by both the parties vide which Razinama has been reached before the SHO, PS, Dakha.  It is directed that on the next date of hearing, the concerned PIO will attend the proceedings in person along with the information which is available in the domain of public authority.  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: 21-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balbir Singh s/o Sh. Inder singh,

Ward No. 7, near Old Police Station,

VPO: Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.




      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Patiala.

(ii) FAA: Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala.







 Respondent

AC No. 130 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant as well as respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was fixed for hearing on 16-03-2011, but due to administrative grounds, it was adjourned and fixed for hearing for today.

2.

On the perusal of case file it reveals that Shri Balbir Singh, who was present in the court on 16-03-2011, has received the information running into 30 sheets and the receipt, in lieu of the information received, has been given, which is placed in the case file.

3.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 21-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Raj Kumar Gupta,

Retired Clerk, Main Bazar, Talwandi Sabo,

Distt. Bathinda.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Talwandi Sabo, Distt. Bathinda.





 Respondent

CC No. 405 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant as well as 



respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was fixed for hearing on 16-03-2011, but due to administrative grounds, it was adjourned and fixed for hearing for today.

2.

A fax message dated 14-03-2011 has been received in the commission from Shri Raj Kumar Gupta,  a retired clerk, in which he has stated that he is a senior citizen of 65 years, and he may be exempted from physical appearance in the court. On the request of Shri Raj Kumar Gupta, he is exempted from personal appearance.

3.

As none is present from both the sides, one more chance is given to the parties, and 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. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 21-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Major Singh s/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

Village: Longowal, Patti Gahu,

Distt. Sangrur.-148106.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda.






 Respondent

CC No. 380 /2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant as well as 



respondent.
ORDER

1.

The case was fixed for hearing on 16-03-2011, but due to administrative grounds, it was adjourned and fixed for hearing for today.

2.

As none is present from both the sides, one more chance is given to the parties, and 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. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 21-03-2011


            State Information Commissioner
