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

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

S/o Sh. Karam Chand,

House Near State Bank of Patiala,

VPO Mehal Kalan, Distt. Barnala.
  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Food & Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1847 of 2009

Present:

i)   
Sh. Brij Lal Sharma, complainant in person
ii)  
Sri Iqbal  Singh Sethi, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the information from the respondent for which he had applied vide his application dated 27-3-2009.

Disposed of.






  

              (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








                           Punjab
27th  August, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

S/o Sh. Karam Chand,

House Near State Bank of Patiala,

VPO Mehal Kalan, Distt. Barnala.
  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Food & Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1846 of 2009

Present:

i)   
Sh. Brij Lal Sharma, complainant in person
ii)  
Sri   Naib  Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has received information in respect of point nos. 2, 7 and 8 of his application for information dated 27-3-2009. The respondent states that information in respect of the remaining point nos. 1,3,4,5, and 6 ,can be given to the complainant if he  indicates the subject matter of the letters, so that these could be located from the record. The respondent is directed to supply the remaining documents to the complainant on receipt of  the required details from the complainant.
Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 1-10-2009 for further consideration.






  

   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








                           Punjab
27th  August, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

S/o Sh. Karam Chand,

House Near State Bank of Patiala,

VPO Mehal Kalan, Distt. Barnala.
  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Food & Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1845 of 2009

Present:

i)   
Sh. Brij Lal Sharma, complainant in person
ii)  
Sri Sarwan Kumar Sood, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the information from the respondent for which he had applied vide his application dated 29-3-2009.


Disposed of.






  

              (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








                           Punjab
27th  August, 2009
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gian Chand,

Ex Sarpanch,Vill. Japuwal, 
P.O. Gurdas Nangal,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.

  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1819 of 2009

Present:

i)   
Sh. Gian Chand,   complainant in person
ii)  
Sri  Harminder Singh Sidhu, AFSO,Quadian, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today.


Disposed of.




  

 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Makhan Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Vill. Bika, PO Khankhana,

Distt. Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Nawanshahar


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Nawan Shahar.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  1840 and  1841 of 2009

Present:

i)   
Sh. Makhan Singh,  complainant in person
ii)  
DSP  Sri Satinderpal Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today.


Disposed of.






  

            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 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 Dholbaha, 

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.

  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1810 of 2009

Present:

i)   
Sh. Mehanga Ram,    complainant  in person
ii)  
 Hd. Constable Davinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent informed the complainant vide his letter dated 1-7-2009 that he can collect the information for which he had  applied vide his application dated 8-6-2009,  after depositing fees of  Rs. 104/- (including postal charges of Rs. 42/-), but the complainant has not yet deposited the required fees.  In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to give the required information to the complainant as and when he deposits the required fees.


Disposed of.






  

            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Sh. R.P. Mehta, 
Chairman,

Struggle Committee for Justice & 
Anti Corruption Drive,

VPO Amroh, Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Conservator of Forests,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1797 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. R.P. Mehta,  complainant in person
ii)  
Sri Sukhdev  Singh, Supdt and Sri Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that he has been informed by the respondent about the action which has been taken on his representation dated 4-3-2009.


Disposed of.






  

             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Ankur Kumar,

s/o Sh. Anil Kumar,

H. No 246/47, New Kundan Puri,

St. No. 4, Civil Line, 

Ludhiana, Punjab.




__________Complainant

V/s

Sri Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdt.,    ( By regd. post)

-cum- 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana, Punjab




  __________ Respondent

CC No.  827   of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Ankur Kumar,   complainant in person.

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
Sri Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdt., who appeared on behalf of the PIO in this case on 23-7-2009, had admitted that there are deficiencies in the information supplied to the complainant and had made a commitment that the remaining information will be delivered to the complainant at his residence within  48 hours.


Today, Sri Dalbir Bhardwaj has not appeared in the Court and the complainant states that he was asked by Sri Bhardwaj to come to  his office and collect the remaining information on any working day, and he made visits in the office of the Deputy Commissioner at least four times to collect the remaining information, but he could not obtain the same.

In the above circumstances, it is clear that the commitment made by Sri Dalbir Bhardwaj to the Court on 23-7-2009 has not been fulfilled and the orders of the Court  have, in fact, been ignored.  Sri Dalbir Bhardwaj is also not present in the Court and he has not sent any official to represent him. In the above circumstances, I deem Sri Dalbir Bhardwaj, Supdt, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana,  to be the PIO in this case under sub section (5) of Section 5 of the RTI Act. 2005.   Notice is hereby given to Sri Dalbir Bhardwaj,
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Supdt.,office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, to show cause at 10 AM on 8-10-2009, 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.

Adjourned to 10 A M on 8-10-2009 for further consideration and  orders.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





      Punjab
A copy is forwarded to Sri Vikas Garg,  IAS,    Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, for information and necessary action.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Sh. S.P. Khariwal, 
Chairman,Consumer Movement ,

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:        i)   
Sh.  S.P. Khariwal, complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Charan Singh, AFSO, Abohar Block, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information provided to him in respect of Abohar block. The reply of the respondent to the alleged deficiencies was given to the complainant in the court on 23-7-2009. Arguments on the same will be heard on the next date of hearing.  
The representative of the PIO present before us  has brought the information pertaining to the Khuiyan Sarwar block and states that the complainant has again refused to receive the same directly from him. The information brought by him 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 which has been provided to him on the next date of hearing.  .
Adjourned to 11 A.M. on 1-10-2009 for confirmation of compliance and further orders .






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

s/o Sh. Hardip Singh,

Village Chhina Retwala,

PO – Dheriwal Daroga,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 




__________ Respondent

CC No. 1181   of 2009

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

ii)     
Inspector Piara Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The representative  of the PIO states that there is no record of the respondent having visited the office of the ADGP,Crime, on 12-8-2008 and the orders of the Court directing the respondent to give to the complainant the ‘report file’, stated to be enclosed with the inquiry report in respect of his application No. 4777 dated 18-9-2008, have not been complied with on the ground that the ‘report file’ had not been asked for by the complainant in his application for information dated 28-4-2009.  This objection of the respondent is without any basis  since the information which he was directed to give is an  enclosure of the inquiry report required by the complainant and an integral part of it.   Besides, the objection flies in the face of specific orders passed by the court. The respondent  requested for some time to go back to his office and  locate the information required by the complainant.  He returned  to the Court and reported that the police file and judicial file pertaining to FIR 203 dated 15-4-2007, PS City Gurdaspur, in which the information directed to be  given to the complainant can be found, were taken back to Gurdaspur by HC Surinder Singh , No. 1509/Gsp  










….p2/-
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on 31-3-2009 and a copy of the receipt given by the  Head Constable has also been produced  on the Court.
The conduct of the respondent in this case leaves much to be desired and shows that he is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness. If the records concerning FIR 203 dated 15-4-2007 were returned to the SSP, Gurdaspur on 31-3-2009, why was the complainant informed vide letter dated 19-8-2009 that the required information cannot be given to him because he had not asked for it in his application ? Clearly , there has been a lapse on the part of the official who dealt with the orders of the Court dated 23-7-2009. The DIG ( Crime )-cum-APIO is directed to inquire into this place and to take action against the official/officials responsible for the same.

In the above circumstances, the PIO office of   SSP, Gurdaspur is directed to send the police file and judicial file which was taken by HC Surinder Singh on 31-3-2009 to the Court  through an authorized representative on the next date of hearing.  It should particularly be checked by the PIO that the ‘report file’, stated to be enclosed with the reply received from the Chief Medical Officer, Gurdaspur, which in  turn  referred  to in the inquiry report,  is available in the files being sent to the Court.

Adjourned to 10 AM on  3-9-2009 for further consideration and orders..







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





      Punjab
CC:  SSP,  Gurdaspur

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

Sh. Ishar Singh,

s/o Late Sh. Sardar Singh,

# 311, Gobind Vihar,

Kansal, Near Rock Garden,

Chandigarh. 






__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab.



__________ Respondent

CC No. 1209   of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sri R.S.Chahal, Advocate ,on behalf of  the  complainant .

ii)     
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


Ld. Counsel for the complainant states that the information which has been provided to him in response to his application dated 13-4-2009 is incomplete, since altogether 13 pages have been stated to be given,  but actually only 11 pages have been given. There are no pages  marked   8 and  9   leading to the assumption  that these pages are missing. 

The respondent is directed to check up his records and to provide the missing pages 8 and 9  within seven days from the date of receipt of these orders.  In case this is a case of wrong numbering of the pages and there is no page which is a part of the enquiry report which has  been withheld from the complainant, a statement to this effect should be sent to the complainant as well as to the Commission, also within seven days from the date of receipt of these orders.

Vide orders dated 25-6-2009, judgment was reserved on the exemption being  claimed by the respondent under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act from disclosing the information for which the complainant has applied vide his application dated 26-3-2009.  The respondent has given information to the                             








                       …p2/
CC No. 1209   of 2009






---2---

complainant in response to his application dated 26-3-2009 without  waiting for  the Court’s decision on the exemption which was being claimed.  However,  Ld. Counsel for the complainant  states that the following documents are missing from the information provided to him in respect of his application dated  26-3-2009:-                                                                


1)
Search memo.


2)
Seizure memo.

           3)
All Reports and opinions of the Forensic Science Laboratory if obtained.

The respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies mentioned above and to attend the Court  on the next date of hearing along with the remaining information which has not been provided to the complainant in response to his application dated 26-3-2009.

Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 10-9-2009 for further consideration and orders.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Smt. Sukhminder Kaur,

D/o S. Harbant Singh,

Nasib Market, Adda Dakha,

District Ludhiana.
   




__________Complainant

      




Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jagraon.




               __________ Respondent

CC No. 464   of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)     
Sub Inspector Ms.Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 23-7-2009, the information required by the complainant  has been provided to her by the SSP, Ludhiana (Rural),  who is the  concerned  SSP (Jagraon),   on 25-7-2009.
Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

H.S. Steel Store, Ladhowal,

Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

AC No.  395 & 396   of 2009

Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)     
Sub Inspector Ms.Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 6-8-2009, the respondent has brought his response to the six items of the complainant’s application mentioned in the afore mentioned  orders.  A copy of the respondent’s letter dated 26-8-2009 submitted to the Court in this regard should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.
Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





      Punjab
Encl---1

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

Sh. Amritpal Singh, Advocate,

D-15, Marg 13,

New Delhi-17. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  452 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant.
ii) Sub Inspector Ms.Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 20-8-2009, a covering letter for the information already provided to the complainant was given to him on 22-8-2009, duly signed by S.I.Surinder Kaur.  The complainant has made a written submission to the Commission that the covering letter was not signed by any officer having a designation under the RTI Act. This objection of the complainant is overruled, since S.I.Surinder Kaur is regularly appearing in this Court   as an authorized and accepted representative of the PIO, and  her  signature on the covering letter is also in order.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Ms. Satwant Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Nirmal Singh,

C/o Dashmesh Book Store,

Dhuri- 148024.
  
   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1895 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

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


Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 20-8-2009, the respondent has brought with him the inquiry report pertaining to the three applications of the complainant dated 23-5-2007, 29-5-2007 and 20-3-2007. These reports should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for her information.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





      Punjab
Encls—as stated above.

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

Smt. Savitri Devi,

H. No. 260,

Model Town, Ambala City,

Haryana.  



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar,  Mohali, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 237 of 2009

Present:
None 
ORDER

The complainant was given an opportunity to make her submissions today with regard to the alleged deficiencies  which she has  pointed out in the information provided to her, regarding which there are some doubts which need to be clarified by her but she has not appeared .

           In the above circumstances, no further action can be taken on the complainant’s letter dated 04-08-2009. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Ms. Davinder Kaur,

H.No. 234, Moti Bagh Colony,

Fulawal, Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1446  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant 
ii)     
S.I. Ms. Surinder Kaur and ASI Sri Hardev Suingh,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the application given by the complainant’s father (not father in-law) on 9-5-2009 could not be located in the records of the police station, but that a second application given by him on the same  matter has been inquired into and  filed  with the approval of the SSP.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  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 Director General of Police, 

Punjab Police HQs, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2630 of 2008

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

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.
The orders of the Court dated 13-8-2009 have not been complied with and the respondent has failed to send the cancellation report mentioned in the afore- mentioned orders of the Court.
One more opportunity is given to the respondent to comply with the Court’s orders dated 13-8-2009 and to send an attested copy of the cancellation report to the Court at 10 AM on 3-9-2009.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Inderjit Singh,

s/o Sh. Prabhdyal Singh,

Vill – Satowali, P.O – Adampur,

District Jalandhar.           



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Sh . R.K.Jaiswal,IPS,  (by regd. Post )

 Sr. Superintendent of Police
-cum- Public Information Officer,

Jalandhar. 





__________ Respondent

CC No. 86 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Inderjit Singh complainant in person.
 
ii)
DSP  Manjeet Singh and S I Bhupinder  Singh,    on behalf of the respondent    
ORDER

Heard.

The hearing of this case was fixed today  in order to consider the reply of the PIO to the show cause notice issued  by the Court in its orders dated 8-5-2009.

DSP  Manjeet Singh has appeared on behalf of the respondent, and has submitted a written  reply of the PIO  dated 26-8-2009, which regretfully cannot in any manner be  considered to be  a reply to the show cause notice, because it only describes the details of the information provided to the complainant and , insofar as the delay which has occurred is concerned , it states that no delay was caused in providing the information to the complainant.
The aforementioned categorical statement made by the respondent is obviously not correct because the enquiry in respect of the application no.2406 dated 05-08-2008 was completed and  the enquiry report finalized, on 04-12-2008,  but it  was provided to  the complainant on 19-06-2009.

The show cause notice was issued to the PIO in the court’s orders dated 20-03-2009, which were not received in his office and a copy of the same was provided to the respondent’s representative in the court when the case was heard on 08-07-2009 . The case was next heard on 22-07-2009 but no reply of 
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the PIO to the show cause notice was submitted on that date and the case was  therefore adjourned to 27-08-2009 for consideration of the respondent’s reply. As stated above, the respondent has again not  given any   meaningful response to the notice, which has been brushed aside  by a single line that no delay has been caused. The fact that the respondent has not properly grasped the scope and meaning of Section-20 of the RTI Act or the significance of a notice issued under that section,  becomes further apparent from the letter  of the PIO dated 20-07-2009,  in which he has stated that a copy of the letter of the court  dated 20-03-2009( in which the show cause notice was issued) has been obtained from the court,  and a request has been made in the same breath that the case may be filed. 

It is equally clear that the officials working under the PIO are incapable of dealing with the notice which has been issued and the PIO himself appears to be too busy or indifferent to bother to look into this case himself . I, therefore, direct Sh. R.K.Jaiswal,  IPS,   SSP, Jalandhar to appear in the court at 10 A.M. on 10-09-2009 and personally give his explanation with regard to the delay which has been caused in supplying the information to the complainant, and make his submission  with regard to the show cause notice which has been issued to him.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





      Punjab


Copy is forwarded to Sh . Parag Jain , IPS, IGP, Police Headquarters , Sector 9,  Chandigarh,  for information .
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


27th  August, 2009





      Punjab
