STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sachin Jain,

# 372-R, Modal Town,

Ludhiana.







        ..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Distribution (West),

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ludhiana.








..Respondent

CC No. 1303 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
  None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

  Sh. G.S.Cheema, Sub Divisional Officer on behalf of the Respondent.



Respondent informs us that in compliance with the order of the Commission of 31.12.2007, complete information has been supplied to the Complainant.  He also produces the original receipt from the Complainant in token of the information having been delivered to his satisfaction.  Complainant has given in writing as follows :- 

“I have received the information of the above said case you are requested to kindly file it.”

2.

Respondent also submits an affidavit explaining the delay in supplying the information.  After reading the affidavit, we are satisfied that the delay was neither wilful nor deliberate.  

3.

The information having being supplied to the satisfaction of the Complainant, this case is disposed of and closed.   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Mohinder Singh,

House No.171,

St. No.3 New Bishan Nagar,

Patiala - 147001




-----------------------------------Complainant






Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Excise & Taxation Commission

Patiala.

 
  

------------------------------------Respondent

CC No.2295 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
  None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


  Sh. Nardev Soni, Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner on 

  behalf of the Respondent.



Complainant is the wife of a deceased employee of the Department of Excise and Taxation.  There was some family dispute between the Complainant and her husband late Sh. Mohinder Singh.  Complainant desired to know about the “details of disciplinary action taken against Sh. Mohinder Singh and particulars of his retirement benefits sanctioned to him”.   
2.

Respondent states before us that he has no objection to supplying the information in question.  He states that the deceased employee had been suffering from some mental problems.  The Department has not been able to locate the complete record from which the information in question is to be derived.  Respondent states that the record is in the process of transfer from one office to another, that is from Shambu Barrier to Patiala city.  He undertakes to supply the complete information within a period of 15 days.  
3.

Respondent states before us that the delay in the delivery of information is neither wilful nor deliberate but has been caused on account of the shifting of the office record.  In this premise, he prays that there is no cause for initiating any proceedings under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, against him.  
4.

After hearing the Respondent, we are inclined to accept his submission.  We, however, direct that the information should be supplied to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission. 
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5.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 21.04.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Anand, 

C/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.



-------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala.

 
     


     -----------------------Respondent

CC No. 32 of 2008

ORDER

Present :
  Sh. Kamal Anand, Complainant in person.



  Sh. Nardev Soni, Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner on 

  behalf of the Respondent.



The Complainant had sought information relating to several points. All these pertain to the formulation and implementation of a “Citizen Charter” for Excise & Taxation Department Punjab.   Respondent states before us that he has informed the Complainant that the “Citizen Charter” for the department has yet to be brought in place.  He had, accordingly, informed the Complainant in writing.  Respondent has further assured that as and when the Charter is adopted, the information in question would be sent to the Complainant.  The information demanded has, therefore, been duly delivered. 

2.

We need not go into the nine items in the request for information all of which emanate from the formulation of the proposed “Citizen Charter”.  

3.

The matter is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.         
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Major Lal

S/o Sh. Sohan Lal,

#2179, St. No.4, New Kuldeep Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.




 
-----------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Registrar (East)

Ludhiana.

 
  

-------------------------------------Respondent

CC No.2309 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
  Sh. Major Lal, Complainant in person.  

  None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

Complainant had demanded information in the shape of a copy of trust deed.  Respondent is not present here today.  

2.
This being the first date of hearing, another opportunity is granted to the Respondent PIO to be present on the next date of hearing.  The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana will ensure that a proper response to the complaint is brought before us on the next date of hearing that is 21.04.2008.  Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is also directed to ensure that the Sub Registrar (East), Ludhiana himself or his representative not lower than the rank of APIO is present before us on the next date of hearing. 

3.
PIO office of Sub Registrar would also submit an affidavit showing cause why penalty be not imposed on him for failure to deliver the information and why the Complainant be not compensated for the detriment suffered by him.  
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3.
To come up on 21.04.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.   
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tulsa Singh,

S/o Sh. Ram Partap Singh,

#421, Adarsh Colony,

Opposite Thapur College, 

Patiala





-----------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent,

Vigilance, Ludhiana. 

 
------------------------------Respondent

CC No.2318 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
  Sh. Tulsa Singh, Complainant in person.

  None is present on behalf of the Respondent.


Complainant has demanded from the Vigilance Department a copy of the report of enquiry conducted by the Deputy Commissioner, Vigilance on 30.06.1999.  Complainant states that this enquiry was conducted into the charges against the Complainant during the time he was serving the Government in his capacity as range officer in the Forest Department.  Complainant wishes to clear his name in public and that is why he has asked for a copy of report of enquiry.  

2.
This being the first date of hearing, another opportunity is given to the Respondent to appear before the Commission.  

3.
This will come up on 21.04.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to the Inspector General of Police, Vigilance Department, Punjab who will ensure proper representation of the Respondent on the next date of hearing.   
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.S. Jaspal,

President,

#762, Sector – 60, 

Mohali.




 
-----------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Information Officer,

S.A.S. Nagar,

Mohali. 

 
  
 
-----------------------------Respondent

CC No.2339 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
Sh. S.S. Jaspal, Complainant in person.

Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.


Two factual questions had been asked by the Complainant :-
        “(i)
Whether the District advisory Committee for Pensioners has been constituted as per Pb. Government Notification?

        (ii)
If the committee has not been constituted, when will it be constituted ?”

2.
Receiving no response, the Complainant has brought up this matter under Section 18 of the Act, before the Commission. 

3.
Respondent informs us that the District Advisory Committee for pensioners has not yet been constituted.  He states that the constitution of this committee would be done within the next three weeks.

4.
This matter is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vasudev,

#1450, Sector – 21,

Panchkula.




 
-----------------------------------Complainant








Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (H.Q.)

Cum Punjab Police Head Quarter.

Sector- 9,

Chandigarh.

 
  
 
--------------------------------Respondent

CC No.2340 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
  Sh. Vasudev, Complainant in person.

Sh. Balwinder Singh, DSP(crime) on behalf of the Respondent.


The information is demanded in the shape of two queries.  Each query consists of multiple questions.  It is quite obvious that only a part of the query comes within the definition of information under Section 2(f) of RTI Act, 2005.  The Respondent can, therefore, give information only in regard to certain parts of these queries.  Certain questions asked require the Respondent to give his personal opinion on the issues raised, which can not be termed as a legitimate demand for information.  
2.
Respondent states before us that he has no objection to supplying the information as per the RTI Act, 2005.  He invites the Complainant to visit his office to identify the material required by him.  The Respondent undertakes deliver the information as identified by the Complainant on the spot.

3.
In these circumstances, this matter need not be pursued any further before the Commission.  Complainant is free to visit the office of the Punjab Police Headquarters and meet the Deputy Superintendent of Police present before us today for his satisfaction.  

4. 
This matter is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate,

#539/112/3, Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana.




 ---------------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.

 
  

----------------------------Respondent

CC No.2375 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
  Sh. Surinder Pal, Complainant in person.


  Smt. Surinder Kaur, Sub Inspector of Police on behalf of the 


  Respondent. 



On 25.10.2007, the Complainant had demanded information from the PIO office of SSP., Ludhiana concerning a house to house search carried out by the police in different localities in Ludhiana.  In response to this request for information, the Respondent has replied on 13.11.2007 as under :- 


“This is for your kind information that a case is lodged at Police Station Division No. 6, Ludhiana regarding the incident of Bomb Blast in Shingar Cinema, Ludhiana.  Different agencies are still investigating this case.  Under Section 8(H) of the Right to Information Act, the information regarding the case under process of investigation, cannot be supplied.”  
2.

Aggrieved by the response which he considered as unsatisfactory, the Complainant approached the Commission with a complaint under Section 18 of the Act.

3.

After issue of notice, Respondent has submitted in writing on 01.03.2008 as under :-               


“It is submitted that Sh. Surinder Pal, Advocate, R/o # 539/112/3, Street No. 1-E, New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road, Ludhiana has demanded that the information under Right to Information Act of 2005 regarding search and enquiries conduced by the Police in connection with the Bomb Blast, in Shingar Cinema, Ludhiana.  In that Bomb Blast, which bomb did the Anti Social Elements plant.  Six persons died and a large property was also damaged in that blast.  A criminal case is lodged at Police Station Division No. 6, Ludhiana in this regard which case is still under investigation.  The above applicant demanded the said 
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information before this application also.  He was informed that the case is under investigation and the information cannot be provided to him.  At this stage providing any information to the general public is not in the interest of Law and Justice.  Rather this type of information regarding a Case under investigation will help the culprits ”

4.

A copy of this communication is delivered to the Complainant in our presence.  From this communication, it is clear that the police has denied information to the Complainant on the ground that it would not be in public interest.  It, thus, appears that the Respondent is relying on Section 8(1)(h) of the Act which allows for exemption from disclosure information that is likely to impede the process of apprehension or prosecution of offenders.   
5.

Complainant insists, however, that the Commission should direct the Respondent to supply the information as per his original request.  

6.

We find that the Respondent has claimed exemption for supply of information under a specific provision of the Act.  If the Complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the Respondent, he is certainly free to approach the First Appellate Authority, Sh. Sanjiv Kalra, Inspector General of Police, Jalandhar Zone, Jalandhar, under Section 19 of the Act.  The instant complaint is, thus, pre-mature.  7.

This matter is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.   
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ravinder Singh Virk,

S/o S. Hakam Singh Virk,

#1250, Sector – 8 C,

Chandigarh.




 
---------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Addl. Director Genera of Police,

Computer & Telecommunication (Pb.)

Pb. Police HQ, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.
 
  
 

----------------------------Respondent

CC No.2381 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Sh. Ravinder Singh Virk, Complainant  in person.


Sh. V.K.Shardha, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.


Information demanded relates to the investigations carried out by the police in the criminal case registered at the time of general elections in the month of February, 2007 in the Beas Vidhan Sabha Constituency.  Respondent has submitted before us a request in writing that ten days’ time may be given to enable him to take a decision on the RTI request of the Complainant. 
2.
To come up on 21.04.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. S.P. Singh, Advocate,

Office-cum-Residence, 
Hemkunt House, 82, Jujhar Avenue, 

Gali No.02, Gurntala Link, 

Ajnala Road,

Amritsar-143008.  




---------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

Local Committee Chief Khalsa Dewan,

Tarn Taran.
 
  


----------------------------Respondent

CC No.2384 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
  None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


  Sh. Manish Prabhaker, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.



  Respondent states that complete information as demanded by the Complainant has been supplied to the Commission on 18.02.2008.  Respondent has no objection in delivering the same to the Complainant also.  He states before us that this would be sent by registered post to the Complainant. 
2.

This will come up for confirmation of compliance on 03.04.2008 at 02.00 PM, before a single bench consisting of Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover, SIC.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuldeep Chand Bhargav,

# 131, Geeta Vihar, 

Threekay Road, 

Ludhiana







-------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.

 
     


-----------------------Respondent

CC No. 30 of 2008

ORDER

Present :
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Smt. Surinder Kaur, Sub Inspector of Police, on behalf of the 


Respondent. 



Respondent informs us that the information in question has been duly delivered to the Complainant on 24.02.2008.  Complainant has not rebutted this nor has he raised any objection in respect of the material supplied to him.
2.

The matter is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.         
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Anand, 

C/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.



-------------------Complainant








Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Information Technology,

Punjab., Chd.  
     



       ----------------------Respondent

CC No. 34 of 2008

ORDER
Present :
  Sh. Kamal Anand,  Complainant in person.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



On 18.10.2007, the Complainant had desired to obtain information from the office of Director Department of Information Technology about the implementation and formulation of “Citizen Charter” programe in the State of Punjab. Respondent informs us that information on eight points in requested has been delivered to the Complainant.  This complaint has been filed under Section 18 of the RTI Act, on the ground that the information supplied by the Respondent is incomplete and has been delayed in its delivery.  

2.

Since Respondent has given a reply to the original request for information, even as the Complainant is not satisfied with the response, the proper course under the Act would be for the Complainant to file an appeal before the First Appellate Authority against the decision of the PIO concerned.  The Complainant is free to go up in appeal before the First Appellate Authority, namely the Secretary, Information Technology Sh. Narjinderjit Singh.  
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3.

Since the remedy of first appeal has not been exhausted, the matter is pre-mature for being brought before us.  The complaint being non-maintainable at this stage is dismissed.    Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Anand, 

C/o People for Transparency

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Shiva Timber, Sangrur.



-------------------Complainant








Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director-cum-Secretary,

Department of Information Technology,

Punjab., Chd. 
 
     



--------------------Respondent

CC No. 33 of 2008

ORDER

Present :
Sh. Kamal Anand,  Complainant in person.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.


Complainant informs us that subsequent to the filing of this complaint, the complete information as demanded has been delivered to him. 
2.
In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Shelly Goomber,

384, Guru Gobind Singh Avenue,

P.O. Chugitti, 

Jalandhar. 





------------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal,

Doaba College,

Jalandhar. 


      --------------------------------------------Respondent
CC No. 2008 of 2007 

Alongwith CC No. 2009 of 2007, CC No. 1985/2007 

& CC No. 1640/2007
ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Ashwani Kumar, husband of the Complainant in CC No. 2008 & 

2009 of 2007 and on behalf of the Complainant in CC No. 1640 & 1985 

of 2007.


Sh. M.S.Sachdeva, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.



On 04.02.2008, the last date of hearing, we had directed that the information on various matters listed in the original request under RTI Act, 2005, should be delivered to the Complainant. Respondent informs us that complete information has duly been delivered.  He states further that if there is any deficiency in the information supplied, he is prepared to remove such deficiency in case it is pointed out to him.  
2.

The Complainant states as under :-


(i)
CC No. 1640 of 2007 :  Complainant is satisfied with the information delivered to her.  

(ii)
CC No. 1985 of 2007 :  
Complainant states that he had demanded the complete file regarding the application for appointment and selection of Smt. Shelly Goomber.  He states that the information given is incomplete.  Respondent states that all relevant papers have been delivered and undertakes that if any deficiency is pointed out to him, he would be prepared to remove the same.  Complainant did not specify the deficiency observed, apart from expressing a general contention of dissatisfaction.  We find that no further action is required. The information is deemed to have been delivered.  
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(iii)
CC No. 2009 of 2007 :
Complainant states that information demanded in this case has not been delivered.   According to the Respondent, the compilation of the information demanded is a voluminous task.  He requests that he may not be required to take up this exercise as this would divert the resources of the college disproportionately and would disrupt the normal functioning of the college and, hence, would not be in public interest.  In this regard, Respondent seeks support of Section 7(9) of the Act.    


(iv)
CC No. 2008 of 2007 :
Complainant is satisfied with the information delivered to her.  

3.

After hearing both sides, we accept the stand of the Respondent that whatever information has been supplied should be considered adequate for the purpose.  The plea under Section 7(9) of the Act is, therefore, accepted.  

4.

The matter is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 03.03.2008









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner

