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

Mrs. Janak Garg,

112, Bharpur Garden,

Opp. Govt. Ayurvedic College,

Patiala- 147001.






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar (Administration),

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.








__________ Respondent

AC No. 608 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Mrs. Janak Garg, complainant in person. 

ii)     
 Sri Kamal Kant, Dy. Registrar, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard,

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 26.02.2009, a copy of the blank proforma sent by the Government has been attested by the respondent and given to the complainant in the Court today (Point No. 4). 


The respondent has given to the complainant the last pay certificate of her husband as on 12.03.1995. The husband of the appellant was placed under suspension on 13.03.1995 and apparently remained under suspension till he was compulsorily retired on 17.02.2001. Clarifying the information required by her, the appellant states that she wants a copy of the orders which were passed in respect of his entitlement to pay as  on the date of  his compulsory retirement on 17.02.2001. If any such orders exist, a copy of the same may be given to the appellant, otherwise she may be informed that there is no such order on record. 
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The respondent has given to the appellant a copy of the orders denying the first ACP to her husband after five years of service. The respondent states that he has now understood, after some discussion has been held, the information required by the appellant regarding the criteria which is followed for the grant of ACP  after 5 years service, and this information would also be given to her before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 26.03.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Jit Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

H.No. 167-C, Focal Point,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.






___________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3141 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Jit Singh, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sub. Inspt. Sukhdarshan Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information provided by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 19-2-2009 has been examined by the Court and I find that the entire record available  with the respondent, point wise in accordance with the eight points on which information has been sought in the complainant’s application dated 29-11-2008, has been given to the complainant.  Since the complainant insists that he has not received any information, the respondent was specially asked to spend some time with the complainant and show him the precise information which has been given in respect of each of the points mentioned in his application.

Unfortunately, even after the above exercise was carried out, the complainant continues to insist that he has not received any information.  By way of an attempt to convince him that he is wrong, the Court discussed the points of his application and could show him that the information which he has asked for has been supplied to him.  The complainant however is still not satisfied and the reason is that he is confusing his allegations about inadequate or incomplete action taken by the police on his complaints, with the record concerning his complaints as they exist in the police department. For  example,  although  the  reference  mentioned  in  point  no.  2 of his
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application for information is merely a reminder to the reference mentioned in point no. 1, in respect of which he has been given documents showing the action taken thereon, he insists that he has not given information in respect of point no. 2, because the police is not proceeding against all the persons mentioned in his application under sections 107/151 of the Cr. P.C.

I conclude that the entire available information has been given to the complainant by the respondent in response to his application dated 29-11-2008, and the objections of the complainant in respect of the information which has been provided are overruled.


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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Prem Sagar Singla,
# 17042, Aggarwal Colony,

Bathinda






___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Personnel,

Chandigarh. 


__________ Respondent

AC No. 15 of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh. Prem Sagar Singla, appellant in person. 

ii)     
Sh Ashok Kumar, Suptd. Grade-II and Ms. Santosh Malhotra, Supdt. Grade-I, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.


There are  four items of information which have been asked for by the appellant in his application dated 12.07.2008. The information in respect of point nos. 3 & 4 has been given to him by the department of Personnel. The respondent representing the department of Personnel seeks some time to examine whether there is any rule or instruction concerning the grant of compensatory holiday for an employee, who is put on duty on a gazetted holiday. The request is allowed and the case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 26.03.2009 for further consideration. 





 


 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

138 – Gali No. 5,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar – 143004.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Commissioner,

Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 18 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Rajinder Singh,  complainant  in  person. 
ii)     
 Sri Mohinder Singh Chawla, Inspector  (Gr. I), on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The application for information of the appellant has been considered.  There are 16 items of information which he has  asked for, out of which 15 concern the personal residential addresses  or personal records of third parties, which cannot be given under the RTI Act.  The only item of information which can be provided to him is at point no. 12, in which he has asked for a copy of Government orders dated  4th July, 1959.  The respondent states that this document is not available in his office, which was issued by the Government and would be available in the office of the Director, Food and Supplies, Punjab, or the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Food and Supplies Department, Chandigarh.

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








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

W. No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

Vill & P.O. – Lehragaga,

District Sangrur.



__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 30 & 31 of 2009

Present:
None 
ORDER

The complainant has informed the court vide his letter dated 17.03.2009 that he has received the information for which he has applied in both AC-30/2009 and AC-31/2009. 

Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 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)   
Sri G.S.  Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.

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

ORDER
Heard.

There are 4 items of information which the complainant has asked for in his application for information dated 23-5-2008.  He has been informed in the Court today, in response to the last item of information, that the total revenue earned by the Corporation on account of sale of plots in Haibowal Dairy Complex, ‘B’ Block, Ludhiana is Rs. 2,16,24,557/-.  The respondent states that a copy of the authorized and approved  blue print of the Complex will be given to the complainant within 7 days from today.  Insofar as the first two items of information are concerned, the complainant has asked for a copy of the agenda notes put up before the house of the Municipal Corporation for its approval of  the lay-out plan-cum-project of the Haibowal Dairy Complex, ‘B’ Block, Ludhiana, and a copy of the  resolution of the full house approving the agenda.  Surprisingly, the reply which has been received by the complainant is that the  information is not available in the records of the Corporation, which is totally unacceptable.  It is not conceivable that a project has been sanctioned from which the Corporation has earned crores of rupees, but the respondent is not being able to provide a copy of the agenda item considered by the full house of the corporation for the purpose of sanctioning the project, and a copy of the resolution of the full house approving the same.
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In these circumstances, I direct Sri G.S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to have an inquiry instituted with the objective of locating the record required by the complainant, mentioned above, and to provide the information required by him after locating the same, before the next date of hearing positively.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-4-2009 for confirmation of compliance and for consideration of the report of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Tarsem Jain,

372-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Zonal Commissioner A,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1453 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of complainant. 

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

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 04.03.2009.


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Shingara Singh,

Vill – Hakewala,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur,



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 56 of 2009

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

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

Heard.


The respondent states that the complaint made by the complainant against Ms. Pushpa Rani and others is still under inquiry and a copy of the inquiry report along with copies of the statements of witnesses will be given to the complainant on the conclusion of the inquiry.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 23.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Mohinder Ram,

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

V.P.O. Nangal Shama,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.



_________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3169 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Mohinder Ram, complainant in person. 

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for a copy of the inquiry report into the complaint dated 2-6-2008 made against him and others by Sri Sukhwinder  Singh Sahota son of Sri Banta Singh.   Although his application for information was made on 19-8-2008, he has received no response to the same and the notice of the Commission for today’s hearing has also been ignored by the respondent and he has neither appeared personally nor through the APIO, which is a serious matter.  One last opportunity is given to the respondent to give the information required by the complainant, within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-4-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





      Punjab
After the hearing of the case, S I Surinder Pal Singh, SHO, PS NRI, Jalandhar made an appearance in the Court and gave a commitment that the inquiry report required by the complainant will be delivered to him within 7 days from today. The compliance will be reviewed at 10 AM on 23-4-2009.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





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

Sh. Shingara Singh,

s/o Sh. Tani Ram,

Bajigarh Bajti Shivgarh,

Near I.T.I. Samrala,

District Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Samrala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1421 of 2008

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

ii)     
Sri Ashwani Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant vide his application dated 25-3-08 has been provided to the complainant to the extent it is available in the office of the respondent.  Copies of the bills have also been given to him in the Court today. The complainant states that a copy of the cash book from 7-7-2007 to 31-3-2008 has not been supplied to him.  The respondent makes a commitment that the same will also be given to the complainant within 10 days.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-4-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


19th March, 2009





      Punjab
