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

Sh. Om Parkash Bhatia,

C/o Mr. Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

Chamber No. 158, New Courts Complex,

Jalandhar City – 144001, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar, 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1017 of 2009

Present:        None
ORDER
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

r/o Rampura Phul, Teh. Phul, 

District Bathinda, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1056 of 2009

Present:        i)   
None  on behalf of complainant

ii)     
DSP  Surinderpal  Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has been informed by the respondent vide his letter dated 30-5-2009  that his application dated 19-1-2009 is still pending inquiry with the DSP, Rampura Phul,  and this case is, therefore, disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply the complete copy of the inquiry report along with copies of the statements of witnesses to the complainant after completion of the inquiry.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Hari Mehal Singh,

Head Warder, No. 3414,

Central Jail, Jalandhar,

Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent,

Central Jail, Bathinda,

Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1070 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Hari Mehal Singh,  complainant  in  person.
ii)     
Sh.Bahadur Singh,Supdt, Central Jail, Bathinda
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that there is no medical certificate in their records, which the complainant is claiming that he has submitted to the Central Jail, Bathinda, on 7-5-2008.

Disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H. No. 50/30 A, Ramgali,

N.M. Bagh, Ludhiana, (Pb.)



__________Complainant






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Advocate General Punjab,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1032 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sham Lal Saini,   complainant in person.
ii)     
Sri R.S. Riar, Addl. Advocate General, Pb., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


Complete reply  has been given by the respondent to the application for information  of the complainant  vide their letter dated 20-5-2009.

The complainant is not satisfied with the action taken by the office of the Advocate General, Punjab, regarding the  generalization of judgments, but this does not come within the ambit of the  RTI Act.


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma,

s/o Sh. Sita Ram Sharma,

C/o S.R. Sharma and Associates,

51 Hide Market, Opp. Sabaji Mandi,

Near Assian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001,

Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1042 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma, complainant in person.
ii)     
Sh.Rajiv  Kumar, AETC,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has correctly informed the complainant in this case that the appointing authorities of Class III and IV staff are the Divisional Excise and Taxation  Commissioners  and the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioners in charge of the Excise and Taxation Divisions and Districts, and the information required by him should therefore be applied for to these authorities directly.

Disposed of. 








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma,   (By Speed Post)
s/o Sh. Sita Ram Sharma,

C/o S.R. Sharma and Associates,

51 Hide Market, Opp. Sabaji Mandi,

Near Assian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001,

Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer, (By Speed Post)
O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Amritsar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1043 of 2009

Present:         Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma, complainant in person
Sri  Rajan  Mehra, ETO,Amritsar-II,.  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The districts comprising Amritsar Division namely, Amritsar-1, Amritsar-2. Tarn Taran and Gurdaspur, have supplied the information to the complainant, but the same has been found to be deficient by him in many respects.  For example, insofar as Amritsar District-2 is concerned,  incomplete information 
has been provided to the complainant with an unsigned covering letter, in which the details of the qualifications of the officials concerned 
have not been given.  Insofar as Amritsar District-1 is concerned, only the copies of the qualification certificates have been provided to the complainant, and  no other information which has been asked for by him in  his 
application dated 6-2-2009 has been provided . Incomplete information has also been provided by the Tarn Taran Distt and Gurdaspur Distt.

I observe that the PIO, office of the Divisional Excise and Taxation Commissioner, is dealing with this case in a casual manner and  is not taking his
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duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness. Serious notice has been taken by the Court  of the  incomplete information has been provided to the complainant. The PIO needs to be reminded that it is not sufficient to give a direction that information should be given to the complainant without taking any follow up action  and without personally checking whether correct and complete information has been given. Besides, the APIO  of one of the four districts of Amritsar Division has been  sent for the hearing today  as the representative of the PIO, who obviously cannot answer for the other three districts. The instruction of the Commission that the concerned APIO (of the Division) should be sent to attend the hearing has been ignored.

The PIO is directed to remove the deficiencies described above and to give full and complete information duly attested to the complainant before the next date of hearing, otherwise he would become liable to be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance and further orders.








              (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





      Punjab

A copy is forwarded to the Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala, for information and necessary action.







              (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Rachhpal Singh,

s/o Sh. Nidhan Singh,

r/o Chak Mohmade Wala,

Teh. Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur,

Punjab.  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1049 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Rachhpal Singh,   complainant in  p[erson.
ii)     
Sri Bachittar Singh Dhadha,   Naib Tehsildar and Sri Raj Pal Sharma, Senior Stenographer,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that  a fresh inquiry against Sri Ashok Kumar Bansal, Naib Tehsildar, Jalalabad,  is not being made since he has already been charge sheeted and proceedings  are going on, on   the basis of the same allegations as contained in the complainant’s  representation dated 3-12-2008.  This case is accordingly  disposed of with the direction to the respondent  to inform the complainant  about  the outcome of the disciplinary action against Sri Ashok Kumar Bansal upon its finalization.  









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Smt. Meena Kainth,

w/o Sh. Ram Lubhaya,

V.P.O. – Baghana, Teh. Phagwara,

District Kapurthala, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab, 

Forest & Wild Life, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 652 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Ram Labhaya, on behalf of complainant

ii)     
Sh..Gurbax Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent by the respondent by post on 7-7-2009 and a copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant’s representative in the Court today.


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to her,  at 10 AM on 6-8-2009. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Parshotam Dass,

S/o Sh. Lajpat Rai Goyal,

Sirki Bazar, # 1307, Aggarwal Street,

Bathinda, Punjab. 


 

         __________Complainant






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda, Punjab. 





__________ Respondent

CC No. 671 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Parshotam Dass , complainant in person.

ii)     
DSP  Surinderpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 8-5-2009, the SSP, Bathinda constituted a team of three officers to look into the matter of the  missing file concerning the complaints dated 5-12-2008 of the complainant, Sri Parshotam Dass. The team was directed to make sincere efforts   to trace out the missing file so that the information required by the complainant is supplied to him. The SSP has reported that despite their best efforts, the concerned record could not be located. In view of the above, no further action can be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  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 Divisional Forest Officer, 

Hoshiarpur, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 604 of 2009

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

ii)     
Sh. Rit  Mohinderpal  Singh, Block Officer,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the demarcation has been carried out and the land in question,  khasra No. 3019 and 3020 has been found to be belonging to the State Government.  The complainant states that he never claimed this land as his own,  but he wants to know the action taken on his complaint that illicit felling of trees   which he planted on this land has been done.  The respondent has brought the complete record concerning the complainant and photostat copies of the report of the inquiry conducted on the complaint  in 1999,  have been made out and delivered to the complainant in the Court today.

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









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Bakhshish Lal,

s/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

H. No. 700-A, W.No. 7,

Basant Avenue, Mehar Chand Road,

Gurdaspur, Punjab.



 



          __________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur, Punjab.







          __________ Respondent

CC No. 711 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Bakhshish Lal ,  complainant in person

ii)     
Head Constable, Surinder  Kumar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the complaint made by the   Sri Bakhshish .Lal  on 23-11-2008 has been located and the statements recorded by HC Joginder Singh has also been sent by the  thana  concerned to the respondent.  However, there is no record of any report of the  inquiry officer or any  conclusion  which is forthcoming on the complaint. The respondent is directed to bring with him the report of the inquiry on the next date of hearing , a copy of which will be given to the complainant along with the copies of the statements recorded by the inquiry officer.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Inderjit Singh,

s/o Sh. Prabhdyal Singh,

Vill – Satowali, P.O – Adampur,

District Jalandhar. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,   (By Speed  Post)
O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 86 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Inderjit Singh complainant in person.
 
ii)
S I  Narotan  Kumar,  on behalf of the respondent    
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information of the complainant and the response of the PIO was considered by the Court when this case was for the first time  heard on 20-3-2009, and  the following directions were given to the respondent:-

1,
The papers concerning the inquiry  report of the application No.


2406 / PTU  dated  5-8-2008 were found to be deficient and the 


respondent was directed to give to the complainant, copies of the 


statements of DSP Karamjit Singh and members of the Panchayat, 


who assumed office in 2008.
2.
The report of the inquiry of complaint No, 0172-5PT dated 19-7-2003 had  not been given to the complainant, because the respondent claims that the inquiry report could not be located.  The respondent Sri R. K.  Jaiswal, SSP-cum-PIO,was directed to institute an inquiry 
into the circumstances in which the records concerning  Sri Budh Singh’s complaint has gone missing and to locate   the same  and give a copy of the   inquiry report and statements of witnesses, pertaining to this complaint, to Sh. Inderjit
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Singh, complainant before us. The respondent had further been directed to 
inquire into the complaint fresh in case the report is not  located despite the institution of the inquiry.

On the next date of hearing on  8-5-2009, it was found that the directions issued by the Court have not been complied with by the respondent,  who also did not appear in the Court either personally or through a  representative. Notice was therefore issued to Sri R.K.Jaiswal, SSP-sum-PIO, Jalandhar to show cause on 12-6-2009  ( later adjourned to 8-7-2009,  i.e. today)  as to why he should not be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act.


In the hearing today, the respondent  has sent Sub Inspector Narotan  Kumar to represent him.  The PIO’s representative has submitted a letter dated 6-7-2009 from the SSP-cum-PIO, Jalandhar,  in which it has been stated that the inquiry report regarding complaint no. 2406/PTU dated 5-8-2008, has been given to the complaint, but there is no mention of the Court’s directions contained in the orders dated 20-3-2009, about the statement of DSP Karamjit   Singh and the members of the panchayat.  Secondly, it has been again stated that the inquiry report  of complaint No. 172/5PT could not be located since it is old, but there is no mention of whether an inquiry was instituted in accordance with the direction given to the PIO in the orders of the Court dated 20-3-2009, and SI Narotan Kumar has no knowledge of any such inquiry. Lastly,  a two page inquiry report has been sent to the complainant purporting to be the  fresh inquiry which has been held into  Sri Budh Singh’s complaint, consisting of  a single half page statement of Sri Budh Singh and the acceptance  by the SSP of the recommendation  of the inquiry officer that the  complaint should be filed.

It is obvious that the SSP-cum-PIO is not taking his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness and the careless and casual manner in which he is dealing with this case is evident from the total disregard of the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2009, including  the show cause notice  issued in these orders.  The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 20-3-2009 could   not   be located in its records, and was therefore probably not received  in his  office
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.
In the above circumstances, the following directions are given to the respondent:--

1)
 He is directed to inquire into the receipt and whereabouts of the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2009, dispatched on  25-3-2009, and submit his report on the next date of hearing.
 2)     The respondent should also bring with him the receipt register of the  SSP’s office on the next date of hearing for verification of the facts by the Court. 
3)      Even if the orders dated 20-3-2009 were not received in the office of the SSP, Jalandhar , the adjournment of the case to 8-5-2009 was announced in the Court and the Court would like to know about  the action taken by ASI Sucha Singh, who was present on behalf of the respondent with regard to the hearing/proceedings on that date,  on his return to Jalandhar. This information should also be brought by the respondent on the next date of hearing.
4)
A copy of the Court’s orders dated 20-3-2009 is enclosed with these orders.  The directions contained therein should now be complied with and a compliance report submitted  on the next date of hearing.

Insofar as the report of the  inquiry into complaint No. 0172-5PT is concerned, it is not credible that its report is missing, when the complainant was informed by the respondent on 10-11-2008 that it is still under inquiry.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-7-2009  for further consideration and orders. A copy of the orders dated 20-3-2009 has also been given to the respondent in the Court today.

  






 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





           Punjab
CC:
A copy is forwarded to Sh. Parag Jain, IGP (H.Q.)-cum-PIO o/o DGP, Punjab, Chandigarh, for information and necessary action.
(P.K.Verma)

8th  July, 2009





State Information Commissioner








      

Punjab

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Aya Ram,

R/o B.III.239/1,

Vakilan Mohalla, Purana Bazar,

Ludhiana. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Home Affairs & Justice Department,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 546 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in person.
 
ii)
Sh.Sukhdev Singh, Under Secretary Home, and Ms. Amrit Kaur, Sr. Assistant, ASI Vithal Hari, DGP’s office on behalf of the respondent    
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 8-5-2009, an inquiry has been held by the Home Department into the circumstances in which incorrect information had been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 27-1-2009. A perusal of the inquiry report shows that the mistake was inadvertent and regret has been expressed for it. No further action is required to be taken on this  point.

The respondent states that a copy of the report of the IGP Zonal on the representation of the complainant has been given to the complainant along with a fortnightly report about the efforts made by the team constituted by the DGP to locate the complainant’s son.  The respondent states that the request of the complainant for the transfer of this case to the CBI has not yet been accepted by the police department, and  the action of the DGP to  constitute a fresh team of officers for locating the complainant’s son and asking for fortnightly reports, shows that the police department will itself make  efforts in this regard instead of transferring the case to the CBI.
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In the above circumstances, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent that if at any stage it is decided to hand this case over to the CBI, the complainant should be informed about the decision.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 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,

Punjab. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 258 of 2009

Present:
Sh. Ajit Lal,  appellant   In person. 

Head Constable Surinder Kumar,  on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


24 pages of  documents provided to the complainant are not attested. The respondent is directed to attest the same and supply them to the complainant afresh.


The complainant states that ASI Harjit Singh had recorded the statements of Sri Raj Pal and Sri Avtar  Masih  during the course of inquiry into his complaint dated 30-10-2008, but copies of the same  have not been provided to him.   The files regarding FIR 6 dated 7-1-2003 and FIR 29 dated 22-2-03, PS Dhariwal, against Atma Ram, Lamberdar, father of the complainant,  have also  not yet been inspected by the complainant. The respondent is directed to summon the concerned official from the Police Station, Dhariwal, along with the records concerning these two cases, and the complainant will inspect the same  at 11 AM on 13-7-2009, after which attested copies  of any document selected by him should be given to him.  Similarly, all records concerning  the complaint  dated 
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10-11-2008 of Sri   Ajit Lal, complainant before us, and Sri  Roshan Lal, son of Sri Atma Ram, should also be summoned by the respondent and similar action is required to be taken on it and the complainant will inspect the same at 11 AM on 13-7-2009, and  photostat copies of any document selected by him should be given to him. Inspection of the files will be  carried out by the complainant in the office of  Head Constable Surinder Kumar, the representative of the PIO  present before us in the Court.
 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 7-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


8th  July, 2009





      Punjab
