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

Sh.  Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO Bhattian Bet,

Ludhiana.


 

     -------------------------------- Complainant
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary,

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

   
---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 1213 of 2007

ORDER
Present:  
Sh.  Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant in person.



Sh. Avtar Singh, Superintendent-II  on behalf of the Chief 



Secretary, Govt of Punjab. 



Sh. Harchand Singh, Superintendent-II, office of Chief Secretary, 


Punjab, Chandigarh.



Sh. Harbans Lal, Sr. Assistant office of Principal Secretary 



Housing. 


Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant General Coordination Branch on 


behalf of the Respondent.



This case be taken up alongwith related cases that is CC-2234 of 2007 and CC-1971 of 2007 which are on the board of Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover (Retd), SIC (sitting singly).  
2.

To come up before Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover (Retd), SIC on 08.04.2008 at 02.00 PM.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







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

Sh. Nirmal Singh,

# 9783, St. No. 05,

Kot Mangal Singh,

Ludhiana.



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







Vs. 
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.

 
     --------------------------------------------Respondent
MR No. 01 of 2008

In CC No. 1839 of 2007
ORDER
Present:  
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


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



Respondent.



This is a miscellaneous application in CC No. 1839 of 2007 decided by us on 19.12.2007.  After the order of 19.12.2007, the applicant has written to the Commission to know why his original application was withheld in the office of SSP., Ludhiana for 90 days.  The delay attributed to the office of SSP., Ludhiana is not in relation to the RTI application, but is in regard to the cognizance by the police of an earlier application. The Respondent has stated in his  writing dated 8.3.2008 as under:- 


“As per the orders passed by the Hon’ble Commission, in the above case this is for your kind information that the complaint as stated by the above appellant was filed before the Police Department and same was enquired into fairly.  The enquiry officer on 07.06.2007 submitted the final report.  This is due to time needed for deeply probing the facts in the complaint.  There is not intentional delay caused in the enquiry of the said complaint”

2.

We find that this application is not maintainable under RTI Act, 2005. The information in question has been delivered. The delay in supplying the information has also been satisfactorily explained.  
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3.

The applicant is not present.  The case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

ORDER:


After the above order was recorded, the applicant Sh. Nirmal Singh, appeared before us at 11.50 AM.  He claims that information on three out of the four points demanded by him has been given but information on 4th point has not been supplied. We have considered this submission made by the Complainant and are of the view that  it is without any substance. Our orders as recorded above are clear and do not need any modification. 

2.
We request Sh. R.K.Jaiswal, SSP., Ludhiana to give a personal hearing to the Complainant for his satisfaction.   This, however, would not be a part of proceedings under RTI Act, 2005.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Bal Kishan Puri,

#382, Block No. 10,

Neem Wala Chowk Mandir Wali Gali,

Ludhiana.




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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.
 
  
 

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

CC No.2386 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sub Inspector of Police on behalf of the 



Respondent.



We observe that on this very cause of action, CC No. 2231 of 2007 has been heard and disposed of by us on 25.02.2008.  This matter should not in fact have been registered as a separate case.  The registry is directed to exercise due care to see that the same matter is not registered more than once.  

2.

The matter, is, accordingly, dismissed as non-maintainable.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.





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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Director General of Police (Pb.)

Punjab Police HQ, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.
 
  
 

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

CC No.2396 of 2007

ORDER

Present: 
 Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.


Sh. Inderjit Singh, Assistant Inspector General of Police on behalf 
of the Respondent.


This complaint under Section 18 RTI Act, 2005, emanates from a request by the Complainant for information from the DGP, Punjab regarding the implementation of Punjab of an important decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India relating to police reforms.  According to the Complainant, compliance with the directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India was obligatory for the State of Punjab.  Complainant had desired to know about the specific action on a number of directives contained in the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India.  Complainant states before us that following the initiation of proceedings before the Commission, certain information relating to the original request has been supplied.  On a number of issues, the information still remains to be delivered to him.  Complainant states that he has pointed out to the Respondent the deficiencies in the material supplied to him with reference to his request for information.  

2.
Respondent states before us that he has received details of the deficiencies brought out by the Complainant only last week that is on 05.03.2008.  Respondent seeks time to attend to these deficiencies and assures that complete information in question would be delivered.  
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3.
This being the first date of hearing, we accept the request of the Respondent.  Respondent would remove the deficiencies pointed by the Complainant and deliver the remaining information directly to him within the next 15 days.  

4.
Complainant brings to our notice that some part of the request for information in the instant case is to be served by the Principal Secretary, Home Department, Punjab.  Complainant states that the matter relating to information from the Home Department has been entrusted to another bench (Sh. P.K.Verma, SIC).  

5.
Complainant requests that since the request for information covers both the Home Department in the Government and the DGP, Punjab the other matter (CC No. 200 of 2008) before Hon’ble Sh. P.K.Verma, SIC may also be heard by the present bench.  
6.

The request of the Complainant is accepted.  The Deputy Registrar is directed to re call the case file of CC No 200 of 2008 and present it before us on the next date of hearing.  

7.

The Principal Secretary, Home Department should assure that appropriate action is taken in that case and he is appropriately represented before us on the next date of hearing.  
8.
Adjourned to 21.04.2008 for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to the Principal Secretary, Home Department, Punjab.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.




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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Director General of Police (Pb.)

Punjab Police HQ, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.
 
  
 

-----------------------------Respondent
CC No.2397 of 2007

ORDER

Present: 
 Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.


Sh. Inderjit Singh, Assistant Inspector General of Police on behalf 
of the Respondent.



Complainant had made a request under Section 6(1) of RTI Act, 2005, on 20.11.2007 for information from the DGP, Punjab relating to particulars of criminal cases against serving police personnel of the Department.  Receiving no response to the request, Complainant preferred this complaint under Section 18(1) RTI Act, 2005, on 22.12.2007.  Complainant states before us that after the issue of notice by the Commission, certain material pertaining to the information demanded by him has been delivered to him on 23.02.2008 and 06.03.2008.  Complainant states that the material supplied to him is still deficient in a number of respects.  He had, accordingly, intimated to the Respondent the deficiencies in the information supplied to him on 3rd March, 2008.  Respondent states that he has received the communication detailing the deficiencies.  
2.

Respondent submits before us that he would require some more time to compile the information, since it is to be obtained from various offices in the districts in the State. 
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3.

The matter will come up for confirmation of compliance on 21.04.2008.  Respondent will study the deficiencies as pointed out and deliver the information to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Arunesh Agarwal,

#513, Sector-11 B,

Chandigarh.





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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.
 
  
 

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

CC No.2402 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
None is present on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.


We find that in the instant case, the Complainant had in his application under the RTI Act, 2005, asked the following questions:- 

(i) What is the ruling/law for noting of charge in favour of bank in patwari records?
(ii) Whether law is different for sub Registrar Kharar and other sub Registrars of Punjab? 

(iii) In case law/ruling is same for other Sub Registrars and Sub Registrar Kharar, why Naib Tehsildar Mr. Rupinder Mankoo has refused to note the charge in favour of bank in his records. “

2.

It is apparent that items no. 2 and 3 do not constitute information within the meaning of Section 2(f) RTI Act, 2005.  In respect of item no. 1, there should be no objection in intimating the prevailing rules/procedure in the matter of noting of charge (created in favour of a bank) in the revenue records by the Patwari.  

3.

We, therefore, direct the Respondent to reply suitably to item no. 1. 
4.

Sh. D.S.Grewal, DC., Mohali would ensure that these directions are complied with.  The matter is, according, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.   

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Daisy Walia,

2-A, Gurudwara,

Moti Bagh Colony,

Patiala,




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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.
 
  
 

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

CC No.2409 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Vikram Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent.



The Commission has received from the Complainant a fax message on 07.03.2008 to the effect that she no longer requires the information she had demanded under RTI Act, 2005. 
2.

In the circumstances, the matter is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Amit Kumar,

#216 New Adarsh Nagar,

Doctor Colony,

Phagwara.




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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Doaba College,

Jalandhar.
 
  
 

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

CC No.2416 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
None is present on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.


The information demanded relates to the performance of Doaba College, Jalandhar, during the period Sh. R.P.Bhardwaj has served as Principal of the College, and certain matters of administration during the tenure of Sh. Bhardwaj.  

2.

The items on which information is demanded are specific.  Complainant is not present.  This being the first date of hearing, we give another opportunity to both the parties to appear and present their case.  
3.

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

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh Sudan,

S/o Sh. Kirpal Singh,

Chamber No.205 A,

District Courts Complex,

Sector-17,

Chandigarh.




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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali (Pb.)
 
  
 

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

CC No.2418 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
Sh. Tejinder Singh Sudan, Complainant in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.


We observe that certain information was supplied by the Respondent PIO SSP., Mohali on 04.02.2008 in response to the request for information.  
2.
Complainant states before us that he has received two communications from the Respondent:-

   
(i)
One dated 26.09.2007 which was received by him on 17.12.2007 that is after a lapse of three months.


(ii)
Second letter No. 1284 dated 06.02.2008.  

3.

Complainant points that there is a contradiction in the contents of the two communications.  He also draws attention to the delay in the receipt of the first reply.

4.

Since this is the first date of hearing, we give another opportunity to the Respondent to be present in person or through representative not lower than the rank of APIO.  

Contd…P/2

-2-

5.

This will come up on 21.04.2008.  DGP., Punjab will ensure that the SSP., Mohali, PIO in this case, is suitably represented before us.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to the DGP., Punjab. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

#B-11/15,

Sadar Bazar,

Barnala.





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







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

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

Chandigarh.
 
  
 

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

CC No.2424 of 2007

ORDER

Present:  
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Harpinder Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



We observe that the matter urged before us in this complaint under RTI Act, 2005, has been suitably disposed of by another bench of the Commission (single bench of Sh. P.K.Verma) in cases no. 2393 of 2007, 2394 of 2007 and 2395 of 2007 on 07.02.2008.  
2.

This being so, the matter should not even brought up before us at all.  Registry should ensure that such a situation does not arise in future. 
3.

This matter has already been adjudicated by the Commission and is, therefore disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







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

Smt. Devinder Kaur,

# 4, New Officer Colony,

Patiala







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








Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala. 
           &

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development),

Patiala. [added as per order dated 10.03.2008]. 
 
     


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

CC No. 07 of 2008

ORDER

Present:  
Smt. Devinder Kaur, Complainant in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.


Complainant states before us that he had demanded information from the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Patiala in regard to the list of candidates interviewed for the posts of MBBS doctors for the rural dispensaries under the Zila Parishad, Patiala.  Interview was held on 07.09.2007.  Complainant states that her daughter, having the highest percentage of marks in MBBS examination, should have been considered for appointment. 
2.
Complainant further states that despite a period of 4/5 months having elapsed, neither has her daughter been appointed nor the information demanded has been delivered to her. This being the first date of hearing, we give another opportunity to the Respondent to state his position.    


3.
This will come up on 21.04.2008.  In the meantime, we direct that Sh. D.S.Grewal, Deputy Commissioner, Patiala should give a personal hearing to the Complainant and resolve the matter on the spot.  The hearing before the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala would take place in his office on 24.03.2008 at 11.00 hours.  We direct that in this meeting, the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) be also called.  

4.
The perusal of the record shows that originally the application for information was addressed to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) 
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Patiala.  He, therefore, is a necessary party to this case.  We, accordingly, direct the Deputy Registrar to add the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Patiala as Respondent No. 2. 
5.
To come up on 21.04.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties as also to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Patiala.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Sarvan Singh,

S/o Sh. Sangara Singh,

V&PO Jallupur Khara,

Tehsil-Baba Bakala,

District Amritsar.






-------------------Appellant 








Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar. 
 
 
     


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

AC No. 12 of 2008

ORDER

Present:  
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Chattar Singh, Panchayat  Officer, Block Samiti Raiya, District 


Amritsar on behalf of the Respondent.


Respondent states before us that the Appellant had demanded information by way of copies of the resolutions passed by the Gram Panchayat, Jallupur Khera, Block Raiya, Tehsil Baba Bakala, District Amritsar during the period 01.03.2007 to 30.08.2007.  Respondent states that this information has been delivered to the Appellant on 08.03.2008, that is only two days ago.  Respondent shows a copy of the receipt by the Appellant acknowledging the delivery of the material to him.  
2.

The Appellant has not communicated any dissatisfaction with the material supplied to him.  The case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner

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

The Chairman,

Citizen’s Forum, New Officers’ Colony (Regd),

239, New Officers’ Colony,

Patiala. 







-------------------Appellant 








Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Excise and Taxation Department,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala. 
     

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

AC No. 24 of 2008 

ORDER

Present:  
Sh. Nazar Singh, member of the Citizen’s Forum, Patiala.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



The case of the Appellant is that on 06.06.2007, he had made an application to the DETC, Patiala for shifting of the liquor vend from Kheri Gujjran Road, Patiala for the following reasons:-
“ (i)
The area where the Liquor Vend has been opened is thickly populated 
area and residents are highly civilized people.

(ii)
This is not a commercial area.
(iii)
Most important is that vend is located well within 100Mtrs of Colony Gurudwara.

(iv)
Lot of ladies go to the place of worship in the evening.
(v)
Every evening there is some incidence of nuisance created by the 
drunk 
people.”

2.

According to the Appellant, as no action was taken in the matter of shifting of the liquor vend from Kheri Gujran Road by the DETC, Patiala, an application under the RTI Act, 2005 was made to the PIO, office of Commissioner, Excise and Taxation, Patiala wherein the following question was asked:-

“What constraints or rules or other factors held your office back from shifting this liquor vend from the present location even after having assured the Forum of prompt action?”
3

We do not see any legal impediment to the supply of information demanded by the Appellant.  We, therefore, direct the Respondent to deliver the information to the Appellant within the next 15 days.
4.

Adjourned to 21.04.2008 for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







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

MLA Bholath,

President DCC, Kapurthala.


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








Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab., 

Chandigarh. 




       &

Public Information Officer,

O/o Home Secretary,

Punjab., Chd. 




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

CC No. 300 of 2008

ORDER

Present:  
Sh. Kuldeep Singh Chaudhary, Advocate on behalf of the 

Complainant.


Sh. Ratna Ram, Under Secretary-cum-PIO Department of Home.


Sh. D.K.Sidhu, APIO, Jail Department, 
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. 
Assistant office of Chief Secretary, Pb.


The Complainant had sought information from the PIO office of Chief Secretary, Punjab in regard to the time spent in jail/rest houses/judicial custody over the years by the following three leaders :- (i)  S. Parkash Singh Badal, CM (ii) Jathedar Gurcharan Singh Tohra, Ex President SGPC (iii) S. Sukhjinder, Ex. Education Minister Punjab.  
2.
According to the Complainant, he has received the information only in respect of Sh. Sukhjinder Singh. Information in respect of the other two leaders has not,  as yet, been supplied.  The Respondent assures that this information would also be supplied.  This may be done within the next 15 days. 
3.
To come up on 21.04.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.















  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 10.03.2008









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







   State Information Commissioner
