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

Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma,

House No. 116, Sector 7,

Panchkula – 134109 (Haryana).



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Khanna – 141401, District Ludhiana,

Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 494 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, complainant in person.

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant submits that the orders of the Court dated 26.03.2009 have not been fully complied with. The position regarding each of the remaining points of his application for information, other than point Nos. 1, 7, 8 and 9, is as follows: - 
Point Nos. 2 & 3: -

Information has been provided to the complainant. 
Point Nos. 4 & 5: -
The respondent has stated that no such record is available. It has not been clarified whether the record of the Roznamcha Kar Guzari and Roznamcha Partal are not maintained by the respondent or whether the same has been lost. The reply is not satisfactory. 

Point No. 6: -

The reply has been given in respect of mutation No. 18117 whereas the mutation No. mentioned by the complainant in his application is 28117, as is also acknowledged and mentioned by the respondent  in his letter No. 452 dated 2.4.2009. This shows that the reply of the respondent is either careless or deliberately evasive. 
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Point No. 10: - 


The respondent has stated in his aforesaid letter dated 02.04.2009 that the information in respect of point No. 10 has already been given on the last date of hearing, but this is not true, since the information which has been recorded as having been given, in the Court’s orders dated 26.03.2009, is only in respect of point Nos. 1, 7, 8 & 9.


It appears that the respondent is not taking his duties under the RTI Act seriously and has been negligent in complying with the Court’s orders dated 26.03.2009. 


One last opportunity is given to the respondent to rectify the deficiencies pointed out in the information provided to the complainant, as recorded above, before the next date of hearing. The court has also taken serious notice of the fact that neither the PIO nor the APIO or any other representative has attended the Court today. 


In case the directions been given today are not complied with, or the respondent is not present in the Court on the next date of hearing, action will be taken for the imposition of the penalties prescribed under Section 20 of the RTI Act on the PIO. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 29.05.2009 for further consideration and orders.     






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab

A copy is forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana for information and necessary action. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





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

Sh. Hans Raj,

s/o Sh. Ram Singh,

Vill. Nao-Dharani, PO Malerkotla,

District Sangur. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 239 of 2009

Present:
None 

ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case. I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Court dated 13.04.2009 have been complied with.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hari Om Sharma, Vice President
Parshuram Sena (Regd.),

H. No. 333, Gali No. 3,

Phagwara – 144401, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Forest Officer,

Phillaur, District Ludhiana. 
__________ Respondent

CC No.334 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Supdt. DFO, Jalandhar at Phillaur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a copy of the reply sent to the complainant in response to his application for information dated 18.10.2008 vide his letter dated 21.01.2009. The complainant has not mentioned this letter in his complaint to the Commission and has therefore has probably not received it till 27.1.2009. A copy of the same is enclosed with these orders for the complainant’s information.


No further action is required to taken in this case, which is disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, Sangrur (Pb.),



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise & Taxation Officer,

Under Railway Bridge, Bathinda-Mansa Road,

Sunam, District Patiala, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No.324 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Joginder Kumar, ETO, Sangrur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought the information required by the complainant and has submitted as the reason for the delay, the fact that the application for information was not addressed by the complainant to either the PIO or the APIO,  as was required to be done under Section 6 of the RTI Act.

There were some deficiencies in the information brought by the respondent and the same have been explained to him. He has been  directed to rectify the deficiencies and send the information to the complainant within three days from today. A copy of the same should be sent to the Commission for its information.


 An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him, at 10.00 AM on 29.05.2009.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Avtar Singh Riar,

H. No. 2079, Riar Hospital,
Opp. Bus Stand, G.T. Road,

M. Sarifpura, Distt. Amritsar (Pb.)   

                    __________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police (HQ), Pb,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






          __________ Respondent

CC No.309 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Gurdev Singh, on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 14.11.2008 concerns a charge-sheet issued to a Gazetted Officer and was therefore required to be transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act by the respondent to the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Home, Govt. of Punjab but this was badly delayed and the application has now been transferred, on 17.4.2009, after the receipt of the notice for today’s hearing. The PIO, office of Principal Secretary, Home, Govt. of Punjab, is therefore substituted as the respondent in this case, and is directed to take action under the RTI Act on the application for information of the complainant dated 14.11.2008, a copy of which is again enclosed with these orders for ready reference, within 30 days of the date of receipt of the letter dated 17.04.2009 from the IGP, (HQ), Punjab, Chandigarh. Confirmation of compliance of these directions will be reviewed by the Court at 10.00 AM on 29.05.2009, to which date and time the case stands adjourned.   


Sh. Parag Jain, IGP (HQ), Punjab Chandigarh is also directed to institute an inquiry in order to fix responsibility on the official/officials responsible for causing unreasonable delay in transferring the application for information of the complainant to the concerned PIO.  The result of the inquiry and action taken thereon should be submitted on the next date of hearing. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab

A copy is forwarded to: -

1.
Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs, Chandigarh.  

2.
Sh. Parag Jain, IGP (HQ), office of the DGP Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bhola Singh,
Aggarwal Colony, H. No. 2907/17,

Bhatinda.  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,
Bathinda.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 296 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
ASI Jugraj Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent to his satisfaction.

Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

s/o Sh. Chanan Singh,

Village Sandhnoli, PO – Bhadso, 

Tehsil Nabha, Distt. Patiala.  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana. 
__________ Respondent

CC No. 283 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Surjit Singh, AFSO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has already been given to him and the information has again been compiled and brought to the Court and may be sent to the complainant along with these orders. The information has been seen  and found to be complete.


Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. N.S. Bhatia,

H. No. 1377/1,

Sector 70, Mohali. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice,
Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 289 of 2009

Present:       None 

ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.P. Marwaha,

H. No. 2076, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Vigilance Bureau,

Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 288 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. S.P. Marwaha, complainant in person.

ii)     
DSP Balwinder Singh, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


There are two points on which the complainant has sought information in this case and the position regarding each is as follows: -

1)
 He wants to know the action taken on the complaint made by him to the Director, Vigilance Bureau on 01.08.2006. Vide their letter dated 010.6.2007, the respondent has informed the complainant that no such complaint has been found in any of the branches of the Vigilance Bureau. The complainant was also asked to give a copy of his complaint so that action may be taken thereon but the complainant states that he did not send the required copy to the respondent. Today, however, he has given the details of its receipt by the PA to Director, Vigilance Bureau, and the same has been handed over to the respondent, who is directed to make another effort to locate this complaint. 
2)
The respondent has informed the complainant vide his letter dated 01.06.2007 that as he has already been informed vide letter dated 23.10.06, the case against Sh. S.P. Gupta  was  transferred to  the SSP, 
…Contd P/2
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U.T., Chandigarh for the registration of a case in accordance with the guidelines given by the Department of Vigilance. The information however is not complete till a copy of the guidelines is also provided to the complainant.


The respondent is directed to take action on both the points on which information has been sought by the complainant, as recorded above, and send the remaining information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 22.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbant Singh,
S/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

VPO – Malakpur,

Teh. & Distt. Rupnagar, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mobile Wing, SCO 183-184, Sector 38-C,

Chandigarh.
__________ Respondent

CC No. 322 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Excise & Taxation Officer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


A suitable reply has been sent by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 21.1.2009. He has been informed that the records pertaining to the disbursement of arrears to him has been misplaced and the services of the official responsible for not keeping the records properly have been terminated. The complainant has further been requested to attend the office of the respondent in order to sort out his grievance regarding having not received his due in respect of the annual increment earned by him in the year 2003. 

The complainant has not mentioned the letter dated 2.1.2009 of the respondent in his complaint and has perhaps not received the same. A copy thereof is therefore sent to him along with these orders for his information.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balraj Deol,

11, Squirreltail Way,

Brampton, Ont. L6R, 1X4, Canada.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 302 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
HC Mahinder Singh, PS, NRI Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


This case concerns three applications dated  19-1-2008 of the complainant, one of which is addressed to the SSP, Jalandhar,  a second to the PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar, and the third to the SDM, City-II, Jalandhar. The notice of today’s hearing, however, has been sent by mistake only to the SSP, Jalandhar, who is not concerned with two of the  three applications.


The respondent has brought the information with which he is concerned, namely,  a  photocopy of the inquiry report, which constitutes file No. 197-C-NRI, and the same may be sent to the complainant’s counsel Sh. Sukhjit Singh Jolly, Chamber No. 113, New Courts, Jalandhar, as requested by the complainant. 


The registry is directed to assign fresh case Nos. in respect of the other two applications for information of the complainant so that  notices  may be issued  for a hearing  to the concerned PIOs. 


Insofar as the present case is concerned, it stands disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Madan, Singh,

Village Mari Buchian,

PO. S.H.G. Pur, Teh. Batala,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Forest Officer,
Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur,

Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 255 of 2009

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

ii)     
Deputy DFO, Onkar Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given the required information in accordance with the position as it exists in his record to the complainant and also to the Commission. A copy of the letter of the respondent dated 16.04.2009 along with copies of its enclosures has been given to the complainant in the Court today for his information.

Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Fardeen Iqbal,
B-12/54, Maler,

Malerkotla, Sangrur,

Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Wakf Board,
Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 284 of 2009

Present:        None 
ORDER

The complainant has requested for an adjournment. The case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 29.05.2009.

The respondent should ensure that he is present either personally or through the APIO on the next date of hearing.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Y.K. Bhushan Sud,
Mohalla Arjan Nagar,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Naloian, Distt. Hoshairpur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District & Sessions Judge,
Hoshiarpur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 351 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant.

ii)     
Sh. Rajesh Kalia, Head Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted that he is prepared to give information in accordance with the RTI Act to the complainant, but the precise information required by him is not clear from his application dated 21.8.2008. He was twice written to by the respondent vide his letters dated 31.10.2008 and 4.12.2008 to give the required clarifications but both of these letters were received back undelivered. 


The copy of the application for information sent by the complainant to the Commission is not very legible and is difficult to follow. In the above circumstances, a copy of the submission dated 20.4.2009 of the respondent made to the Court, along with its enclosures, is  sent to the complainant, who may send the required clarification to the respondent and in case the same is received, the respondent should take appropriate action for giving a reply to the complainant within 30 days of the date of receipt of the clarification.

For the present, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





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

Sh. H.S. Ahluwalia,

# 170/1, Sector 45-A,

Chandigarh.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali, Punjab

__________ Respondent

AC No. 11 of 2009

Present:        None 
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present and no reply has either been received in response to the Court’s directions dated 27.03.2009 from either party. In these circumstances, I presume that the complainant is no longer interested in pursuing his complaint dated 13.1.2009.


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th April, 2009





      Punjab
