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Karam Singh,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

R/o Vill – Habatpura, 

Teshil – Derabassi,

Distt – SAS Nagar. 





  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

Sub-Division, Derabassi,

Distt – SAS Nagar.  


        


  … Respondent

CC- 437/2012

ORDER     

Present :
Mr. Karam Singh,  complainant, in person, with 

Mr. Balwinder Singh, Advocate.

None for the   Respondent.




----

                  Since the case has dragged on for nearly a year, let the facts be recapitulated.

                  In this case, the complainant had sought information  vide his RTI application dated 27.09.2011 regarding tube- well connections installed on the land bearing hadbast No 357 Khewat No 534, Khatuni NO. 828 bearing Khasra No. 55//19,( 2-16 , 20 (8-20), 21 (8-0),  22 (8-0) measuring 24 Kanal , 16 Marla within Hadbast of Mubarikpur ,Tehsil Dera Bassi, District SAS Nagar. 

                The complainant had sought information on five points:

1)  The name, father’s name and address of the person in whose name               
the connection has been released.

2)   Copies of documents on the basis of which the connection was    
issued.

          3) 
Copies of the documents annexed with the application for the 


installation of the said tube- well connection.

          4)       The date on which the said connection was installed .


5)
 Earlier consumption bills of the said connection and in whose 


name it was  issued.
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                   The Respondent- PIO failed to response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, forcing the complainant to send a reminder to which the Respondent- PIO  responded on 28.11. 2011- after a delay of 30 days to be precise of the mandated period. 

                    Instead of providing the requisite information to the complainant, ironically  the Respondent- PIO sought the same information from the complainant – name of the connection holder, his father’s name and address without which he stated the remaining requisite information can’t be provided  This was what the complainant had sought under point (i) in his RTI application.

                      In reply to the Respondent- PIO’s  letter dated 28.11.2011, the complainant shot back a letter dated 08.12.2011 to the PIO in which he showed his inability to provide the name and father’s name and address of the contentious connection holder. However, the complainant  urged the Respondent- PIO to depute some SDO/ senior officer who can contact him on his mobile number and he can accompany him to show the exact location of the tube- well connection. The complainant had mentioned his mobile number too in the same letter clearly suggesting that the appellant was ready to cooperate with the Respondent- PIO, who was as deliberately delaying and denying the information.

                      Despite willingness of the complainant to cooperate to the maximum, the respondent -PIO adopted a stoic silence.  And after having waited for yet another two months, the complainant approached the State Information Commission on 14.02.2012.

                   During the first hearing on  05.06.2012  before  this  Bench, the representative of the respondent took the same old plea that without the account number of the tube- well connection, it was difficult to provide the requisite information.

                       The Commission pointed out that since the name of the village is mentioned and the complainant has extended all the cooperation, the account 
-3-

number and related information can be traced. The representatives of the Respondent- PIO agreed and the case was adjourned to 20.06.2012.

                     The Respondent- PIO remained adamant and failed to turn up on the next date of hearing though the date of adjournment was announced in the open court and orders were dispatched too to  the respondent and put on the PSIC’s website. This forced the Commission to issue show cause notice on 20.06.2012 to the Respondent-PIO  for 12.07.2012.

                        Again on 12.07.2012, the  Respondent-  PIO failed to turn up without any intimation the Commission. Neither information had been provided nor the Respondent- PIO bothered to respond to the show cause notice.

                    Yet taking a lenient view, the Bench deferred the case till 02.08.2012 when the Assistant Executive  Engg.- cum- APIO appeared and conceded that the information can be obtained as there were not more that a score odd tube well connections in each village and any official can visit the village and find out the account – number  and then all the requisite  information can be provided . However, he sought two days time for the same. 

                  The  Bench granted the same and adjourned the case to 08.08.2102 but thought it prudent to direct the PIO-cum-Sr. XEN,  H.S. Oberoi, to be present at the next date of hearing on 08.08.2012.  

                   In compliance to the Commission’s orders, the PIO, Mr. Oberoi and APIO, Mr. Mahinder Pal, appeared on the next hearing on  08.08.2012 and supplied the substantial information.

                 However , the Respondent- PIO had failed to provide the land records on the basis of which the tube-well connection was released. He conceded that these records - as mandatory for obtaining a tube well connection- must have been submitted by the connection holder but were unfortunately missing from the file. He assured that these documents, as sought by the complainant, would be collected and supplied to the complainant without delay before the next date of hearing. Also, the Respondent- PIO was directed to file a response to the show cause notice which was issued as back as 20.06.2012.  
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                Again on 23.08. 2012, the respondent APIO sought some more time to provide the remaining information and  to file a response to the show cause notice.

                      Finally, the case was adjourned for today i.e. 06.09.2012., The   Respondent- PIO preferred to abstain. Neither he had furnished the remaining information nor submitted a response to the show cause. Nor there was any intimation to the Bench regarding PIO’s response.


 
 In the above given circumstances, the Commission was left with no choice but to resort to extra-ordinary step of imposing a penalty as the Respondent-PIO has deliberately delayed and denied information despite repeated reminders and categorical warning of the commission. The 



Respondent- PIO had been reluctant to part with the information though it was subsequently collected in just two days

                    The respondent -PIO failed to respond to the show cause notice though invariably at each hearing his representatives were directed to explain the reasons for inordinate delay and repeated absence from the proceedings of the Commission. 

                             Also a part of information is yet to be  supplied to the complainant which must be supplied before the next date of hearing.


  In this view of the matter, the Commission imposes a penalty of Rs.15,000/- (Rupees Fifteen  thousand only) upon  P.I.O.-cum- Sr. XEN,  Mr. H. S. Oberoi,   under  the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Mr. H. S. Oberoi, PIO-Sr. XEN is directed to deposit the penalty amount of  Rs.15,000/-  in the Treasury  under the relevant head of account and submit the receipt of the challan before the next date of hearing. The PIO is further directed to furnish the requisite remaining information, duly attested and legible, to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 



The  complainant demands compensation for delaying the supply of information.  The Commission awards compensation amounting to Rs.3000/- 
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(Rupees  Three  thousand only) to the complainant, Mr. Karam Singh,  and directs the public authority  to make  payment of compensation  to the  complainant within a fortnight  through Bank Draft.  A copy of the Bank Draft 

through which this payment is made to the complainant be sent to the Commission for confirmation. 

 

 A copy of this order be sent to the Superintending Engineer, PSPCL, Mohali, for ensuring that the amount of penalty is deposited in the government  treasury  by the PIO.  The Superintending Engineer  will also ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the complainant and the PIO appears before the Commission with a copy of the information  given  as well as copy of 

the  challan depositing the penalty amount in the govt. treasury at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 27.09.2012  at  10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

           Cc:

1. Mr. H. S. Oberoi,

Senior  Executive Engineer,

      PSPCorpn. Ltd.,  Lalru,
  

     Distt.  Patiala.

2. Superintending  Engineer (Distribution),

PSPCorpn Ltd.,

Industrial Area, Ph. VII,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
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Dayal Singh,

S/o Sh.  Saun  Singh,

r/o Vill – Pandawala, 

Teshil – Derabassi,

Distt – SAS Nagar. 





  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

Sub-Division, Derabassi,

Distt – SAS Nagar.  


        


… Respondent

CC- 438/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  Dayal Singh,  complainant, in person, with 

Mr. Balwinder Singh, Advocate.

None for the   Respondent.




----  

                  Since the case has dragged on for nearly a year, let the facts be recapitulated.

                  In this case, the complainant had sought information  vide his RTI application dated 27.09.2011 regarding tube- well connections installed on the land bearing hadbast No 357 Khewat No 534, Khatuni NO. 828 bearing Khasra No. 55//19,( 2-16 , 20 (8-20), 21 (8-0),  22 (8-0) measuring 24 Kanal , 16 Marla within Hadbast of Mubarikpur ,Tehsil Dera Bassi, District SAS Nagar. 

                The complainant had sought information on five points:

1)  The name, father’s name and address of the person in whose name               
the connection has been released.

2)  Copies of documents on the basis of which the connection was    
issued.

          3) 
Copies of the documents annexed with the application for the 


installation of the said tube- well connection.

          4)       The date on which the said connection was installed .


5)
 Earlier consumption bills of the said connection and in whose 


name it was  issued.
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                   The Respondent- PIO failed to response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, forcing the complainant to send a reminder to which the Respondent- PIO  responded on 28.11. 2011- after a delay of 30 days to be precise of the mandated period. 

                    Instead of providing the requisite information to the complainant, ironically  the Respondent- PIO sought the same information from the complainant – name of the connection holder, his father’s name and address without which he stated the remaining requisite information can’t be provided  This was what the complainant had sought under point (i) in his RTI application.

                      In reply to the Respondent- PIO’s  letter dated 28.11.2011, the complainant shot back a letter dated 08.12.2011 to the PIO in which he showed his inability to provide the name and father’s name and address of the contentious connection holder. However, the complainant  urged the Respondent- PIO to depute some SDO/ senior officer who can contact him on his mobile number and he can accompany him to show the exact location of the tube- well connection. The complainant had mentioned his mobile number too in the same letter clearly suggesting that the appellant was ready to cooperate with the Respondent- PIO, who was as deliberately delaying and denying the information.

                      Despite willingness of the complainant to cooperate to the maximum, the respondent -PIO adopted a stoic silence.  And after having waited for yet another two months, the complainant approached the State Information Commission on 14.02.2012.

                   During the first hearing on  05.06.2012  before  this  Bench, the representative of the respondent took the same old plea that without the account number of the tube- well connection, it was difficult to provide the requisite information.

                       The Commission pointed out that since the name of the village is mentioned and the complainant has extended all the cooperation, the account 
-3-

number and related information can be traced. The representatives of the Respondent- PIO agreed and the case was adjourned to 20.06.2012.

                     The Respondent- PIO remained adamant and failed to turn up on the next date of hearing though the date of adjournment was announced in the open court and orders were dispatched too to  the respondent and put on the PSIC’s website. This forced the Commission to issue show cause notice on 20.06.2012 to the Respondent-PIO  for 12.07.2012.

                        Again on 12.07.2012, the  Respondent-  PIO failed to turn up without any intimation the Commission. Neither information had been provided nor the Respondent- PIO bothered to respond to the show cause notice.

                    Yet taking a lenient view, the Bench deferred the case till 02.08.2012 when the Assistant Executive  Engg.- cum- APIO appeared and conceded that the information can be obtained as there were not more that a score odd tube well connections in each village and any official can visit the village and find out the account number  and then all the requisite  information can be provided. However, he sought two days time for the same. 

                  The  Bench granted the same and adjourned the case to 08.08.2102 but thought it prudent to direct the PIO-cum-Sr. XEN, Mr.  H.S. Oberoi, to be present at the next date of hearing on 08.08.2012.  

                   In compliance to the Commission’s orders, the PIO, Mr. Oberoi and APIO, Mr. Mahinder Pal, appeared on the next hearing on  08.08.2012 and supplied the substantial information.

                 However , the Respondent- PIO had failed to provide the land records on the basis of which the tube-well connection was released. He conceded that these records - as mandatory for obtaining a tube well connection- must have been submitted by the connection holder but were unfortunately missing from the file. He assured that these documents, as sought by the complainant, would be collected and supplied to the complainant without delay before the next date of hearing. Also, the Respondent- PIO was directed to file a response to the show cause notice which was issued as back as 20.06.2012.  
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                Again on 23.08. 2012, the respondent -APIO sought some more time to provide the remaining information and  to file a response to the show cause notice.

                      Finally, the case was adjourned for today i.e. 06.09.2012. The   Respondent- PIO preferred to abstain. Neither he had furnished the remaining information nor submitted a response to the show cause. Nor there was any intimation to the Bench regarding PIO’s response.

                      In the above given circumstances, the Commission was left with no choice but to resort to extra-ordinary step of imposing a penalty as the Respondent-PIO has deliberately delayed and denied information despite repeated reminders and categorical warning of the commission. The 



   Respondent- PIO had been reluctant to part with the information though it was subsequently collected in just two days

                    The respondent -PIO failed to respond to the show cause notice though invariably at each hearing his representatives were directed to explain the reasons for inordinate delay and repeated absence from the proceedings of the Commission. 

                    Also a part of information is yet to be  supplied to the complainant which must be supplied before the next date of hearing.



  In this view of the matter, the Commission imposes a penalty of Rs.15,000/- (Rupees Fifteen  thousand only) upon  P.I.O.-cum- Sr. XEN,  Mr. H. S. Oberoi,   under  the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Mr. H. S. Oberoi, PIO-Sr. XEN is directed to deposit the penalty amount of  Rs.15,000/-  in the Treasury  under the relevant head of account and submit the receipt of the Treasury challan  before the next date of hearing. The PIO is further directed to furnish the requisite remaining information, duly attested and legible, to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 



The  complainant demands compensation for delaying the supply of information.  The Commission awards compensation amounting to Rs.3000/- 
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(Rupees Three  thousand only) to  the complainant, Mr.  Dayal Singh,  and directs the public authority  to make  payment of compensation  to the  complainant  within  a fortnight  through Bank Draft.  A copy of the Bank Draft through which this payment is made to the complainant be sent to the Commission for confirmation. 

  
 
A copy of this order be sent to the  Superintending Engineer, PSPCL, Mohali, for ensuring that the amount of penalty is deposited in the government  treasury by the PIO. The Superintending Engineer will also ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the complainant and the PIO appears before the Commission with a copy of the information  given  as well as copy of 

the  challan depositing the penalty amount in the govt. treasury at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 27.09.2012  at  10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

Cc:

1. Mr. H. S. Oberoi,

Senior  Executive Engineer,

      PSPCorpn. Ltd.,  Lalru,
  

     Distt.  Patiala.

2. Superintending  Engineer (Distribution),

PSPCorpn Ltd.,

Industrial Area, Ph. VII,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Nika Singh

s/o Sh. Hamir Singh,

c/o Harjit Singh

s/o Surjan Singh,

House No. 1, Street No. 1,

Thales Bagh Colony,

Sangrur. 




  


…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.







… Respondent

CC- 1355/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Nika Singh,  complainant, in person.



None  for the  respondent.





   ----



This case was last heard on 27.08.2012 when  the Respondent-PIO was absent  without intimation. Today again, the  Respondent-PIO is  absent for the third consecutive hearing.  The Respondent  was directed to supply the  requisite information to the complainant   before the next date of hearing and  to be personally present  at the adjourned date. A copy of the order was also sent to the  Deputy Commissioner, Patiala (By  name ) to  take cognizance of the matter and ensure that the orders of the Commission are complied with. Neither the information has been supplied to the information-seeker nor the  Respondent-PIO has personally appeared even today. This is how the Respondent-PIO  takes  the orders/directions of this Commission in a casual  manner. The Commission takes a serious  note  of  the adamant  attitude of the  PIO for not  complying  with its orders. It tantamount to wilful defiance  by the respondent of the Commission’s orders and denying/ delaying  supply of the information. Therefore, the Commission is constrained to invoke stringent provisions  of the RTI Act, 2005 against the  Respondent-PIO.
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The Respondent-PIO, Mrs. Amrit Kaur Gill, Addl. D.C., is hereby issued  show-cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  as to why  penalty @ Rs.250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs.25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is actually furnished.



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit her reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the  supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO-cum- Addl.D.C.,  Mrs. Amrit Kaur Gill, is also hereby given  an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. She may take note  that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings  against her ex-parte.



The respondent-PIO is further directed to furnish the requisite information to the complainant meanwhile and to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied, at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 01.10.2012  at  10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

    SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(WWW.infocommpunjab.com)

Mukender Singh,

Village 3H Bara, PO Madera,

Tehsil & Distt Sriganganagar. 

Rajasthan. 







…Appellant 

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Malout, Distt : Muktsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Muktsar.   
     
   



       ..…Respondents

AC No.1255/2011 

ORDER  

Present :
Representative, Mr. Prem Singh, for the  appellant.



Mr. Suresh Kumar, Patwari, for the   Respondents.



Mrs. Rajni Narula, Advocate, for the  institutions.






 -----   



The  appellant and the Respondents submitted their  written arguments  on different dates. Today, the parties also adduced  oral  arguments  which, however, remained  inconclusive. 



Adjourned to 04.10.2012  at 10.30 A.M. for further arguments.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

cc:

1. Principal,
GTB  Khalsa Polytechnic College,

 Chahapian Wali, Malout.
2. Principal,

GTB Khalsa Institute of Engineering & 

     Technology, Chahapian Wali. Malout
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Shimla Garg &

Sh. Arun Garg

s/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town, V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022





…Appellants 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent, Central Jail,

Jalandhar. 

AT

Modern Jail, Kapurthala. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o D.G.P. (Prisons), Punjab,

SCO 8-9, Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh.   
 




…Respondents 

AC- 712/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Anurag Garg, appellant, in person.



Mr. Vikramjit Singh, Dy. Supdtt.-cum-PIO, for the  Respondents.






---  



The Respondent submitted that  the entire  jail record  prior to  20.11.2011   had destroyed in a major fire.  Hence requisite information cannot be supplied.  He has submitted a copy of  FIR  No.67 of 21.11.2011 which is not legible.  The Respondent-PIO is directed to  supply a legible copy of the FIR alongwith  annexures, if any,  to the  appellant within a week.



The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012  at  10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Shimla Garg &

Sh. Arun Garg

s/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town, V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022





…Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent, Central Jail,

Jalandhar 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o D.G.P. (Prisons), Punjab,

SCO 8-9, Sector 17-A,

Chandigarh.  





…Respondents 

AC No. 711/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Anurag Garg, appellant, in person.



Mr. Vikramjit Singh, Dy. Supdtt.-cum-PIO, for the  Respondents.






---  



The Respondent submitted that  the entire  jail record  prior to  20.11.2011   had destroyed in a major fire.  Hence requisite information cannot be supplied.  He has submitted a copy of  FIR  No.67 of 21.11.2011 which is not legible.  The Respondent-PIO is directed to  supply a legible copy of the FIR alongwith  annexures, if any,  to the  appellant within a week.



The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012  at  10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Shimla Garg &

Sh. Arun Garg

s/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town, V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022






…Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent, Central Jail,

Jalandhar 

at Modern Jail, Kapurthala. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o D.G.P. (Prisons), Punjab,

SCO 8-9, Sector 17-A,Chandigarh.   
                  ….Respondents 

AC- 715/2012

ORDER 

Present :
Mr.  Anurag  Garg, appellant, in person.



Mr. Vikramjit Singh, Dy. Supdtt.-cum-PIO, for the  Respondents.






---  



The Respondent states that the requisite information is not  available  in their  record.  The Respondent is directed  to give an appropriate response regarding what he has stated during the hearing today to the  appellant within a week through registered post  with a copy to the Commission.



The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012  at  10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg, 

# 40, Central Town, 

Village – Daad,

PO -  Lalton,

Distt – Ludhiana- 142022 




 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Station House Officer,


Division No. – 5,


Ludhiana. 

3.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 191/2012

      ORDER 
Present: 
 Mr. Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Surinder Kaur, SI O/o Commissioner of Police Ludhiana and     Mr. Nirmal Singh, SHO-cum-PIO O/o Div. – 5, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 
 
 
The respondent submits information related to RTI application para wise / point wise but appellant was not satisfied and pointed out deficiencies in the same arguing that the response of the PIO was not as per the RTI application. 
       

   The respondent reiterated that the record regarding checking of challan is maintained by the District Attorney Prosecution (DAP). To this the appellant argued that the respondent was well within its right and obligation to transfer
 









Contd…2/-

-2- 
this part of the RTI application to the concerned PIO within five working days of the receipt of the application. The Commission is of considered opinion that since the PIO failed to transfer the RTI application under 6(3) to the extent it concerned another public authority, the onus of collecting the same rests with the PIO who failed to perform his duties within stipulated period of five days. 

                             Therefore, the Commission directs the PIO to collect the requisite information from the concerned PIO i.e. DAP and supply the same to the appellant within ten working days. The respondent PIO should furnish information as per the RTI application especially point No 5(i).  The information should be duly attested and legible. 
  
 
 
With these directions, the case is adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 10.30 AM. 
 
Announced in the open court.



 
Copies of order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town, 

Village- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana – 142022 




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Station House Officer,


Division No. – 5,


Ludhiana. 

3.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 142/2012

       ORDER 

Present: 
 Mr. Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Surinder Kaur, SI O/o Commissioner of Police Ludhiana and     Mr. Nirmal Singh, SHO-cum-PIO O/o Div. – 5, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 
 
 
The respondent PIO failed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 24.08.2012 to certify that there were no other  complaints pending or otherwise as mentioned in respondent’s letter dated 14.08.2012 related to issues specified in his RTI application.

 
      The respondent-PIO is directed to make a written submission to this effect at earliest and send the same through registered post to the appellant under intimation to the Commission. 


The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 10.30 AM. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




    (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,
H. No. 40, 

Central Town,

V- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana. 





      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.   
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 498/2012

 ORDER

Present: 
 Mr. Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Surinder Kaur, SI O/o Commissioner of Police Ludhiana and     Mr. Nirmal Singh, SHO-cum-PIO O/o Div. – 5, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents. 

 
   The respondent submits information related to RTI application para wise / point wise but appellant was not satisfied and pointed out deficiencies in the same arguing that the response of the PIO was not as per the RTI application. 

         The respondent reiterated that the special report in original in the case of heinous crimes sent to the LD Illaqa Magistrate and this instant case it was sent to the concerned magistrate the same day. Also, he reiterated that no record of the special report is maintained as it is sent in original to the Illaqa Magistrate. Moreover, since the Illaqa Magistrate signs on the special report itself regarding receipt and no separate record are maintained by the local police.
 









Contd…2/-

-2-

To this the appellant argued that the respondent was well within its right and obligation to  transfer this part of the RTI application to the concerned PIO, who was in custody of the said information, within five working days of the receipt of the application. The Commission is of considered opinion that that since the PIO failed to transfer the RTI application under 6(3) to the extent it concerned the other public authority, the onus of collecting the same rests with the PIO who failed to perform his duties within stipulated period of five days. 

                             Therefore, the commission directs the PIO to collect the requisite information from the concerned PIO ie. Illaqa Magistrate and supply the same to the appellant within ten working days. Also, the respondent PIO should furnish information as per the RTI application especially point No 5(i).  The information should be duly attested and legible. 


 
The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Shimla Garg & Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town, 

Village- Daad,

PO- Lalton,

Distt- Ludhiana – 142022 
      




   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, (Prison) Pb.

SCO 8-9, Sector-17A,

Chandigarh.  


2.
Public Information Officer, 


First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director General of Police, (Prison) Pb.

SCO 8-9, Sector-17A,

Chandigarh.   

 



…Respondents 

 AC- 140/2012

Order 

Present: 
Mr. Arun Garg, appellant, in person.



Mr. Karnail Singh, Jr. Asstt, on behalf of the respondent. 



In accordance with the Commissions order dated 24.08.2012, the appellant has pointed out deficiencies vide letter dated 04.09.2012. 
 
 
The appellant states that the respondent has not provided the specific and point wise information as per his RTI application. 

 
 
The respondent is directed to provide entire information including what has already been provided, point wise along with a forwarding letter listing the details of the information. The information should be duly attested and legible.  
 
 
The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Smt. Shimla Garg &

Sh. Arun Garg

s/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town, V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022






…Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police(Prisons ), Pb. 

SCO 8-9, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o D.G.P. (Prisons), Punjab,

SCO 8-9, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.   


…Respondents 

AC- 716/2012

ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Dilip Singh, Clerk O/o ADGP (P) and Mr. Bheem Singh   Chibber, Asstt. Supdt. O/o Distt. Jai Nabha, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent has provided the remaining information vide letter dated 04.09.2012. A copy of the same is provided to the appellant in the court. 


Since the information stands provided as per his RTI application, the case is disposed of and closed. 

  Announced in the open court.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Arun Garg

s/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town, V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022






…Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Home Affairs & Justice (Jail Branch), 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary Home Affairs & Justice (Jail Branch),

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 






…Respondents 

AC- 722/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Arun Garg, appellant, in person.

Mr. Krishan Pal, Sr. Asstt. O/o Pr. Secy. Home Affairs & Justice (Jail Branch) and Mr. Vikramjit Singh, Dy. Supdt. O/o Central Jail, Jalandhar and Mr. Kultar Singh, Jr. Asstt. O/o DGP (Jails) 


The appellant has pointed out deficiencies in the information provided to him stating that the respondent failed to provide point wise specific information as per his RTI application. 

 
          
The respondent is directed to furnish specific information as per his RTI application. The information to be provided should be point wise, along with forwarding letter. The information should be duly attested and legible.  

 
 
The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.




      Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Arun Garg

s/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town, V. Daad,

P.O. Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022





…Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary Home Affairs & 

Justice (Jail Branch), Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary Home Affairs &

 Justice (Jail Branch), Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh 






…Respondents 

AC- 710/2012

ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Arun Garg, appellant, in person.



Mr. Krishan Pal, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 



 
The complainant vide his letter dated 04.09.2012 has pointed out deficiencies in the information furnished to him arguing that it was neither specific nor point wise as per his RTI application. 

 
          
 
The respondent is directed to  furnish specific information as per his RTI application and it should be point wise, along with forwarding letter responding to each point in the RTI application. The information should be duly attested and legible.  

 
  

The case is adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 10.30 AM.
 
Announced in the open court.



 
Copies of order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shimla Garg,

H. NO. 40, Central Town, 

Village – Daad,

PO – Lalton,

Distt – Ludhiana - 142022 
 



        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station Sadar,

Ludhiana – 141001 




         

 …Respondent

CC No.  1998/12 

ORDER 
Present: 
Mr. Arun Garg, for the appellant person.



Mr. Mahonar Lal, HC, on behalf of the respondent. 



During the last hearing, the Commission had directed to ensure that the information provided is attested and legible along with a forwarding letter and should be point wise as per the RTI application. 


The respondent is again directed to file point wise response along with forwarding letter. The information should be specific as per his RTI application. 

                   With these directions, the case is adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 10.30 AM. 


Announced in the open court.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 06.09.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
