STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Varinder Singh,

s/o Karminder Singh,

R/o Pandita Wale Kothey,

Hari Nou Road, Near Pani Di Tanki,

Kotakpura, Teh. & Distt. Faridkot.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,
Faridkot.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2472 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 


ii)     
Sh. Birbal Singh, Head Constable, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has brought the information required by the complainant to the court. The same may be sent to the complainant alongwith these orders. The respondent further states that no representation has been received from the complainant for re-enquiry into case No. 53 dated 13.12.2008.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment.


The request is granted. The case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 09.01.2009 to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being sent to him. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjit Singh,

No. 330, Warder,

Distt. Jail Nabha.
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Superintendent (H.Q),

Central Jail, Patiala
 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 1617 of 2008

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


ii)     
Sh. Satinder Singh, Asstt. Supdt. O/o on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard. 
The complainant has clarified that the information required by him has not been described accurately in the order of the court dated 05.12.2008 and the actual information required is as follows: -

Whether approval was given to any person to meet Jasbir Singh under trial, on 26.07.2007. If an approval was given, a copy of the same should be submitted to the court on the next date of hearing. 

It is again reiterated that the information derived from the meeting register is not relevant to the accuracy of the answer which is to be provided by the respondent. 

The respondent desired to have a copy of the letter dated 04.09.2008 of the respondent addressed to the Commission, conveying the status of the replies given to the complainant. A copy of the said letter has been provided to the complainant, as requested by him.   

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 19.12.2008 for confirmation of compliance.   






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Shiv Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ram Chand,

R/o V.P.O. Shahpurkandi,

Teh. Dhar  Kalan, Distt. Gurdaspur,

Punjab.  

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur, Punjab. 

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2524 of 2008

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



ii)     
Sh. Satinder Kumar, Head Constable, O/o SSP, Gurdaspur.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant consisting of two communications from the SDO, PSEB Dhar Kalan has been provided to him by the respondent in the court today. 


The information for which the complainant had applied on 08.07.08 was simple enough and could have been given to him within the period of 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act. However, action on his application appears to have been inordinately delayed. The respondent is directed fix responsibility for the delay and to take appropriate action against official or officials responsible for the same. 

Disposed of.   






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ram Piari,

w/o Sh. Amritsaria Mal,

R/o B-23/78, Old Grain Market,

Kapurthala.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Jalandhar-I, Punjab.  

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2475 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Mr. Jugal Kishore son of Mrs. Ram Piari on behalf of the complainant. 


ii)     
Mrs. Rajvinder Kaur, ETO, Jalandhar-I on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the complainant has asked for third party information concerning the firm M/s Kishori Lal Ram Saran Dass, Ladowali Road, Jalandhar. However, the basis of the application of the complainant is a judicial order in which the complainant (Smt. Ram Piari) has been declared to be a partner of this firm. This being so, the information for which the complainant has supplied is not third party and the respondent is directed to supply the same to the complainant within 15 days from today.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 02.01.2009 for conformation of compliance. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Pt. Dwaraka Shastri,

House No. 1196, Sector 56,

Chandigarh. 

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar, Punjab.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2479 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant. 



ii)     
Sh. Shamsher Singh, Head Constable, O/o SSP, SAS Nagar on behalf of 


the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him in the court today by the respondent. 

Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sajan Singh,

Chairman & President,

Pb. Subordinate Services Federation &

Pb. & U.T. Emplyees Joint Action Committee,

Head Office – 3030, Sector 56-A,

Chandigarh.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Director Sainik Welfare-cum-Secy,

Sainik Board Punjab,

Sector 21-B. Chandigarh.  

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2569 of 2008

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



ii)     
Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Clerk O/o Deputy Secretary Welfare, on behalf of the 


respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has supplied some information to the complainant and makes a commitment that the remaining information will also be supplied to the complainant within 7 days from today. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 02.01.2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sub.Maj. Tarsem Lal,(Retd.)
House No. 25, Ward No. 6,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Bhogpur,

Post Office, Bhogpur – 144201.

District Jalandhar (Punjab). 

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Principal Secretary,

Defence Service, Room No. 620,

6th Floor, Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2513 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. Narinder Duggal, Supdt.-cum-APIO, Department of Defence Services Welfare for the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is available in the office of the Directorate of Defence Services Welfare to whom the application for information of the complainant has been sent for providing the information, in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act. He further states that the Directorate has asked the complainant to deposit an amount of Rs. 25 as postal charges for sending the information, which has not yet been deposited by the complainant. However, the application for information in this case is dated 05.09.2008 and the postal charges have been demanded in the Directorate letter dated 10.11.2008 and therefore, the demand is not legal in terms of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act.

Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send the information required by the complaint to him, free of charge, within 7 days of the date of receipt of these orders. 


The complainant has requested for an adjournment.


The case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 02.01.2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, 

H. No. 747-A,

Sector 7-B, Chandigarh. 

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Pb. Legal Services Authority,

SCO  3001-02 (2nd Floor)Sector 22-D,

Chandigarh. 

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2523 of 2008

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

ii)     
Sh. Varinder Kumar Asstt. District Attorney, Punjab Legal Services Authority, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The required information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant except for the following: -
i) Letters written by the Secretary Housing Allotment Committee to the respondent. Mention of such a letter is to be found in the letter dated 25.06.08 from the respondent addressed to the Secretary Housing Allotment Committee which begins “Kindly refer to your letter No. A2/2008/8354 dated 17.6.2008”
ii) Copies of the enclosures mentioned in the letters of the respondent dated 25.06.2008 addressed to the Secretary Housing Allotment Committee, Sector 17, Chandigarh and dated 17.07.2008 addressed to the Assistant Controller (F&A) Rents, Sector 9, U.T., Chandigarh, have not been supplied to the complainant. 

The respondent is directed to make up the above deficiencies and supply the remaining information to the complainant, described above, within 10 days from today. 

Adjourned 10.00 AM on 26.12.2008 for confirmation of compliance. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurvinder Singh,

S/o Sh.  Gurdev Singh,

VPO Mehma Sarja,

Distt. Bathinda-151201,

Punjab.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Punjab Agriculture University,
 Forestry and Formal Crops Department,

Ludhiana, Punjab. 
 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2560 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 



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

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states in his written reply that the application for information of the complainant has not been received in his office but he has now submitted the required information. This may be sent to the complainant alongwith these orders. 

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vasudev,

S/o Late Sh. Bhima Ram,

R/o H. No. 1450, Sector 21,

Panchkula (Haryana).

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice,

Judicial-I Branch, Pb. Civil Secttl.

Chandigarh.  

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2568 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. Rajinder Singh, Supdt. Judicial-I Branch, Home Department, Punjab Civil Sectt., on behalf of the respondent.
iii)
Sh. Harnek Singh, Sr. Asstt. Judicial-I Branch, Home Department, Punjab Civil Sectt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the court that the information required by the complainant has already sent to him vide letter dated 5.12.2008.

The complaint is not present. Apparently he is satisfied.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-I), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

# 2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh. 
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, The Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.
 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2572 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)     
Sh. Kesar Singh, APIO-cum-LA, Sr. Asstt. alongwith Mrs. Bhupinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard. 
The respondent has confirmed that it has been ensured that the website of the PPSC is in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act and it has also been brought upto date. 

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





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

Sh. Vaneet Goyal,

S/o Sh. Amrit Pal Goyal,

Main Bazaar, Boha (Mansa) – 151503.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar. 

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2348 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Vaneet Goyal, complainant in person.




ii)     
 None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that information has not been given to him in compliance with the court’s order dated 21.11.2008.


One more opportunity is given to the respondent to comply with the orders of the court and to submit to the court its response to point No. II of the complainant’s application for information, on the next date of hearing. In case the University is not running any learning centre directly at present, the procedure and the provisions under which the learning centres were directly opened by the University earlier, may be provided to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 26.12.2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





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

Sh. Dilraj Singh Sekhon,

H. No. HIG-722, Phase IX,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







………..Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalandhar-1, Jalandhar.






………………Respondent

CC No. 1325 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Rajdeep Singh Cheema, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



ii)
None on behalf of the respondent. 



ORDER


Heard.

Despite the very clear orders of the court dated 24.10.2008, no official from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar is present in the court with the report of the inquiry which was required to be made, as directed in the abovementioned order.

One final opportunity is given to the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to submit the inquiry report to the court, in accordance with the directions given in the court’s orders dated 24.10.2008, at 10.00 AM on 16.01.2009.  

It is made clear that if these orders are not compiled with, the only option left before the court would be to deem the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to be the PIO in this case and to proceed to take action against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act.






  

 (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner
December 12, 2008





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana – 141008.

 




   
    …………………Appellant

Vs.

Sh. Kamaldeep Singh, SP (HQs)-cum-

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.





         ………………Respondent
AC No. 421 of 2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, complainant in person.



ii)     
Sh. Shamsher Singh, Head Constable, SAS Nagar, Mohali on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that as has been recorded in the courts order dated 14.11.2008, he sent to the respondent a list of the deficiencies in the information provided to him, but he has not received any reply. He has also not received the information in respect of point nos. 4 and 5 of his application for information dated 11.06.2008, which the respondent had been directed to give in the aforementioned orders.


It is a matter of regret that the respondent has not complied with the orders of the court dated 14.11.2008 and has also not sent a responsible representative to the court who is well aware of the facts of the case and can inform the court about the reasons for non compliance of its orders. Instead, the concerned file has merely been given to a head constable, who has been asked to attend the court, but he has no knowledge about the facts of the case.


In the abovementioned circumstances, I conclude, prima facie, that information is not provided by the respondent to the complainant in this case without reasonable cause. Notice is hereby given to Sh. Kamaldeep Singh, SP (HQs)-cum-PIO, office of SSP, Mohali to show cause at 10 AM on 02.01.2009, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application of Sri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon dated 11.06.2008, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 02.01.2008 for further consideration and orders.   







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab
A copy is forwarded to Sri Parag Jain, IPS, IGP Hqrs, office of the DGP, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh, for information and necessary action.

  







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008




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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana – 141008.

 




   
    …………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Principal Secy. to Govt. of Pb.

Dept. of Home Affairs & Justice.

Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




         ………………Respondent
AC No. 424 of 2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, appellant in person.



ii)     
Sri  Gopal Krishan, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

In view of the information sent by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 12.11.2008, already mentioned in the courts orders dated 14.11.2008, the notice issued to the respondent for the imposition of penalties is hereby dropped. The respondent is nevertheless directed to inform the complainant about the decision taken by the Government on the issue of payment by the Punjab Cricket Association for the security provided during the cricket matches organized by them, within 7 days of the decision being taken. 

In course of the hearing on 14.11.2008, the respondent had stated, in respect of point no. 3 of the complainant’s application for information, that the details of the claims for payment of security are not available in his office since these were made by the office of the DGP, Punjab. In this point, the complainant wants to know whether the claims mentioned in his representation dated 10.02.2008 are true or false. Since this information has been stated by the respondent to be available in the office of the DGP, the PIO, office of DGP, Punjab, is directed to provide this information to the complainant within 30 days of the date of receipt of this order. For convenience of reference, copies of the application for information of the complainant dated 13.06.2008, and of his representation dated 10.02.2008, are enclosed with these orders. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 16.01.2009 for further consideration and orders. 







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab


A copy, along with the enclosures mentioned in the orders, is forwarded to the PIO, office of DGP, Punjab, Sector-9, Chandigarh. He may depute a responsible officer to attend the court’s hearing at 10.00 AM on 16.01.2009, along with a copy of the information sent to the complainant.





  

 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


December 12, 2008





      Punjab 

Since complainant is not present it may be presumed that he does not wish to make any further submission with regard to his complaint. This case is accordingly disposed of with direction to the respondent to inform the complainant about the decision taken by the Government on the issue of payment by the Punjab Cricket Association. For the security provided during the cricket matches organize by, within 7 days of the decision being taken.
