STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

46-1-C, Prem Nagar,

Patiala.







..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary to Govt., 

(School Education) Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.




…..Respondent

CC No. 1328 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Shri Krishan Ram, Complainant in person.



Smt. Tarinder Kaur, Suptd.-cum-APIO office of DPI Pb. on behalf of 

the Respondent. 



It transpires that the Complainant is seeking benefits of seniority, promotion etc. in the cadre of head masters and principals in the School Education Department.  Complainant is locked in litigation with the Department and a writ petition filed by the Complainant is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court.  

2.

Information in respect of 16 items relating to the service matters have been demanded.  During the course of hearing we have clarified to both sides that under RTI Act, 2005, information as existing on the record of the Public Authority concerned and defined in Section 2 (f) only is to be given.  Some of the 16 items on which information is demanded do fall within this definition.  A number of these items, however, require the Respondent to give opinion or interpretation of Rules, Regulations or Judgments etc.  The Respondent is not required to give any comments in respect of the items where opinion or interpretation is sought.  In respect of the factual items on record, which constitute information as per Section 2(f), the Respondent is to supply the information as demanded.  Respondent assures that the information in question would be delivered to the Complainant within the next three weeks. 

3.

We, therefore, direct that the items constituting information, in terms of the clarification given above, should be supplied to the Complainant within a period of three weeks.
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4.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 05.11.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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 Tejinder Singh,

Post Box No. 361,

Head Post Office,

Ludhiana.







..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Director,

Deptt. of Public Relations

Punjab, Sector 34, Chd.





…..Respondent

CC No. 1335 of 2007

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



Sh. Hem Raj Kalia, Joint Director-cum-PIO on behalf of the 



Respondent.



Respondent states that the information in question has been delivered to the Complainant.  Complainant has intimated us in writing that he is satisfied with the information delivered to him and that he does not wish to pursue this complaint any further.  

2.

This matter is, accordingly, disposed of.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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 Tarsem Lal Garg,

Executive Engineer (civil),

Pb. State Agricultural Marketing Board,

Bathinda.







..Complainant


Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Agricultural Marketing Board,

Govt. of Punjab,

SCO 149-52, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC No. 1345 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Sh. Alok Jain, Advocate on behalf of Sh. Puneet Gupta Advocate 


for the Complainant.



Sh. Chander Shekher Kalia, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



The proxy counsel prays for an adjournment on the ground of illness of the counsel for the Complainant. 

2.

Respondent states before us that the entire information demanded has been duly delivered to the Complainant on 15.12.2006 and 20.02.2007.  The information in question relates to the service matter namely fixation of seniority and promotion of the Complainant as SDO and as XEN.  Complainant avers that after determining seniority, the seniority list was arbitrarily changed by the office of the Board to the detriment of the Complainant.  Complainant inter alia wishes to have information in regard to the Rules, Regulations and Instructions under which the seniority list was revised.

3.

According to the Respondent, entire information has been duly sent to the Complainant on two occasions.  Complainant claims that there are still some deficiencies in the information supplied.  Since the advocate present before us Sh. Alok Jain is appearing for the first time, he is not familiar with the details of the case.  He, therefore, requests for an adjournment.

4.

We find that the Complainant has raised some vague objections about the information supplied to him.  In case, there are any actual deficiencies, the Complainant should himself have appeared in person or have pointed out in writing what these deficiencies are.  
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5.

On his part, the Respondent claims that the information in question has been duly delivered.  He is prepared to give any other information also that the Complainant demands.  In the absence of a clear identification of the deficiencies in information, we would normally have disposed of and closed the case.  On the instance of the proxy counsel, representing the counsel of the Complainant, we give an opportunity to the Complainant to inspect the record in the office of the Respondent.  Respondent will allow the Complainant to see the record, identify any items of information that he desires and deliver the same to him on payment of the prescribed fee.

6.

Complainant may visit the office of the Respondent on any day in the week commencing 22nd October, 2007.

7.

To come up for further proceeding on 12.12.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.    
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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 Awtar Singh Wadhawan,

# 415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur.





..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Minister,

Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.

          &

Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary, 

Information Technology,

Pb., Chandigarh.






…..Respondent

CC No. 1346 of 2007

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



Smt. Gurjeet Kaur, Sr. Assistant office of the Chief Minister, Pb on 


behalf of the Respondent.



Respondent informs us that the original demand for information dated 17.04.2007 pertains to the summoning of women in police stations in connection with enquiries and investigations relating to their own cases or cases involving complaints against women.  According to the Respondent, the Departments/Public Authorities concerned with the items of information are the Departments of Home and Department of Information Technology.  Respondent states that as soon as the original demand for information was received, the Respondent forwarded the request for information under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 to the authorities directly concerned, that is the Department of Home and Department of I.T. The relevant portion of the original demand for information is as under :- 

“(a)
Your kind attention is invited to Dainik Bhaskar, Punjab dtd. 17.04.2007 page I column 8, kindly supply the copy of orders issued to the POLICE Department-Punjab by the Chief Minister Punjab for guidance, for reference at the time of need.

(b)
Kindly supply the copy of State Public Information Officer nominated in each department including Municipal Committees and Corporation in Punjab.  Name and their full addresses be supplied. 

(c)
Kindly intimate the name and addresses of the Appellate Authorities to whom first appeal can be sent against the State Public Information Officers
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.

(d)
Also supply the literature regarding Right to Information Act, 2005, in English or Punjabi.”

2.

We find that item no. 2, 3 and 4 relates to compliance by various Public Authorities in the State with the mandate of Sections 4 and 5 of the Act.  These Sections require the Public Authorities to provide full information about their working and also require the authorities to intimate the Public about the names and designations of the PIOs and Appellate Authorities.  The Respondent admits that complete information in respect of these two items has not yet been brought on the website of the State Government.  There are a number of Departments/Public Authorities who have not published this information for the facility of the Public. Right to Information Act, 2005, is a mandate to facilitate the flow of information to the public.  We direct, therefore, that the progress regarding the updating of the information on the website of the Punjab Government should be intimated to the Commission within a period of two months.

3.

If the references for information have been sent to the respective Departments, then those Departments are responsible for supply of information to the Complainant directly. In the instant case, the PIO of the CM’s office should ensure that the Departments concerned that is the Department of Home and Department of Information Technology, to whom the request has been forwarded under Section 6(3), should supply the information expeditiously and also appear before the Commission when the instant case is fixed for hearing.  Respondent would ensure that the PIOs or their representatives of these Departments are present before us on the next date of hearing.  

4.

To come up on 31.12.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  


  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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 Sharwan Sehgal,

# 49/69, Harpal Nagar,

Ludhiana.






……Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






…..Respondent

CC No. 1349 of 2007

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



Smt. Surinder Kaur, SI on behalf of the Respondent.



It is brought to our notice thorough a written communication from the Complainant dated 08.10.2007 that he has received all the documents demanded by him. 

2.

This matter is, accordingly, disposed of.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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 Vishnu Dev,

# 2159/4-O/2 Gali No. 4,

Gali No. 4, Basant Nagar,

Shivpuri, Ludhiana.






..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..Respondent

CC No. 1357 of 2007

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



Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj on behalf of the Respondent.



Respondent states that the District Revenue Officer as Assistant Public Information Officer, Ludhiana has supplied the entire information demanded by the Complainant on 26.06.2007.  The information in question inter alia relates to the acceptance/registration/issuance of the power of attorneys in the District of Ludhiana. 

2.

From the fact that the Complainant has not put in appearance to rebut the stand of the Respondent that the information has been supplied, we conclude that he is satisfied with the material delivered to him.  

3.

This matter is disposed of and closed. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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 Prem Kumar, Jr. Assistant,

Govt. High School, Sanawa, 

Teh. & Distt. Nawanshahr.





..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Director,

Department of Vigilance Pb.

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC No. 1370 of 2007

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



Sh. Parminder Kumar, Constable on behalf of the Respondent.



We are of the view that appearance by the Respondent should be made through a sufficiently senior and knowledgeable official.  We deprecate the act of the PIO in deputing a constable to represent him before the Commission.  A constable cannot be expected to render any meaningful assistance to us in the disposal of the matter.  

2.

We, therefore, direct the PIO to ensure that an official not lower than the APIO should represent him before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  

3.

To come up on 14.11.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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.
Er. J.S.Sidhu,

# 1169, Sector 59,

Phase-5, Mohali. 






..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police,

Pb. Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





…..Respondent

CC No. 1380 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Dr, J.S.Sidhu, Complainant in person.



Sh. Jaspal Singh, ASI office of SSP Mohali on behalf of the 



Respondent.



Respondent states before us that he is appearing on behalf of the SSP, Mohali to whom the demand for information made to the DGP’s office had been forwarded.  The information demanded relates to action taken by the police in a complaint made by the Complainant regarding cheating against one Sh. Harinder Pal Singh.  The offence alleged to have been committed relates to dishonour of a cheque issued by Sh. Harinder Pal Singh. The Respondent states that he is prepared to give information to the Complainant regarding action taken by the police so far.  He has delivered the information in question to the Complainant in our presence.  Since the information was not delivered within the statutorily prescribed time, we direct that no fees shall be charged by the Respondent for the supplying the information. 

2.

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

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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 Ram Kumar Bansal,

S/o Sh. Chanan Ram,

R/o Andarla Dera Tappa Mandi,

Tehsil Tappa, District Barnala.




..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Additional General of Police (IVC),

Pb. Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





…..Respondent

CC No. 1393 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Shri Ram Kumar Bansal, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ranjeet Singh, Inspector of Police on behalf of the Respondent.



Complainant had filed a complaint with the police demanding that action should be taken against a person accused of illegally occupying land in Tehsil Tappa, District Barnala.  Complainant had demanded to know what action has been taken by the police on his complaint.

2.

Complainant informs us that the case has been marked by the office of Director General of Police, Pb. to the SSP, Barnala.  He states that some information in regard to the progress of the investigation and prosecution has been delivered to the Complainant.  

3.

According to the Right to Information Act, 2005, the authority to whom request for information has been made is to take a decision on supply of information at its own level.  In the event of the information demanded being in possession of some other Public Authority, then under Section 6(3) the Public Authority to whom the request is made, is required to transfer the same to the other authority to whom it relates. 

4.

In the instant case, the office of the Additional Director General of Police, Pb. seems to have forwarded the application for information to the SSP, Barnala.  

5.

We direct that the Additional Director General of Police should ensure that the SSP, Barnala shall deliver the information to the Complainant on a specified date.  
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6.

We direct that the SSP, Barnala should give a personal hearing to the Complainant on Monday, 22nd October, 2007 at 1100 hours.  On that date, he should satisfy the Complainant about the information demanded by him.  The Respondent in the instant case that is the PIO office of the Director General of Police should communicate with the SSP, Barnala to ensure that the Complainant is duly received and satisfied as per our directions above.  

7.

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

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007








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.S. Kathuria,

Assistant General Manager,(Retd.),

Punjab & Sind Bank,

201, Green Avenue, 

Amritsar and another.




……………...Complainant.

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District & Sessions Judge,

Amritsar.






……………....Respondent.

CC No. 751 of 2006

ORDER

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



This case had been heard by us on 03.09.2007.  On that day, the representative of the Respondent PIO office of the District & Sessions Judge, Amritsar had assured that the information in question would be supplied to the Complainant if the fee prescribed by the Rules is deposited. 

2.

The Complainant has not appeared before us today.  We, therefore, presume that he has obtained the information demanded by him.  

3.

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

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007








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. Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Late Lashkar Singh, 

Adampur Road, Bhogpur, 

District Jalandhar.



---------------------------------Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.



------------------------------- Respondent.






CC No.1416 of 2007



      

  Order
Present:
Sh. Jagat Singh on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Surjeet Singh, Revenue Accountant on behalf of Respondent.



On 17.09.2007, the last date of hearing, we had observed that certain information demanded by the Complainant remained to be supplied.  We had, therefore, directed that whatever deficiencies in the information supplied existed should be made good.  Complainant states before us today that there are certain items of information which have still not been supplied.  He places on record a list of these missing items.  

2.

Respondent assures that information on these items will be delivered to the Complainant as expeditiously as possible.  For facility, we direct that the Respondent should entertain the Complainant in his office on 17th October, 2007 at 1100 hours.  Respondent will allow the Complainant access to any record he wishes to inspect.  The information on the remaining items shall be delivered to him on the spot.  

3.

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




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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.

Er. Ashwani Chaudhary,

Corporation House No. 04,

Green Model Town,

Jalandhar.




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






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.




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






CC No.1480 of 2007



      

  Order

Present:
Er. Ashwani Chaudhary Complainant in person.

Sh. Harinder Singh, SHO & Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Constable women wing on behalf of the Respondent. 



On 17.09.2007, the last date of hearing, we had directed that the complete information as listed in the complaint should be duly delivered to the Complainant within a period of two weeks.  During the hearing, the Respondent had assured that this information would be delivered.   
2.

On the last date of hearing, we had seen the documents relating to the original dispute in question which related to a dowry matter.  Respondent police officer had informed us on that date that the wife (Mrs. Roshi Bains) had not herself made any complaint.  The Respondent had stated that the complaint had been signed by Mrs. Manjit Bains mother of the Mrs. Roshi Bains.  Complainant herein had desired confirmation by the police that no complaint had been made and signed by the wife (Mrs. Roshi Bains) of Sh. Arvind Chaudhary.  

3.

Complainant alleges before us today that instead of complying with the directions of the Commission viz. that the police should confirm in writing that no complaint by the police had been received from Mrs. Roshi Bains, the police has now delivered to him a copy of a document purporting to be a complaint signed by Mrs. Roshi Bains herself.  Complainant alleges that this is a false document that has been interpolated by the police with a view to make a case against the husband Sh. Arvind Chaudhary and the members of his family.
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4.

The allegations of the Complainant regarding interpolation of record and preparation of fake documents being brought on record are indeed very serious especially when this alleged illegality has occurred during the pendency of the case before the Commission.  The grievance of the Complainant in a nutshell is that after the representative of the Respondent had stated before the Commission that there was no complaint directly by the wife, they have now produced an ante dated letter purporting to have been written by the wife.  A copy of this document has been placed on our record. 

5.

The allegations made by the Complainant are extremely serious.  They cast aspersions on the very integrity of the police officer/s concerned.  Since the alleged occurrence has been during the pendency of the adjudication before the Commission, we consider it appropriate that the matter be properly investigated at a sufficiently high level.  We direct, therefore, that the Director General of Police, Punjab shall cause an enquiry to be conducted into the allegations of sudden surfacing of the written complaint by the wife and the allegations of forgery made by the Complainant.  This enquiry be conducted immediately and a report be submitted to the Commission before the next date of hearing.  We shall take a final view in the matter after perusing the report of enquiry as per our directions hereinabove.  

6.

To come up on 05.11.2007.  A copy of this order be sent to both the parties and Sh. N.P.S.Aulakh, Director General of Police, Pb.

 (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 08.10.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






 State Information Commissioner
