STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Talwinder Singh Sarkaria,

r/o Fouji Di Chakki, 

Backside Chowk Gurdwara Patti,

Sarkar Kot Khalsa
PO.Khalsa College,

Amritsar - 143002.





__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 321 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None  on behalf of complainant

ii)     
Sri Harbhajan Singh, Legal Adviser, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has alleged in his complaint that misleading information was provided to him in response to his application for information dated 13-01-2009, which was dealt with by this Court in CC-1484/2008,  and disposed of on 1-10-2008. It has been recorded in those orders that information has been provided to him except for copies of some pages of the visitor’s book of the boy’s hostel which were found to be missing. Therefore, the respondent was directed to lodge a report with the local police authorities for investigation of this  theft.  The respondent has confirmed today that the above mentioned orders were complied with and the report was lodged with the police, a copy of which has also been supplied to the complainant.  There are two applications for information dated 13-1-2009 and 21-8-2008, with reference to which the present complaint has been made. The respondent has brought his reply to the complaint insofar as the application dated 13-1-2009 is concerned, but not the application dated 21-8-2008.

This case is adjourned to 10 AM on 7-8-2009 with a direction to the respondent to bring  a copy of his  reply sent to the to the complainant in response
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to his the application dated 21-8-2008 also, on that date. In the meanwhile,  a copy of the reply of the respondent concerning the application dated 13-1-2009, submitted by him in the Court today should be sent to the complainant for his information along with these orders.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab
Encls….1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhjit Singh Walia,

H. No. 213-A,

Sewak Colony,

Patiala – 147001.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar,
Phawara Distt., Kapurthala,

__________ Respondent

AC No. 322 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Sukhjit Singh Walia,  complainant  in person.
ii)     
Sri Amarpal, Tehsildar-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given copies of four Registration Deeds to the complainant in response to his application for information dated 30-5-2008.  The respondent states that these are the only documents  which  could be located,  on the basis of  the details given by the complainant in his application.  The complainant states that there are other registration deeds , of which he wants copies, but he is unable to provide the details to enable the respondent to locate these deeds.

In the above circumstances, the complainant is allowed to inspect the records of the office of the respondent and the respondent is directed to give to the complainant attested copies of sale deeds which are  required by him.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor ,Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti,

H. No. 367, Anand Nagar-A,

Tirpari Town, Patiala – 147004,

Punjab. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Personnel & General Admin., Pb,

Civil Secretariat Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 331 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Dr. Balwinder Singh Bhatti,  complainant in person.
ii)     
Sri Kuldip  Singh, Supdt, PP-2 Br. and Sri Lal Singh, Supdt.,Health Br.on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has been informed by the Department of Personnel that his representation dated 30-12-2008 has been sent to the Department of Health for disposal and the Department of Health has further informed him about the action taken thereon.  The complainant has also been informed that his representation regarding the subject of arrears and pending dues was sent to the Civil Surgeon, Sangrur to taking appropriate action on the same.
The representative of the Department of Personnel states that  no record could  be located in the department  concerning the representation dated 3-7-2008 and three reminders mentioned by the complainant in   para 2 of his  application for information.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which  is disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dilbagh Singh,

s/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

r/o Vill. Mallha, P.O. Kang,

Distt. Tarn Taran, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1242 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None   on behalf of complainant

ii)     
Sri Ramesh Kumar, Steno/SDM, Khadoor Sahib, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been delivered to  the complainant to his  satisfaction.
Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mehanga Ram,

s/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

VPO – Dholwaha,

Teh. & Distt. Hoshiarpur,

Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1247 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Mehanga Ram,   complainant  in person.
ii)     
Sri Ashwani Kumar, Jr. Assistant and Sri Chanchal Singh, Field Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


There are two applications for information of the complainant in this case.  The information pertaining to the application dated 6-4-2009 has already been given to him.  The information in respect of the application dated 10-2-2009 , although it does not concern the proceedings today , has been brought by the respondent and handed over to the complainant for his information.

The information required by the complainant has been provided by the respondent to his complete satisfaction, except for a copy of an approval issued by the Revenue Department, which is available with the respondent in his office at Hoshiarpur.  The respondent has made a commitment that a copy of this document will be supplied to him on Monday, the 6th July, 2009.


Disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Gurbax  Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar, Punjab.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 205 of 2009

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

ii)     
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant was sent to him vide the Court’s orders dated 29-5-2009,  which was unfortunately not received by him.  A copy of the same has, therefore, been provided to him in the Court today. An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any,  in the information at 10 AM on 
7-8-2009.


The respondent is not present in the Court today either personally or through any representative.  A doubt has arisen in the covering letter with which the information was sent to the Commission. It has been mentioned therein that there is an  enclosure of 10 pages against item No. 3, whereas the enclosure which is on record of the case  file consists of only five pages.  It would be necessary for the respondent or his representative to be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the enclosures  of their letter No. 1162 dated 28-5-2009,  so that it may be ascertained that complete information has been provided to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-8-2009  for further consideration and orders. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Gurbax  Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar, Punjab.




__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar, Punjab.




__________ Respondent

AC No. 201  and 202   of 2009

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

ii)     
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Unfortunately, the orders of the Court dated 29-5-2009, with which the information required by the complainant was sent to him, has not been received by him and a copy thereof along with copies of its enclosures has been handed over to the complainant in the Court  today. An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him at 10 AM on 7-8-2009.  It would be necessary for the respondent to send a representative well acquainted with the facts  of the   case to   attend   the hearing of the   Court at   10 AM   on 
7-8-2009.

The complainant submits that the application for information was given by him on 13-10-2008, and the information was sent by the respondent to the Commission, as  a result of the notice issued by it,  vide his letter dated 28-5-2009,  and that action should be taken against the PIO for this unreasonable delay.  In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Sri Bhupinderjit Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar, to show cause at 10 AM on7-8-2009, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurmej Singh,

s/o Sh. Atma Singh,

VPO – Peer Mohmad, Teh. Zira,

Distt. Ferozepur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur, Punjab.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 921 of 2009

Present:
i) Sri Gurmej Singh, complainant in person.


ii) HC  Nirmal  Singh   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was made on 3-3-2009 and the respondent  informed the complainant on 12-3-2009 that the application for information should be made by him in form ‘A’, prescribed by the rules and subsequently, although the  complainant did not submit his application  in form ‘A’,  the respondent  informed the complainant  on 2-6-2009 that the required information can be given if he deposits the prescribed fees of Rs. 70/-( inclusive of postal charges).  The complainant did not deposit this amount under the impression  that the respondent is required to provide the information within the prescribed period of 30 days otherwise the information will be given free of  cost.  My finding on the issue of payment of fees is that since form ‘A’ has been prescribed not  by the Act,  but by the rules,  an application for information cannot be rejected on the ground that form ‘A’ has not been used, if the application is otherwise clear and is accompanied  by the application fees of Rs. 10/-.  The PIO, office of the SSP, Ferozepur should note this for the future. Since the objection raised by the PIO in this case is overruled, the information required by the complainant, which has been brought by the respondent to the Court, has been delivered to the complainant free of cost.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of 

   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,  ( By Regd. Post)
c/o Vigilant Citizens Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, # 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana – 141003.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Faridkot, Punjab.  

__________ Respondent

CC No. 691 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant

ii)     
Head Constable Birbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has sent a letter to the Commission dated 2-7-2009 in which he has stated that the respondent  has not sent the required information to him as directed by the Commission on the last date of hearing. Apparently, there is some communication gap between the Commission and the complainant because the last date of hearing in this case took place on 29-5-2009, and the information required by the complainant, which had been brought by the respondent to the Court, was sent to the complainant along with the orders of that date and an opportunity was given to him to point out deficiencies , if any, in the information sent to him at 10 AM on 3-7-2009 (today).  It appears that the complainant has not received a copy of the Commission’s orders dated 29-5-2009 along with which  the information was sent to him, and a copy thereof is therefore again sent to him for his information by Regd. Post.  An opportunity is also again given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being sent to him at 10 AM on 7-8-2009.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mehnga Ram,

s/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

V.P.O. – Dholbaha,

Teh. & Distt. Hoshiarpur, Punjab.  


__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Police Hqs, Punjab.

Sector 9,Chandigrh,





__________ Respondent

CC No. 601 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Mehnga Ram complainant in person.

ii)     
Inspector Salinder Singh, Crime Br. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The representative of the PIO, office of the DGP, Punjab, has submitted a copy of the report sent by the SSP, Hoshiarpur,  on the action taken subsequent to the instance of fire which took place in the furniture shop of his son in the year 2007 and   a copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant for his information.  Apart from this,  there is no record which has been found  regarding the announcement made  by the M.L.A. about any compensation to be given to the complainant,  either in the office of the DGP or the SSP,  Hoshiarpur.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mandhir Singh,

PPS, SP/T,

House No. 1365, Sector 68, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali, (Pb.).



__________Complainant

1.Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Home Department,

Chandigarh      





2.Public Information Officer,

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

Punjab Police, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondents
CC No. 1143 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Mandhir Singh complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Jagdev Singh, Supdt. & Sub Inspector Vithal Hari, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 5-6-2009, the remaining information has been supplied to the complainant  except for  the  information  mentioned at sr. no. 14 of his application for information, in which he has asked for a copy of the recommendations submitted by the  committed headed  by Sri Kirandeep Singh Bhullar, IAS,  regarding preparation of the seniority list of PPS officers. The respondent says that the recommendation was submitted by the Committee to the Home Department and this information is not available in the office of the DGP, Punjab. This item of information, which  is reproduced below, is therefore transferred to the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Home, Government of Punjab with the direction that it should be provided to the complainant at his address given above within a period of 30 days from the date of receipt of these orders.
“ A copy of the recommendations submitted  by Committee headed  by Sri  Kirandeep Singh Bhullar, IAS, on basis of which tentative seniority  list up to 12-05-1994 of PPS officers in service under Punjab Police Services Rules,1959.“

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of,









              (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd July, 2009





      
      Punjab
