STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parmjit Singh,

Mechanic-II,

PRTC Workshop ,Industrial Area, Phase – II, 

Near Tribune Chowk, Chandigarh.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 997 of 2009

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

ii)  Const. Parveen  Kumar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The original records have been brought  by the respondent and copies of all the available documents required by the complainant have been given to him.


Disposed  of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

s/o Sh. Bag Ram Kamboj,

Kamboj Hospital, Near Gaushala,

Gidderbaha, District Muktsar Pb. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1276 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant 

ii)     
Sri  Rattan Singh, Tehsildar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


Action has been taken by the respondent in accordance with the Court’s orders dated 9-7-2009 and a complete report thereof has seen sent to the complainant vide the respondent’s letter dated 11-8-2009.


Disposed  of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parmjit Singh,

Mechanic-II,

PRTC Workshop 

Industrial Area, Phase – II, 

Near Tribune Chowk, Chandigarh.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 996 of 2009

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

ii)  S I Ajit Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that  Sri .Gurjit Singh son of Sri  Kartar Singh had come to the police station but refused to give any statement.  The complainant states that the statement was given by Sri  Gurjit Singh in the presence of witnesses. The original record of the inquiry into peshi no. 2365 dated 2-9-2008 has been seen and it is clear that it does not contain any statement of Sri Gurjit Singh.


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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ripal Kumar,

H.No. 19-D, Tripari Town,

Back side Gurdwara Kashmiriya,

Patiala.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 

__________ Respondent

CC No.  1289 of 2009

Present:    i)   None on behalf of the complainant  .

                 ii)  ASI  Gulzara Ram   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 10-7-2009 have been complied with and a copy of the DDR and all other documents duly attested by a   gazetted  officer have been  delivered at the complainant’s residence on 
11-8-2009.  The complainant has sent a message that the only document which remains to be received by him is the final investigation report.  The respondent states that the wife of the deceased is coming  to the police station on 14-8-2009,  when an affidavit  will be taken in  respect of her husband’s death, after which the final investigation report will be prepared and a copy, duly attested by a gazetted officer, will be given to the complainant.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 17-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Onkar Singh,

s/o Sh. Didar Singh,

H. No. 1694/78-A,

Near Khalsa High School,

Ropar,  Punjab.





__________Complainant

V/s

Sri Amit Misra. ( By Speed Post)




PIO-cum-Divisional  Forest Officer,

Ropar, Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1259 of 2009

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

ii)     
None   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case was made by the complainant on 20-12-2008,  but he did not get any response and  therefore  made a complaint dated 18-5-2009 to the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act. A notice was issued  on 15-6-2009 to the PIO, office of the District Forest Officer,Rupnagar, directing him to appear for a hearing  on the complaint  on 
 9-7-2009.  On this date, however, the respondent did not appear in the Court either personally or through any representative and a notice was therefore issued to him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, to show cause at 10 A.M. on 13-8-2009 as to why a penalty should not be imposed on him for the delay which has occurred in supplying the required information to the complainant.  This notice was properly addressed to the PIO, office of the Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar and sent through registered post.  A copy thereof was also sent to the Principal  Chief Conservator of Forests, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh for information.  

It is a matter of great regret that no reply has been sent to the notice by the PIO, and he continues  to absent himself from the Court, and has even today not appeared either personally nor through any representative.  Instead ,
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however, a copy of a letter issued by the respondent on 8-7-2009 to the complainant has been sent to the Commission, in which he has been asked to supply a copy of the notification of the Government which was issued in connection with the acquisition of the  khasra nos. mentioned in his application for information, so that the information required by him can be properly identified and given to him.  It is significant,  however, that this letter has been written by the respondent more than 180 days after receiving the application for information, and the delay which has been caused is patently unreasonable.

The complainant has brought to the Court a copy of the notification of the Government dated 10-11-1997, which is required by the respondent for locating the information required by him. The same is enclosed with these orders with the direction to the respondent to now locate the required information and bring the same to the Court on the next date of hearing.  A final decision of the notice issued to the PIO for the imposition of a penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act will taken at the time of disposal of this case.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance and further orders.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

A copy is forwarded to:-

i) 
The Financial Commissioner,  Punjab, Forests Department, 723, Floor 7, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

ii)  
 Principal Chief Conservator of Forests & Wild Life Warden,  Punjab, 2463-64,Sector 22-C, Sector 17,   Chandigarh

for information






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009




     Punjab 
Encl----1 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh,

Hemkunt House,   82, Jujhar Avenue,

Gumtala Link, Ajnala Road,

Amritsar-143008.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief  Khalsa  Diwan,

Jandiala Road, Tarn-Taran.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  3119 of 2009

Present:
i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)
Sri Manish Prabhakar, Advocate , on behalf of the      respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has submitted a letter from the Hony. Secretary of Chief Khalsa Diwan, which states that it is registered with the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies,Punjab, and has neither been created by the State Government through legislation or an executive order, nor does it  receive any financial aid  from the Government on a regular or substantial basis,  and the Chief Khalsa  Diwan is, therefore, not a public authority as defined under Section 2 of the RTI Act. He has further submitted that there is no post of PIO in the Chief Khalsa Diwan  and the letter given by the President on 13-4-2009 to Sri S.P.Singh, the complainant, is irregular and has  been issued  without authorization of the Executive Committee of the Diwan.  In view of the submissions made by the Hony. Secretary of Chief Khalsa Diwan, I accept the contention that the respondent is not a public authority as defined in the RTI Act, and is therefore under no obligation to respond to an application for information made under that Act.
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In the light of this decision, the cost of Rs. 500/- which the respondent had been directed to give to the complainant  is also without the authority of Law  and is  therefore   withdrawn.


Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhavandeep Singh Jaggi,

131, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1383 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sri  K.S. Kahlon, Legal Adviser-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 29-6-2009, a copy of the retyped  Resolution of the Municipal Corporation sanctioning the Haibowal Dairy Complex has been delivered to the complainant at his residence on 30-7-2009 and was received by his mother.  Insofar as the disciplinary action against the three officials of the Municipal Corporation is concerned, the respondent states  that the disciplinary action case is still under process and is likely to be completed within two months.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Hardip Singh,

Vill. Chhina Retwala, PO Dhariwal Daroga,

Distt. Gurdaspur.
 




___________Complainant

Vs.

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

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2630 of 2008

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

ii)     
Hd. Constable Davinderpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has clarified that the cancellation report which was prepared on the basis of the inquiry conducted by  the  Deputy Superintendent of Police, Sub Division, Majitha,  into the FIR  registered on the complaint of Ms. Rajinder Kaur,  could not be submitted to the Court  and is still pending in the office of the ADGP,Crime, because  a fresh  inquiry was started by the Crime Branch on the complaint of Ms. Rajinder Kaur and all the records were summoned by the ADGP, Crime, and is still pending in his office. The documents were sent to the Crime Branch vide Memo. No. 13933 dated 26-9-2008.  The complainant wants a copy of the cancellation report dated 12-9-2008 which was prepared on the basis of the inquiry conducted by  the DSP,  Majitha 

The PIO, office of the DGP, Punjab, Police HQs, Sector 9, Chandigarh, is therefore substituted  as the respondent in this case and he is directed to attend 
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the Court at 10 AM on 27-8-2009, either personally or through the APIO, along with an attested copy of the cancellation report dated 12-9-2008 prepared in FIR No. 203, dated 15-11-2007, PS. City Gurdaspur, which was sent to the office of the ADGP,Crime, by the SSP, Gurdaspur,  vide Memo.   No. 13933 dated 26-9-2008.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  


A copy is forwarded to the Inspector General  of Police (H.Q)-cum- PIO, Punjab, Police Headquarters, Sector 9,  Chandigarh,   for necessary action.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amarjit Singh Bajwa,

Bajwa House, College Road,

Qadian, Distt. Gurdaspur




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1367 of 2008

Present.
None

ORDER


The respondent in this case has submitted that all the concerned officials were present in the office of the   Executive Engineer   (Technical),   PSEB, Gurdaspur  on 10-8-2009, but the complainant did not make an appearance till 12-30 P.M. and the inspection of the records did not  therefore take place.  The complainant on the other hand has sent a written communication to the Commission stating that he was unable to attend the office of the Executive Engineerv  (Technical), PSEB, Gurdaspur on 10-8-2009 due to his preoccupation with an obligatory appearance in the Punjab and Haryana High Court on the same date, and has requested for an adjournment.

In view of the above, the following directions are given:-

The date of the inspection of records is now fixed as 22-9-2009. Other conditions in respect of the inspection mentioned in the Court’s orders dated 15-7-2009 will remain the same.


Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 25-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance and further orders.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Satnam Singh,

President, Universal Human Rights Organization,

Bajrra Colony, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana-141007.






----- Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,  

Patiala.  







 ----Respondent

AC No.   364 of 2008

Present:
i)  S. Iqbal Singh, on behalf of the  appellant.




ii)  DSP.  Arshdeep Singh, and SI. Gurinder Singh Bal,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted a written explanation of the inaccurate information provided to the appellant, and states the  actual fact is that no information was due to be given to the appellant in compliance of the orders of the Court dated 23-10-2008, since none is available in the official records.  Nevertheless, in his anxiety to fulfill his obligations under the RTI Act,  Sub Inspector  Gurinder Singh Bal, who had used the private vehicles in question, and who had been transferred from Jagraon, obtained the information which was given to the appellant from his subordinates over the telephone, who gave him  incorrect information, which got passed on to the appellant,

From the facts and circumstances of this case  I conclude that the inaccuracy in the information which has been supplied to the appellant is not malafide and intentional and does not call for any further action on the part of the Commission.  Insofar as the information required by the appellant is concerned, none is due to him since it does not exist in the records of the respondent.


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Dr. D.S. Grewal,

s/o Lt. Col. Hari Singh Grewal,

H. No. 103, Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh.





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 782  of   2009

Present:        i)   
Dr. D.S. Grewal,  complainant  in person

ii)     
Sri  Subhash Chander  Gupta, Asstt. Trust Engineer-cum-PIO. IT,Ludhiana and Sri Avtar Singh  Pannu, Kanungo.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought with him the original record of the action which was taken on the notice  dated 12-7-2008 and 7-12-2008 sent by Sri S.C.Nagpal, Advocate, to the respondent on behalf of the complainant.   It has been found that the record has already been given to the complainant but its translation is not very clear.  The five relevant pages of the original record consisting of the office notings and the letter written to the Chairman of the Improvement Trust for making arrangements for  the money to be paid complainant, and its enclosures, have been photostated and attested copies have been  provided to the complainant in the Court. No further information is due to the complainant.

 
  The respondent  requests for an adjournment for giving a reply to the show cause notice issued to him by the Court’s orders dated 22-7-2009 under Section  20 of the RTI Act.  The request is allowed and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 17-9-2009 for consideration of the respondent’s reply to the show cause notice.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ajit Lal,

s/o Sh. Atma Ram,

Vill. - Kalyanpur, PO – Dhariwal,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur – 143519, 

__________Appellant

\Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur, Punjab.



__________ Respondent

AC No. 258 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sri  Roshan Lal  on behalf of the appellant . 

ii)
S.I. Ramesh Kumar and Head Constable   Davinderpal  Singh,   on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER


Heard.


Sub Inspector Ramesh Kumar has appeared on behalf of the PIO along with the original record of FIR No. 29  dated 22-2-2008 and of the action taken on the complaint dated 30-10-2008 of Sri  Atma Ram. The comparison of the original FIR  with the copy given to the complainant shows that  a portion at the bottom of the page has been left out  while making a photostat copy, which the respondent states was inadvertent, and a fresh complete attested copy has now been given to the complainant. The case already stands adjourned to 10 A.M. on 11-9-2009 for consideration of the inquiry report which the SSP, Gurdaspur has been directed to order into the allegation of the complainant that certain statements have been removed from the records by the respondent.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. R.P. Mehta,

Struggle Committee for Justice & Anti Corruption Drive,

P.O. Amroh, Distt. Hoshiarpur.   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Jalandhar.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1749  of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. R.P. Mehta, complainant in person.

ii)
Insp.  Jagdish  Singh, Vig.Bureau, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has provided an inquiry report to the complainant, which had been conducted in the year 2002,  for  which the complainant has applied  vide his application dated 15-9-2008,.  The complainant states that this was not the inquiry report for which he had made an application on 15-9-2008.  The respondent states that there is no objection in supplying the inquiry report which the complainant requires provided it is properly identified.  This has been done in the Court today and the respondent states that the inquiry report  wanted by the complainant will be sent to him within seven days along with the information regarding the action taken on the report.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-9-2009  for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Narinder Singh,

H.NO. 3189/17, Nai Haveli,

Gate Hakiman, Amritsar.
   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corpn.,

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.





         __________ Respondent

CC No.  1743  of 2009

Present:
Sri  Narinder Singh, complainant  in person

Sri I.P.Tiwari, Chief Technical Asstt.-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the 
respondent 

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant had been partly given, and the remaining information has been handed over to him in the Court today.


Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Harnek Singh,

S/o Sh. Jeon Singh,

H.NO. 127, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.
   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1729  of 2009

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sri  Rajinder Kumar, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court.  He has been directed to ensure that it is delivered to the complainant within three days from today.


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent   at 10 AM on 17-9-2009.








            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Ms. Aruna Kumari,

80, G.T. B Avenue, 

Jalandhar.


   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1745  of 2009

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.



ii) ASI   Vijay   Kumar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him on 6-8-2009.


Disposed  of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


13th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Dr. K.K. Jindal,

Chamber No. 20, New Courts Complex,

Distt. Courts, Mansa-151505.



  ________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1673  of 2009

ORDER


The complainant has made a written submission to the Commission in which he has expressed his desire to receive the information required by him by registered post.  The mode through which he wants the information, however, has been indicated in the application for information as ‘In person’, and he was informed by the respondent within 30 days of the receipt of his application for information that the information is ready and he may come and collect it.The complainant has stated in his letter that he went to the office of the respondent on 26-6-2009 to collect the information but did not succeed in getting the same.
 
In view of the application now made by the complainant the orders of this Court dated 30-7-2009 are amended to the extent that the respondent is directed to send the information required by the complainant to him by registered post and also bring a copy of the same to the Court on 3-9-2009.

1. The complainant  should send to the respondent an amount of Rs. 100/-  (  Rs.one hundred) to cover the postal charges  and fees for the information ( subject to adjustment).

2. The respondent is directed to send the information required by the complainant through registered post on the receipt of the amount mentioned at sr. no. 1 above.

The case already stands adjourned to 10 AM on 3-9-2009.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


18th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

