STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh,

# 134-A, Gali No. 02,

Green Avenue,

Faridkot.







        ..Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






..Respondent

CC No. 860 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
 Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. V.K.Sharda, Superintendent, office of Director General of 
Police on behalf of the Respondent.  


The Complainant is a former Assistant Sub Inspector of Police who was convicted of an offence under Section 384 allegedly committed during the period he was in service in the year 2003. Complainant states that while he was in judicial custody, he had on 21.03.07 submitted a request for information from the DGP.  Receiving no response whatever, Complainant states that he has filed this Complaint under section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 
2.

Notice was issued to the Respondent.  Respondent states before us that he has no objection to supply the information demanded. He delivers a letter dated 16.07.2007 alongwith the documents demanded (except two items) to the Complainant in our presence.  The Respondent states that the two items on which information cannot be supplied are those where details have not been mentioned by the Complainant in his request.  Respondent assures that if these items are properly specified, he would deliver information even in respect of these. Complainant wishes to study the information delivered to him before he can confirm that it is according to his demand.
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3.

To come up for further proceedings on 03.09.07.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007








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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

# 134-A, Gali No. 02,

Green Avenue,

Faridkot.







..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector -9, Chandigarh.





..Respondent

CC No. 861 of 2007

ORDER
Present. Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant in person

Sh. V.K.Sharda, Superintendent & Sh. Bithal Hari, ASI of Police on             behalf of the Respondent.   

This is one of the five different cases demanding information filed by the Complainant Sh. Jaswant Singh, a former ASI of Police. Complainant was convicted of an offence under Section 384 allegedly committed during the period he was in service in the year 2003. He states that while he was in judicial custody, he had on 21.03.07, demanded certain information from the ADGP, (Crime Wing), Punjab Police Headquarters, Chandigarh. The information relates to certain memoranda issued by various officers of the Police Department relating to certain cases against the Complainant. Complainant states that his request for information was not entertained at all by the State Public Information officer in the office of ADGP. Complainant has placed on record a photocopy of the acknowledgement slip attached with his letter which shows that the addressee (SPIO office of ADGP, Crime Wing, Punjab) had refused to accept the said letter (the request for information).

2.

Respondent states that he has no objection to supply the information demanded. He is unable to comment on why the request for information was not accepted by his office.

3.

This being the first hearing, Respondent is directed to deliver the information in question to the Complainant within a period of 15 days. 
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4.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 03.09.07.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007










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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

# 134-A, Gali No. 02,

Green Avenue,

Faridkot.







..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Director General of Police,

Crime Wing,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





…..Respondent

CC No. 862 of 2007
ORDER
Present. 
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant in person


 
Sh. Ajay Kumar, Sub Inspector of Police on behalf of Respondent.  

This is one of the five different cases demanding information filed by the Complainant Sh. Jaswant Singh, a former ASI of Police. Complainant was convicted of an offence under Section 384 allegedly committed during his period in service in the year 2003. He states that during the time he was in judicial custody, he had on 21.03.07, demanded certain information from the ADGP, Crime Wing, Punjab.  The information relates to certain memoranda issued by various officers of the Police Department relating to the cases against the Complainant. Complainant states that his request for information was not entertained at all by the State Public Information officer in the office of ADGP.

2.

Respondent states before us that he is unable to comment on why and if the original request for information was refused acceptance in his office as claimed by the Complainant. He submits before us, however, that subsequently the same request for information did eventually reach his office on 23.04.2007. According to the Respondent, this request was duly examined in the office and whatever information was demanded by the Complainant was supplied to him in writing on 14.05.2007. According to the Respondent, the request for information has been duly served.  
3.

Complainant states before us that the information demanded by him has not been properly authenticated by way of certification. The Respondent 
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states that he has no objection to verifying and attesting the information supplied by him. This would have to be done at the appropriate level in his office. Complainant has handed over the unattested copies of the documents sent to him. Respondent would have these duly attested and delivered to the Complainant by post.  
4.

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




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007










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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

# 134-A, Gali No. 02,

Green Avenue,

Faridkot.







..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







..Respondent

CC No. 863 of 2007
ORDER
Present 
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. V.K.Sharda, Superintendent, Office of DGP is however present in a related case.


None on behalf of the Respondent PIO of Chief Secretary.



Complainant states that he received no response to request for information. He has, accordingly, preferred this Complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. In the absence of PIO from office of the Chief Secretary, we direct the PIO of DGPs office, Sh. V.K. Sharda who is present before us today to convey to the PIO Chief Secretary’s office, status of the instant proceedings.  

2.

According to the Complainant, he had submitted a complaint to the President of India demanding action by the Punjab government in the Police Department on his various representations. According to the Complainant, the representation/complaint to the President of India had been forwarded by the Hon’ble President’s office to the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab.

3.

Complainant submits that on 16.03.07, he had demanded information from the Chief Secretary’s office about the action taken by the Chief Secretary on his complaint.  Complainant states that when there was no response from the Chief Secretary’s office, he was constrained to file this complaint under section 18 of the RTI Act.

4.

This is the first hearing in the case.  PIO, office of the Chief Secretary is not present.  We direct the PIO of the DGP’s office to link this case with the other cases being handled in the DGP’s office and to advise PIO Chief 
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Secretary’s office to supply the information demanded directly to the Complainant within 15 days.  

5.

 To come up for confirmation of compliance on 03.09.07.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007










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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

# 134-A, Gali No. 02,

Green Avenue,

Faridkot.







..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





..Respondent

CC No. 859 of 2007
ORDER
Present 
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Complainant in person



Sh. V.K.Sharda, Superintendent & Sh. Bithal Hari, ASI of Police on  
behalf of the Respondent.

Vide application dated 16.03.2007 (forwarded by Superintendent Central Jail, Bathinda to the Respondent on 21.03.07), the Complainant demanded the information regarding certain police officers (3 officers of the Indian Police Service and 4 of the Punjab Police Service) who had dealt with his cases. The information demanded related to the joining, training and posting of the named police officers.   Respondent states that the information demanded has been duly delivered on 31.05.07.
2.

Complainant points out that the request for information was made on 21.03.07 whereas the information was delivered on 31.05.07 that is about two months after the request. Respondent explains that this matter required collection of information from many branches of the Police Department and the Home Department. He states that there was no deliberate or wilful delay in supplying the information.  
3.

We accept this reply of the Respondent in regard to delay in delivery of information. Normally the information in question should have been delivered within a period of 30 days. The delay in the instant case does not appear to be either wilful or deliberate.  We, therefore, see no reason for penalising the Respondent in this case.
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4.

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




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007








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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Harnek Singh (Chairman),

Global Institute of Dalit Studies,

# 127, Phase-2, Urban Estate,

Patiala.







..Complainant

Vs     
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.







..Respondent

CC No. 864 of 2007
ORDER

Present :
 Sh. Harnek Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of Respondent.

The Complainant had made a request to the Respondent on 06th January, 2007 demanding information as follows.
“(i)
How many members of the family of Shri Gurcharan Singh Negi superannuated employee of the University and now enjoying an extension and also Shri Rajinder Singh Joshan, Assistant Registrar are working in the University.
(ii) Have they been employed through the regular advertisement and also faced the other mandatory requirements viz. interviews, tests, medical test as laid down for the rightful selection or through the ‘back door’ entry?”   
2.

Receiving no response within stipulated period of 30 days, the Complainant approached the Commission with a complaint under Section 18. Complainant claims to represent an institution called Global Institute of Dalit Studies. He claims that he is seeking this information in the interest of the welfare of the Dalit community. Respondent states before us that on 30.05.07, he had replied to the Complainant conveying that the information in question could not be supplied in view of the provisions of Section 11. Thereafter, on 03.07.07, the Respondent had sent a more detailed reply to the Complainant. Respondent delivers a copy of his letter dated 03.07.07 to us alongwith the copies of the responses received from the two officials of the University mentioned in the demanded information.  In these two letters annexed to the response of the 
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Respondent, Sh. Rajinder Singh, Assistant Registrar and Sh. G.S. Negi , Nodal officer, office of Vice Chancellor have stated that the information in question should not be supplied. 
3.

Respondent argues before us today that under section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005, Respondent is required to give an opportunity to the third party to represent against disclosure of information concerning them. According to the Respondent, he had given an opportunity to both these officials of the University as third parties to make any representation they wished. Respondent states that he has accepted the plea of the third parties against non-disclosure of the information demanded.   
4.

Respondent further argues before us that he would like to claim exemption from disclosure of the information demanded under section 8(i)(j) of RTI Act. Both sides are directed to give their arguments in writing to the Commission.  
5.

Oral arguments heard.  Judgment reserved. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

S/o Sh. Darshan Kataria,

V.P.O., Mukandpur,

T&D, Nawanshehar.





          ..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Director General of Police,    
(Law and Order), Punjab.
Sector-9, Chandigarh.  




  
          ..Respondent

CC No. 838 of 2007
ORDER
Present: 
  Shri Charanjit Rai, Complainant in person. 


Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, DSP on behalf of the Respondent. 
                
  Perusal of the file in this case reveals that this demand for information had duly been considered in another complaint under Section 18 of RTI Act (CC 501 of 2007) by this Commission.  The State Information Commissioner, Shri P.K. Verma has only recently (that is on 5th July, 2007), decided that the information in question as obtained from the Respondent be sent to the Complainant by the office of the Commission.  The instant matter, therefore, is not maintainable being a misuse of the process of law.  

2.

Information in question having already been supplied in terms of the order passed in CC No. 501/2007, this matter is disposed of. 
3.

We, however, deem it necessary to observe that the Complainant should have himself disclosed before us that he had sought relief from the Commission in another matter which has already been disposed of by another bench of the Commission.  It was, thus, not appropriate for the Complainant to have brought up the same matter before the Commission again.  We strongly deprecate this practice of filing more than one complaint on the same subject matter by the persons aggrieved with the action of the PIOs.  We are of the view that filing of repeated complaints on the same cause of action and not disclosing to the bench, hearing the subsequent complaint, that an earlier complaint on the same cause of action has already been disposed of by another bench is a 
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serious misuse of the process of law which amounts to committing contempt of court.  The Information Commissions established under the RTI Act, 2005, are courts under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971.  And, therefore, we could have referred this matter to the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court for initiation of proceedings for contempt against the Complainant.  We, however, refrain from doing so in the instant case with the hope that the Complainant shall desist from indulging in such practices in future.  
4.

The case is, accordingly, disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

M/s Amritsar Industries,

G.T.Road, Batala,

Punjab. 







……....Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Advocate General,

Punjab, 
Chandigarh.







………..Respondent

CC No. 819 of 2007
ORDER
Present 
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. R.S.Riar, Additional Advocate General, Punjab on behalf of the Respondent.
The information in question relates to the career profile of            Sh. Hardev Singh Mattewal, Advocate General, Punjab. According to the Respondent, complete information as demanded by the Complainant has been delivered to him by post on 06th June 2007. Respondent states that the Complainant has acknowledged receipt of this information. He states that after receiving the above information, the Complainant demanded some further information from the Respondent. This additional information has also been delivered on 13th July, 2007. 
2.

Complainant has not refuted the claim of the Respondent that the information has been sent. He is also not present today despite having been given notice. It is presumed that he would be satisfied with the information given to him. 
3.

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




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

S.E., P.W.D., B&R (Retd),

# 1735, Phase-3B2,

Mohali.







……..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

P.W.D., B&R, 5th Floor, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





……....Respondent

CC No. 316 of 2006
ORDER
Present: 
Shri K.K. Vashist, Complainant in person.


Shri Rajiv Sood, APIO and Shri Harchand Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of Respondent. 


     
The representative of the Respondent states that he has recently been appointed as Assistant Public Information Officer on 16-7-2007.  He states that the information in question has been duly delivered to the Complainant on 25-05-2007.  The Complainant accepts that his demand for information has been met.  He, however, pleads that suitable action be taken against the Public Authority and the Public Information Officer by way of imposition of penalty and award of compensation for delay caused in the delivery of information,

H
2.

The Complainant states that he had to travel to Patiala on three occasions, as per the directions of the Commission. He visited office of the Respondent in Patiala 4/5 times and also appeared before the Commission for pursuing this case on seven occasions between 24-10-2006 to 18-7-2007.  
3.

In regard to the plea of the Complainant for penalty and compensation, the decision is reserved.   
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4.

The Respondent will submit a statement showing the name of PIO who was in position during the period this case has been under our consideration that is from 31-07-2006 to the present date.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Shashi Sharma,

S/o Sh. Sham Parkash Sharma,

# 770, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.






……………..Complainant.






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




 ……………....Respondent

CC No. 128 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Varinder Kumar, DIG Police (Intelligence) on behalf of the 
Respondent.


 On the last date of hearing, this case was adjourned, since no responsible representative of the PIO was present.  Today, a senior officer of the Department of the rank of DIG is present.   He claims exemption from supply of the information in question on the ground that the Department of Intelligence has under Section 24(4) been exempted by the Government of Punjab from the application of Right to Information Act, 2005.   The Complainant is not here to refute this statement and we accept this stand of the Respondent.

2.

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




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007








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







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Baljeet Singh,

Vill. Bhatt Majra,

P.O. Sehdpura,

Teh. Sirhind,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




……………..Complainant.






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Vigilance Deptt., Punjab,  
Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh.



 ……………....Respondent

CC No. 130  & 131 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Parveen Kumar, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


   
On the last date of hearing that is 6.6.2007, we had observed that the information in question had not been supplied.  According to the Respondent, the relevant file was missing.  We had, therefore, directed as under:-  
   “We would like that the PIO of the Vigilance Department should submit an affidavit before the Commission stating all the relevant facts mentioning specifically the steps which were taken to trace the file.  And, if indeed, it was a case of a genuine loss of documents, whether any first information report has been filed with the Police and also whether any in-house enquiry into the disappearance of these documents has been conducted.”   
2.

Subsequently (on 04.07.2007), Shri Pirthi Chand, Additional Secretary, Deptt. of Vigilance and PIO has submitted an affidavit stating that despite best efforts, the missing file has still not been traced.  The Respondent further submits in his affidavit that the Vigilance Department has recommended to the Secretary, Administration to take disciplinary action against Shri Khushal Singh Thakur, the then Sr. Assistant, who has been found responsible for loss/misplacement of the said file.


3.

The Respondent further adds that he has been informed that the dispute between the Complainant and one Dharminder Singh has been amicably  
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settled with the efforts of the village Panchayat.  Consequently, certain cases filed against the Complainant (Shri Baljeet Singh) by the said Dharminder Singh have also been withdrawn.


4.

It seems that the Right to Information Act, 2005, was being used as an instrument for carrying out some personal vendetta between the Complainant and his adversary.  We do not go into the merits of the dispute.  The Complainant is in any case not pursuing the matter.

5.              The case is, accordingly, disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Krishna Joshi,

Kothi No. 55, Phase-2,

Mohali.





……..………......Complainant






Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator,

Greater  Mohali Area Dev. Authority,

PUDA Building,

Mohali.





………………….Respondent

CC No. 774  of  2006

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. K.K. Joshi husband of Smt. Krishna Joshi, Complainant.




Shri Gurbax Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 
1.

On the last date of hearing that is 6-6-2007, we had directed as under:-

“ The Right to information Act, 2005, does require the Public authority to create  information in responding to any requests. All that is required is that the Public Authority having custody of any official record should deliver whatever portion of the record is demanded.  We do not, therefore, deem it necessary for a rebuttal or comment by the PIO concerned to the allegations made by the complainant. What is required is a copy of the record which indicates the basis on which loan might have been sanctioned in respect of the plot in question in the year 1974.  In case, such material is not available on record, the PIO should submit an affidavit to this effect. In case the relevant record is available, the PIO shall supply a copy of the same to the Complainant”.
2.             Pursuant to the above order, the APIO has submitted an affidavit before us to the following effect:-

“ a)
that Smt. Krishna Joshi W/o Sh. K.K.Joshi allottee of plot no. 55 phase-2, Mohali was given a loan of Rs. 45,000/- for construction of house on Plot No. 55, Phase-2, Mohali in the year  1974 by the Director, Urban Estate, Punjab, Chandigarh now GMADA through her General Power of Attorney holder Sh. Basant Lal, who was the father of Sh. K.K.Joshi.  
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b)
As per office record General Power of Attorney given by Smt. Krishna wife of Sh.K.K.Joshi to Sh. Basant Lal is not available in the office record.”  
3.            The Respondent, however, states before us that an unsigned copy of the General Power of Attorney which purports to have been executed by Smt. Krishna Joshi in favour of Shri Basant Lal is available in the record.  
4.

The information in question having been duly supplied, this matter is disposed of.
5.

The Complainant wishes to obtain a copy of the inquiry report conducted by the Deputy Commissioner during the time this matter was under consideration of the Commission.  This is a fresh demand for information.  The Respondent is prepared to deliver this information if it is sought as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007










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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






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

S/o Sh. Daulat Ram,

# 1997, Type-2, D.M.Colony,

Patiala. 



     -------------------------------- Complainant
 Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Director,

Administration, Punjab,

Vigilance Bureau,

SCO 60-61, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh. 






   
---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 383 of 2007

ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Des Raj, Deputy Supdt. of Police on behalf of the Respondent.  


On the last date of hearing, certain information that was deficient as per the original demand, was directed to be given to the Complainant.  The Respondent states before us that his information has been delivered, and the order of the Commission of 13.6.2007 has been duly complied with.  
2.

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

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

S/o Sh. Malkiat Singh,

B-Class, 6-Hall,

Central Jail,

Ludhiana.


 

     -------------------------------- Complainant
 Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana. 






   
---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 180 & 287 of 2007

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


On the last date of hearing that is 13-6-2007, we had directed that the information demanded by the Complainant (lodged in the Central Jail, Ludhiana) namely the registration certificate of a scooter No. PB-56 AK-3316 should be delivered to him by the Respondent.  The Respondent has submitted to us in writing in his letter of 2-7-2007 that the information in question has been delivered to the Complainant.  

2.

Since the Complainant is lodged in Central Jail, Ludhiana, we direct the Deputy Registrar of the Commission to seek confirmation from the Complainant whether information desired by him has been delivered to him.   
3.

It is brought to our notice by the Registry that another identical case no. 190 of 2007 has been filed by this very Complainant before another Bench of the Commission and this has been fixed for hearing on 22.08.2007 before the Bench presided over by Smt. Rupan Deol Bajaj, SIC.  In view of the fact that this matter has been adjudicated by us, therefore, CC No. 190 of 2007 should also be transferred to the present Bench.
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4.

Adjourned to 3-9-2007.  The file of case CC No. 190 of 2007 be also placed before us by the Registry on that date that is 03.09.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Faquir Chand Sharma,

Superintendent,

F-153, Rajpura Colony,

Patiala.
















……..……......Appellant






Vs.

Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division No.1,

PWD, (B&R),Patiala.















…………….….Respondent

AC No. 67 of 2006
ORDER

Present:    Shri Ashwani Kumar on behalf of the Appellant
Sh. Dharam Dutt, Additional Secretary Personnel, Sh. Dharminder Pal, Joint Secretary Personnel and Sh. Paramjeet Goyal, Executive Engineer, Provincial Division, PWD (B&R) and others on behalf of the Respondent.


Arguments heard.  The Respondent submits that he wishes to file written arguments also and seeks a month’s time for the purpose.  Permission sought by the Respondent is granted.  



Judgment reserved.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 18.07.2007









(R.K.Gupta)



        





     State Information Commissioner

(Surinder Singh )
         

                                                 State Information Commissioner
