STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Col. (Retd) R.D.S. Virk,

# 1601, Sector 33,

Chandigarh.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Govt., Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 1221 of 2008 
Present:
i)    
Sri  Amit Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant .


ii)   
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant in this case has made a submission that the information required by him has been substantially received by him except for a copy of  Resolution No. 108 dated 16-12-2006 passed by the  Nagar Panchayat, Zirakpur.  Notices were issued to the parties concerned for a hearing in this case on 3-10-2008, and the case was fixed to be heard on 17-10-2008.  However, neither the respondent nor the concerned APIO appeared  on that date  and the case was adjourned to 14-11-2008 ( today),  but despite a copy of the Court’s orders dated 17-10-2008 having been endorsed to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Local Government Department, the respondent has again absented himself  from the Court and the complainant states that he has not yet received a copy of the required Resolution.
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In the above circumstances, one last opportunity is given to the respondent to supply a copy of the required Resolution to the complainant before the next date of hearing. Any failure to comply with these orders would lead to the issuance of a notice for the imposition of penalties prescribed in Section 20 of the RTI Act, upon the PIO.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab
A copy is forwarded to Shri Dhanbir Singh Bains, Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Local Government Department,  603/6, Mini Sectt,Sector 9, Chandigarh, for information and necessary action.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarbdeep Singh Virk, IPS,

Former Director General of Police,

# 1068, Sector 27-B,

Chandigarh. 


                                      …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

H.Q.-cum-State Police Information Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.                               ………………Respondents
C.C. No. 769 of 2008
Present:
i)    
Sri Amit Sharma,Advocate, on behalf of the complainant  
ii)   
S. Balvinder Singh, DSP(D),Mohali,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
The respondent seeks an adjournment for 15 days for filing his reply to the rejoinder of the complainant.  The same is allowed and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 28-11-2008 for  further consideration and orders.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab 

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

Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

Inspector-II, Punsup (Retd.),

VPO Naushera,   Majitha Road,

Amritsar.






___________Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Distt. Manager,

PUNSUP, Ferozepur.




__________ Respondent

AC  325 of 2008

Present:
i)    
    Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,  appellant in  person. 

ii)
 Sri  Amrit Lal Mehta, Offtg. DM,Punsup,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

After the last hearing of this case on 17-10-2008, the appellant made out a list of all the deficiencies and sent them to the respondent.  In respect of point no. 6  of these deficiencies, information has been supplied to the appellant and the information at point no. 7 will now be supplied  by the respondent after the required clarification has been given by the appellant regarding this point to enable the respondent to locate the required documents.  Insofar as point nos. 1 to 5 are concerned, the respondent states that the required information is in the concerned  Court in Ferozepur.  He has shown evidence to the effect that he has applied for copies of the Court File  and has made a commitment that the information required by the appellant will be given to him after copies are received from the Court.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 26-12-2008 for further consideration and orders.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 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, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.




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



ii)     
S  I  Yogesh  Narula,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information on all the points mentioned in the application for information of the complainant dated 11-6-2008  has been supplied to him except point nos. 4, 5, & 6. In respect of point nos. 4 & 5 , information has to be obtained from the Accounts Section of the office of the SSP, Mohali, and it is not understood why the SSP has not been able to get the required information  from a branch of his own office.  The PIO is therefore directed to supply the information in respect of these points to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The complainant has voluntarily dropped point No. 6 of his application.

The complainant states that there are several deficiencies in the information which has been provided to him.  He should make a list of the deficiencies and send them to the PIO, who should send a reply to the complainant to his communication also before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-12-2008 for confirmation  of compliance.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 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.


The application for information of the appellant in this case was made on 13-6-2008 but no response of any kind has been received by him from the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Government of Punjab, Home Department, to whom his application was transferred by the PIO, office of the Governor of Punjab under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.  Notices were issued  to the concerned parties by the Commission on the receipt of the complaint made by the appellant dated 27-8-2008, and they were directed to appear before the Commission on 24-10-2008, but the respondent did not make an appearance either personally or through the concerned APIO.  The case was therefore adjourned to 14-11-2008 (today) and another opportunity was given to the PIO to send a response to the appellant with reference to his application for information dated 13-6-2008.  The PIO was again directed to be present in the Court on 14-11-2008 either personally or through the concerned APIO.  However, they are again not present in the Court today and the appellant states that he has not received any reply from the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 24-10-2008.


In the above circumstances I conclude that prima facie, information is not 
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being provided by the respondent to the  appellant   in this case without any reasonable cause and the conduct of the PIO  amounts to refusal to give the information.  Notice is hereby given to Sri  D.P.Gupta, PCS.,  Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab-cum- Public Information Officer, Home Department, Chandigarh,  to show cause at 10 AM on 12-12-2008, 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 dated 13-6-2008 of Sri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, transferred to him vide letter no. PRB-08-3G/4743 dated 7-7-2008 by the PIO, office of the Governor of Punjab, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. 


In the meanwhile, the respondent is advised to comply with the orders of the Court dated 24-10-2008.


Subsequent to the hearing of the case, Sri Gopal Krishan, Senior Assistant, appeared in the Court on behalf of the respondent, along with a copy of the reply which has been sent to the complainant on 12-11-2008, informing him that the question of the recovery of dues from the Punjab Cricket Association on account of security provided for Cricket matches is under the consideration of the Government.  The respondent has also informed the appellant that the security was provided by the Government in these Cricket matches in the public interest. In view of this development, the notice issued by the Court is  held in abeyance and the appellant is given an opportunity to  respond to the letter dated 12-11-2008 of the respondent, a copy of which is enclosed with this order, on the next date of hearing. In respect of point no. 3 of the application for information, the respondent states that the claims for payment for security were made by the office of the DGP,Punjab, and match wise details thereof are therefore not  available with the Government.
 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 12-12-2008 for consideration and orders.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  P.J.S. Mehta,

Lt. Col. (Retd.),

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

S.C.F. 29-30, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.  

  




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana, (Pb.). 




         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2216 of 2008
Present:
.i)   
Sri Jasman Deep, Advocate,  complainant in person.



ii)     
S.I. Surinder Kaur and S.I. Ram Kumar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The  respondent has shown documents to the Court which show that the plot in question measuring 760 Sq. yards was offered to S.Gurcharan Singh Dhaliwal through a sale letter from the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, in 1975. Later on, there was a dispute concerning this plot between S.Gurcharan Singh Dhaliwal and the complainant’s brother. This dispute is still pending in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in CM 5406-CI/2002.   This supports the veracity of the information given by the respondent to the complainant, that the FIR which has been lodged with them does not concern plot No. 215-R. A copy of the sale letter of D.C. Ludhiana sent in 1975 for the plot of 760 Sq. yards to Sri Gurcharan Singh, should be sent by the respondent to the complainant for his information

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. R.P.S. Brar,

1 Stadium Road,

Patiala- 147001,

Punjab

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,  
O/o, The  Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 2149 of 2008
Present:
.i)   
Col. R.P.S. Brar,  complainant in person




ii)     
Sri  Ashok Vij, Legal Asstt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has shown to the Court the letter written to the Private Secretary to the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala requesting that a copy of the sanctioned building plan required by the complainant may be made available, since the  office file of  the Corporation concerning the construction in question , along with the sanctioned plan for the same, has been submitted to the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab.  He has  requested for a short adjournment to enable him to obtain  a copy of the plan from the office of the Chief Secretary.  The request is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 18-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




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

Smt. Janak Garg,

w/o Late Sri C.D.Jindal,

112, Bharpur Garden.

Opp. Government Ayurvedic College,

Patiala. 



  
     _________________ Ap[pellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o.The Registrar (Admn),

Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

AC No.  426  of 2008

Present:
i) Ms. Janak Garg, appellant in person.



ii) Sri Kamal Kant ,Dy. Registrar, on behalf of the  respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the  Court’s   orders  dated 11-10-2008, a copy of the orders passed by the first appellate authority has been sent by the respondent to the appellant, Ms. Janak Garg on 11-11-2008.  This communication from the respondent has not yet been received by the appellant.  A copy thereof has therefore been got made out and delivered personally to the complainant in the Court today.


Disposed of.

 




  

            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




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

Sh. Avtar  Singh,

S/o Late Chanan Singh,

H.No. 22,   Block  (O)

Nangal Township- 140124



  
     

Distt. Ropar






CC No.   2205    of 2008

ORDER

From the  absence of the complainant, I conclude that the assumption of the Court, that the   “application for information”  given by the complainant is an application for mutation in disguise, is correct, and there is no valid application for information which has been made by the complainant.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

S/o Late Sh. Ayudhaya Prasad,

78/89, Park Road, New Mandi,

Near Railway Mall Road,

Dhuri, Sangrur.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The  Chief Auditor,

Punjab State Cooperative Deptt.,

Sec-34, Chandigarh.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2148 of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER

From the absence of the complainant and the respondent I conclude that the orders of the Court dated 5-11-2008 have been complied with, or the complainant has failed to deposit the required fees for the information, which cannot therefore be supplied to him.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.P. Goyal,

863, Industrial Area-A, 

Ludhiana-141003




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.




         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2240 of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER

Vide the orders of the Court dated 4-11-2008,an opportunity was given to the complainant to make his submissions with regard to his complaint since his application for information concerns  third parties,  The complainant, however, has not availed the opportunity and has failed to make an appearance in the Court.


In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

138. Gali No. 5, 

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar- 143004



   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/oDistt Food Supplies Controller,

69-A, Rani Bagh, Amritsar



         ………………Respondent
AC No. 487   of 2008

ORDER

The application dated 5-7-2008 of the complainant partly concerns third parties and partly,  information which is vague and vast and would require the public authority to devote an unreasonable  amount of time and resources on its collection.  The only item which can be supplied to the complainant is an attested copy of the Punjab Government orders  dated 4-7-2008,  referred to in point No. 12 of the annexure appended to his application.  A copy of the same  is sent to the PIO, office of the DFSC, Amritsar, with the direction to send a copy of this order to the complainant.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  14, 2008




      Punjab
Encl—1
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S. Manjeet Singh,
s/o S. Tarlok Singh,

W.No. 330, Distt.Jail, 

Patiala 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Supdt. HQ.,

Distt Jail, 

Patiala





         ………………Respondent
CC No.2439  of 2008 
ORDER

The application for information of the complainant dated 13-8-2008 is not an application for information on record but seeks to raise arguments against the disciplinary action taken against him by his Department.  Questions such as in what manner punishment is being proposed to be imposed on him  when no reply has been given to a show cause notice, or why the punishing authority is not agreeing with the inquiry officer on a point of fact, cannot be asked through an application made under the RTI Act.  The proper course of action for the complainant to  follow is to make an appeal to higher authorities within the Department if he is dissatisfied with any administrative action which has been taken by the Superintendent (HQ) of Patiala Jail.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S. Dharam Vir Khosla,
s/o late S. Raghunath Dass Khosla,

c/o Dharamshala Thakardass,

Bazar Vakilan,

Hoshiarpur. 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o The Registrar,

Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh





         ………………Respondent
CC No 2498  of 2008 
ORDER

The application for information of the appellant dated 15-7-2008 does not seek any information which may be in the records of the respondent but is only a critical comment on an order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  It is not a valid application for information under the RTI Act and therefore I find no reason to differ with the orders passed by the first appellate authority.  This second appeal is consequently dismissed.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Col. R.P.S. Brar,

1 Stadium Road,

Patiala- 147001,

Punjab 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,  
O/o, The  Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.







         ………………Respondent
CC No.  2149 of 2008 
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. Apparently, the complainant has received the required information in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 14-11-2008.


Disposed of. 







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  18, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S. Ashok  Kumar,
H.No. 617/1

Sector 41-A,

Chandigarh 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Financial Commissioner, Development,

Government of Punjab,

Chandigarh





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 2543 of 2008 
ORDER

The application for information of the complainant seeks vast information about the medical reimbursement bills of third parties, which would require the diversification of a disproportionate quantity of time and resources of the respondent for its collection, to the detriment of the public interest.  The required information is also not available in the records of the respondent but would be required to be collected from various Departments which have their own PIOs.   For this reason, the complainant has not made a valid application for information under the RTI Act.


The complaint is accordingly rejected and this case is disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S.ri H.C.Arora, Advocate,
#  2299, Sector 44-C,

Chandigarh 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

The Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.





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

A copy of the complaint dated  3-11-2008 of the complainant, Sri H.C.Arora is sent to the PIO, Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala  for immediate consideration and rectification of the web site of the PPSC.


Action taken report should be presented to the Court by the PIO or his duly authorized representative at 10 AM on 12-12-2008.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sri A.S.Wadhawan,
415/9 Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur -146001


   
    ………………… Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Defence Services Welfare Deptt.

Chanigarh




         ………………Respondent
AC No. 521   of 2008 
ORDER

The complianant has made a complaint dated 2-9-2008 to the Commission stating that the appeal made by him to the first appellate authority of the office of the Principal Secretary,Government of Punjab, Defence Service Welfare Department, on 24-6-2008 has still not been decided.  Copies of the complaints dated 2-9-2008 and 6-8-2008 of the complainant along with a copy of his application for information dated 19-5-2008 is sent to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Defence Services Welfare Department, who may send his response to the Commission before the next date of hearing.  In case the first appeal  made by the complainant is still pending, the first appellate authority is directed to dispose of it within three weeks of the date of receipt of these orders.


Adjourned to  10  AM  on 19-12-2008  for confirmation of compliance.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sri A.S.Wadhawan,

415/9 Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur 




   
    …………………Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o The Director,

Sainik Welfare ,Punjab,

Chandigarh.





         ………………Respondent
AC No. 522  of 2008 
ORDER

Before the complaint dated 29-8-2008 of the complainant can be considered, he is required to send the following information to the Commission:-

1. The application for information dated 15-5-2008  enclosed with the complaint is not self contained.  Copies of the memos dated 25-3-2008 and 6-5-2008 referred to therein are also required to be sent to the Commission.

2. The deficiencies in the information provided by the respondent should be described in the following table:

	The Item of Information which was sought
	The information supplied by the respondent
	Description of the deficiency

	1
	2
	3



Further action will be taken on the receipt of the above information from the complainant.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  19, 2008




      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms.Shimla Garg,
w/o S. Sham Lal Garg,

H.No. 40, Central Town,

Vill. Daad,   P.O.Lalton Kalan,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022


   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

The Joint Secretary to Govt.,Punjab,

Secretariat Admn.,

Chandigarh





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 519 of 2008 
ORDER

The application for information dated 3-3-2008 of the complainant concerns the details of service record of a third party.  She is given an opportunity to make her submissions in this regard at 10 AM on 19-12 -2008.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


November  19, 2008




      Punjab
