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

Shri Paul Sharma,

H. No. 809/2A, Prem Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana, Pb.  






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Ludhiana – 2, Punjab.


__________ Respondent

AC No. 159 of 2009
Present:
i)   
None  on  behalf   of the appellant .
ii)     
Sri  Arun Gupta, ETO, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


Complete information has been given by the respondent to the appellant  vide his letter  dated 16-1-2009, except that the taxes being paid  by individual soap manufacturing units has not been intimated to him under Section 8(1)(d) of the RTI Act.

The exemption being claimed by the respondent is upheld and the case is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Kamal Anand,
s/o Sh. Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur – 148001, Punjab.






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Bathinda, Punjab 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 164 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)     
Sri Shavinder Singh, ETO, Sunam, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


This is a second appeal against the orders of the first appellate authority dated 29.01.2009, rejecting the first appeal of the appellant against the response of  the Excise & Taxation Officer, Sunam, contained in his letter dated 04.12.2008, to the application for information of the appellant dated 08.11.2008. 


It may be stated at the outset that under Section 6 of the RTI Act, 2005 an application for information is required to be made to either the PIO or the APIO, but in this case the application for information has been addressed to the State Public Information Officer, office of the Excise & Taxation Officer, Sunam, although no such person exists, there being no PIO or APIO in the office of the ETO, Sunam. The provisions contained in Sub-Section(3) of Section 6 of the Act ibid is also not applicable in the instant case, since the ETO, Sunam and AETC, Sangrur, who is the PIO for the Department of Excise & Taxation in district Sangrur, are part of the same public authority, namely, the Excise and Taxation Department in district Sangrur. Besides, the expression “application” mentioned in Sub-Section(3) of Section 6 of the Act ibid  refers to a valid application which has been made in accordance with Sub-Section(1) of Section 6, which was not done in the instant case. Nevertheless, the ETO, Sunam has given such of the information, as had been applied for, to the appellant vide his letter dated 04.12.2008,with which he is concerned, and informed 
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him that he is required to apply for the remaining information to the 
AETC-cum-PIO, Sangrur.

For the reasons stated above, I find nothing objectionable or deficient in the reply of the ETO, Sunam, sent to the appellant vide his letter dated 04.12.2008, and the appellant is advised to make a fresh application to the PIO-cum-AETC, Sangrur for any information which he requires, other than what has already been provided to him.


Disposed of.    







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Devinder Singh Saini, Advocate,

Chamber No. 844, 8th Floor,

Lawyers Chamber Complex,

Ludhiana, Punjab. 






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna, Punjab. 


__________ Respondent

AC No. 170 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Devinder Singh Saini, Advocate, appellant in person. 

ii)     
ASI   (Ms) Raj  Parminder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant has asked for the photostat copies of the service books of certain police officials vide his application for information dated 18-9-2008. The respondent has correctly claimed exemption from providing this information to the complainant under Section 8 o f the RTI Act,  because the service books of the police employees contain all kinds of personal and confidential information which cannot be provided under the RTI Act  to a third party.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Navkiran Singh Sodhi,
s/o Sh. Parminder Singh Sodhi,

# 455, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road, Patiala, Pb.






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Patiala, Punjab.


__________ Respondent

AC No. 173 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant
ii)     
ASI  Malkiat  Singh, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 11-5-2009.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Ms. Rupinderjit Saini,
w/o Dr. Balbir Singh,

R/o 45/5, Passi Road,

Patiala, Punjab.






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Ropar, Punjab.


__________ Respondent

AC No. 179 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Smt Rupinderjit Saini, appellant in person. 

ii)     
DSP Gautam Singal, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


Vide his endorsement No. 1525/PC dated 16-6-2007, the respondent has informed the complainant that the three member committee which had recorded the statements of the complainant and others on 10-5-2007, did not complete its inquiry because of the instructions conveyed by the ADGP, Crime, Punjab, vide his letter No. 417/SD dated 14-5-2007, to the effect that an inquiry is being conducted into the case by the Crime Branch and no action should therefore be taken on the applications submitted by Ms. Rupinderjit Saini, the complainant before us. Copies of the statements recorded by the three member committee have been given to the complainant, but her grievance that a copy of the findings/report of the three member committee has not been given to her is rejected, since the inquiry was not completed by the respondent and this record therefore does not exist.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigliant Citizens Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, # 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana – 141003. 



___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurdwara Parbandhak Committee,
Amritsar, Punjab.





            _________ Respondent

AC No. 183 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant
ii)     
S.  Simarjit Singh, Court Asstt., on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the Nankana Sahib Education Trust, Ludhiana is neither funded nor controlled by the Shiromani Gurdwara Parbandhak Committee but it is an independent private trust and, therefore, the PIO of the SGPC is not concerned with any application for information concerning this Trust.


 The appellant has not appeared in person but has made his submission regarding his application in writing and has sent the same by fax. One of the points made by the applicant is that “management and control” of Nankana Sahib Education Trust “is exercised” by the SGPC, Amritsar. The reasons given by the appellant in support of this contention, namely, that the President of the SGPC is the ex-officio President of Nankana Sahib Education Trust and 9 of the 15 members of the Trust are appointed by the SGPC, does not necessarily  mean  that the Trust is a body which is controlled and managed by the SGPC. The appellant would have to show that such is the case by placing reliance of the relevant provisions of the rules governing the Trust, from which alone it can be determined whether the SGPC has any overall control and management functions to perform vis-à-vis the Trust. An opportunity is given to the appellant for this purpose at 10.00 AM on 11.06.2009.


It would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the Court in this case till further notice.   






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,
General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Organization,

V&PO Rasulpur (Mallah), Teh. Jagraon,

District Ludhiana, Punjab – 142035.






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 184 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Iqbal Singh, appellant in person. 

ii)     
Sub-Inspector Harjit Singh., on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked for the ACRs of a police official and has complained against the exemption from disclosing this information being claimed by the respondent under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005. The exemption being claimed by the respondent is upheld and this case is disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), 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 Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana, Punjab.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 784  and 785 of 2009

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

ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


These two cases are being dealt with by this single order since the applications for information in both the cases are identical.


The respondent states that the applications for information of the complainant could not be dealt with because of extreme pre-occupation by the concerned staff with the Lok Sabha elections, and has made a commitment that a proper reply will be sent to the complainant within ten days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-6-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Vishwas Kumar Garg,

s/o Sh. Kasturi Lal,

C/o Ist  Polio Centre,

Street No. 10, Bibiwala Road,

Bathinda, Punjab.




         ___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda, Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 789 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Vishwas Kumar Garg , complainant in person. 

ii)     
ASI Harbans Singh on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


There are five points on which information has been asked for by the complainant in his application dated 07.11.2008. The respondent states that information in respect of point Nos. 1 and 5 was given to the complainant on 09.01.2009 and after obtaining the advise of the DA Legal, the complainant was informed vide letter dated 12.03.2009 that information in respect of point Nos. 2, 3 and 4 cannot be provided to him at present under Section 8(1)(h), because these are connected with FIRs which are still under investigation. 

The complainant has pointed out that the respondent has not provided complete information in respect of point Nos. 1 and 5 of his application. The following deficiencies have been pointed out by him: -

i)
In point No. 1, he has asked for the report of the IO and statements of Sri Harbans Lal and Sri Subhash Garg, which were recorded in response to his complaint No. SSP BTI-679/FR/07 & 628 PC-3/FDR dated 12.9.2007. He states that the statements of Sh. Harbans Lal and Sri Subhash Garg which have been given to him do not pertain to these complaints but to the complaint mentioned at point No. 5. Further, no information regarding his complaint No. 628 PC-3/FDR dated 12.9.2007 has been given to him.  
…Contd p2/-
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ii)
 In respect of point No. 5,  the complainant states that he has been given information only in respect of complaint No. 124/F/CL dt 26.02.2008 and no information has been given to him in respect of his complaint No. 93/2-6-2007.

It is apparent that there are serious deficiencies in the information regarding the action taken by the PIO on the application for information dated 07.11.2008 of the complainant, and the respondent has delayed the information, which was eventually given only partially and a substantial portion of the information for which the complainant has applied was not given to him, without any explanation at all. Because of this carelessness, the complainant had to approach the Commission and the net result is that even after a period of more than six months has lapsed since the application for information was given, complete information has still not been provided to the complainant. 
Under these circumstances, notice is hereby served on the PIO to show cause,  on the next date of hearing, why a penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act should not be imposed upon him. The respondent is also advised to give the remaining information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 18.06.2009 for further consideration and orders. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Davinder Singh,

C/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

Vill- Adiana, P.O – Machhiwara,

Teh. Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana,

Punjab.








___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent of Police,

Khanna, Punjab
 




__________ Respondent

CC No. 17 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 Courts dated 09.04.2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Pritpal Singh,

s/o Sh. Harkirtan Singh,

R/o # 2/305, Jandiala Road,

Tarn Taran. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Attorney,

Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 140 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Pritpal Singh, appellant in person. 

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant has made his written submissions with reference to his application for information dated 24.05.2008. He has also requested for an adjournment of the case because of his personal circumstances. The same is allowed and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 11-6-2009.
 
It would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings in this case till further notice.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. S.P. Khariwal, Chairman,

Consumer Movement Abohar,

Teh  Abohar, District Ferozepur,

H. No. 1074, Street No. 3, Abohar,

District Fereozepur,



 


__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

 Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 156 of 2009

Present:
None.
ORDER


Neither the appellant nor the respondent are present. It is not clear whether the orders of the Court dated 9-4-2009 have been complied with. Further, the   appellant has sent a list of alleged deficiencies in the information provided to him in respect of Abohar block vide his letter dated 5-5-2009, and a copy of the same is enclosed with these orders.  The respondent is directed to send a reply to this letter to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-6-2009. 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 information supplied to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 9-4-2009 and a copy of the reply sent to the complainant to the enclosed letter dated 5-5-2009.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. N.S. Bhatia,

H. No. 1377/1,

Sector 70, 

Mohali.



  


        __________ Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Chandigarh.






__________Respondent

CC No. 163   of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. N.S. Bhatia, appellant in person. 

ii)     
Sri Satish Chander, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the receipt of Vigilance Department U.O No. 27/13/04-05/BA/12774 dated 18.07.2005 could not be confirmed from the Receipt Register of the department and the concerned file could also not be located. The respondent is, therefore, not in a position to inform the complainant about the action which may have been taken on this reference of the department of Vigilance, which had conveyed the orders of the Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab for taking disciplinary action against DSP Vinod Kumar, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab (who had been transferred from the Department of Vigilance to his parent department). 

Under these circumstances, the complainant may give to the respondent photostat copies of the aforementioned U.O. reference of the department of Vigilance along with its enclosures, which he has already obtained from the department of Vigilance under the RTI Act, and the respondent has made a commitment that immediate action would be taken on this U.O. reference.


The  respondent  has  also  been  directed  to  find  out  from  the office of DGP 
…Contd P2
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Punjab, whether there is any correspondence on this U.O. reference and if so, to obtain copies thereof in order to reconstruct their file. In case any correspondence is located, copies of the same should be provided by the respondent to the complainant for his information.


Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. R.S. Walia,

s/o Sh. Anant Ram Walia,

# 260 Model Town,

Ambala City, Haryana. 

 




   
    _________Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

 





         __________Respondent
CC No. 258 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of complainant

ii)     
Sub Inspector Iqbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


A hearing was fixed today in this case but the opportunity given to the complainant, to point out deficiencies in the information given to him regarding the inquiry which was conducted by the respondent into the application dated 29.01.2008 of Sh. Sidharath Walia, has not been availed by him. The complainant has not appeared in the Court and therefore, I assume that there are no deficiencies which he wishes to point out in the information. 

The complainant has made an application dated 27.04.2009 for the transfer of this case to another Bench. Since, however, the case is already over, his request is infructuous and is therefore rejected.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Gurdarshan Singh,

s/o Sh. Uda Singh,

r/o Kothe Kukia-de.

Village Pharwahi,  Distt. Barnala,



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 421 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, complainant in person.
ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has made three applications for information in this case, all dated 22.09.2008,  but no reply was received by him in response to these applications, leading to his present complaint dated 06.02.2009 to the Commission. Some information given by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 06.04.2009, and an opportunity was given to the complainant today to point out deficiencies, if any,  in the information provided to him. 


The complainant states that there are two deficiencies in the information which has been provided to him and he has given intimation about the same to the respondent vide his letter dated 21.04.2009, a copy of which is enclosed for ready reference of the respondent. These deficiencies are as follows: -

i)
The complainant has asked for up to date (i.e. till 22.09.2008, the date of application) progress regarding the inquiry, being conducted by DSP Pargat Singh Khaira into his complaint, which was started by him on 25.07.2008. This information has not been given to him. 
ii)
 The complainant has asked for the number and date of the entry made in the Roznamcha and action taken on his representation dated 08.06.2008 given to the SHO, PS Dhanoula, against Bachittar Singh, Lal 
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Singh, Labh Singh sons of Jaggar Singh r/o Pandher and Harpal Singh, r/o Pandher,  Chairman,  Block Samiti, Barnala. This information has also not been given to him.

The respondent has also absented himself from the Court, despite the issuance of the Commission’s notice, on the first date of hearing on 9.4.2009, and also today.

From the above, it appears that the respondent is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness, and he is hereby called upon to show cause as to why a penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, for the delay which has been caused in this case.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 11.06.2009 for further consideration and orders. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar,

3-B, Kailash Nagar,

Fazilka – 152-123, 

District Ferozepur, Punjab






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 448 of 2009

Present:        None

ORDER


Heard.

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 Courts dated 16.04.2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


14th May, 2009





      Punjab
