STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Jaspal Singh,

# 13, Rana Mill,

Opp. Sandhu Avenue,

Chheharta, Amritsar.


---------------------------------Appellant.






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.




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






AC No.188 of 2007



      

  Order
Present:
Dr. Jaspal Singh Appellant in person.


Shri Lakhbir Singh, Assistant Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar and Shri Harbhajan Singh, Legal Adviser, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar, on behalf of PIO, Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar



On 13.08.2007, the last date of hearing, we had observed that certain items of information supplied by the Respondent to the Appellant were deficient.  We had directed that the deficiencies be removed.  The details in respect of educational and other qualifications of Deputy Registrars serving in Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar, were to be supplied to the Appellant.  

2.

The Appellant states before us today that the information demanded by him in respect of Deputy Registrars has been duly delivered to him and his request for information has been met.  

3.

In these circumstances, the matter is disposed of and closed. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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







State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Jaspal Singh,

# 13, Rana Mill,

Opp. Sandhu Avenue,

Chheharta, 

Amritsar.




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






Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.




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






CC No.1014 of 2007



      

  Order
Present:
Dr. Jaspal Singh Complainant in person.


Shri Lakhbir Singh, Assistant Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar and Shri Harbhajan Singh, Legal Adviser, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar, on behalf of PIO, Registrar, Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar



On 13.08.2007, the last date of hearing, we had observed that Complainant had demanded the information in respect of 140 colleges affiliated to Guru Nanak Dev University, Amritsar, whereas the information had been supplied in respect of 76 colleges only.  The Respondent had been directed to supply the information in respect of the remaining 64 colleges also.  The Complainant states before us today that the information regarding the remaining 64 colleges has also been delivered to him.  

2.

In these circumstances, the information having been delivered, the matter is disposed of and closed. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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







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. Tarsem Lal on behalf of Complainant.


Shri R.K. Saini, AEE, PSEB, Bhogpur, on behalf of Respondent.



The Complainant states before us today that out of the information demanded by him only some portion has been supplied. Complainant demands that the remaining information should also be supplied to him.  The Respondent before us assures that he has no objection to deliver the remaining information.  According to the Respondent, this information is required to be culled out from various registers and files.  

2.

We direct that the remaining items of information should be delivered to be Complainant within a period of 15 days that is by 30/09/2007 under intimation to the Commission.  

3.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 08/10/2007 in Chandigarh at 1000 hours. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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







State Information Commissioner 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Om Parkash Bhatia,

# 159, Guru Teg Bahadur,

Nagar, Jalandhar.



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

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.




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






CC No.1381 of 2007



      

  Order

Present:
Sh. Rajinder Bhatia on behalf of Complainant.

Sh. Mukesh Chander, Corporation Engineer, on behalf of the Respondent.  



On 15.05.2007, the Complainant demanded information under Right to Information Act, 2005, from the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar in regard to certain dilapidated double storeyed buildings situated near Bus Stand, Adda Hoshiarpur, Jalandhar.  Receiving no response from the Respondent, the Complainant brought the matter before the Commission.  The Complainant states that after he filled the complaint under section 18 of the Act, the Respondent has delivered certain information on 5th September, 2007.  Complainant avers that the information supplied by the Respondent is incomplete and deficient.  A copy of the list mentioning the deficiencies in the information supplied as brought out by the Complainant is delivered to the Respondent in our presence today. 

2.

The Respondent assures that complete information would be delivered after the Complainant identifies the deficiencies clearly. 

3.

A period of three weeks time is given to the Respondent to make good the deficiencies.  

4.

This will come up for confirmation of compliance on 05/11/2007 in Chandigarh at 1000 hrs. Before that date, PIO Office of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar will also submit an affidavit showing cause why he should not be 
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penalized for delaying the delivery of information. This affidavit should also state why the Complainant should not be compensated for the detriment suffered by him on account of the delay in the supply of information.  









-Sd-
Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007 






-Sd-






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







State Information Commissioner

Note:-

Subsequent to the dictation of the above order, Shri Vinod Bhatia son of Sh. Dev Raj Bhatia resident of H.No. ND-392, Adda Hoshiarpur Road, Opposite Arya Samaj Mandir, Near Atta Chakki, Jalandhar City, who is a brother-in-law of Shri Om Parkash Bhatia, the Complainant in this case, appeared before us today.  He submits that the matter raised under RTI Act, 2005, results from a family dispute.  According to Shri Vinod Bhatia, the Complainant is harassing him and other relatives with the aim of securing possession of certain properties that have been inherited by a will.  

2.

The Commission does not concern itself with any family feuds allegedly linked to demands for information.  Since the matter has been raised before us, we direct Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar to give a personal hearing to all the parties for their satisfaction including Shri Vinod Kumar Bhatia, who appeared before us.  The Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar may give a personal hearing on 01/10/2007 at 1000 hrs.  Meanwhile, the PIO to report compliance of the first part of our order on 05.11.2007.   

-Sd-
Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007

 -Sd-






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







State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manmohan Singh Randhawa,

C/o Virender Paul Singh Sandhu,

Chamber No. 343, New Courts,

District Bar Association,

Jalandhar.




---------------------------------Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.




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






AC No.249 of 2007



      

  Order

Present:
Shri V.I.P. Sandhu on behalf of Manmohan Singh Randhawa Appellant.


Shri Brijesh Bakshi, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.   



The Respondent brings to our notice that the first appeal against denial of information by the PIO to the Appellant in this case is pending before Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Jalandhar, who is the First Appellate Authority as notified by the Government under the Right to Information Act.  According to the Respondent, it is pre-mature for the Appellant to approach the Commission, since the First Appellate Authority has not yet decided the first appeal.  Against this, the Appellant submits that his appeal was filed as far back as on 25th June, 2007 and, therefore, the failure on part of the First Appellate Authority to hear and decide the appeal for more than two and a half months tantamounts to a deemed dismissal of the Appeal.  According to the Appellant, second appeal before the Commission is, thus, maintainable despite the First Appellate Authority not having heard/decided the first appeal.

2.

We observe that there has undoubtedly been inordinate delay/inaction on the part of the First Appellate Authority in taking up the appeal for hearing and deciding it.  We, however, do not see any sufficient reason for treating the First Appeal as having been deemingly decided.  We are of the view, that First Appellate Authority should be directed to hear and decide the first appeal in accordance with law.
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3.

In view of the foregoing, we direct the Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Jalandhar to hear and decide and first appeal on merits expeditiously preferably within a period of one month.  With the aforementioned direction, the instant case is disposed of.

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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






State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dharampaul,
Village- Chahal Khurd,

P.O. Kamam,

Teh & District Nawashaher.







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

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Commandant,

7th Batalian, PAP Lines,

Jalandhar Cantt.



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






CC No.1362 of 2007



      

  Order
Present:
Sh. Dharampaul Complainant in person

Sh. Garib Dass , Deputy Superintendent of Police, on behalf of the Respondent. 



The facts of this case are that the Complainant Sh. Dharampaul was enlisted as Assistant Sub Inspector in Punjab Armed Police. Enquiries were conducted into certain allegations against the Complainant.  It has been brought to our notice that on the basis of these enquiries, the Complainant                    Sh. Dharampaul was reverted to the post of Head Constable.

2.

The Complainant sought information in regard to enquiries conducted against him.  The Respondent vide letter dated 27.8.2007 specifically denied the supply of information in question on the following grounds:-



“The information being sought by HC Dharam Pal sahib NO. 7/1122 can not be supplied to him, as it pertains to the Armed Bns. which has been brought out of the purview of the Right To Information Act, 2005 vide State Government’s notification No. 2/27/5-IAR/05/191 dated 23.02.2006 .The applicant may please be informed accordingly.” 

3.

The Respondent states before us today that vide Notification dated 23.02.2006 the State Government has exempted the PAP Battalions from the purview of Right to Information Act, 2005, under Section 24 thereof.  

4.

Against this, the complainant makes the following submissions:-

(i) That the information in question does not relate to deployment or operations of PAP and, therefore, the Notification in question does not take away the right of the Complainant under the RTI Act, 2005.
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(ii) That the information relates to his own personal record relating to departmental enquiries against him. He submits that the proviso to Section 24(4) of the RTI Act, 2005, reads as under :-

“Provided that the information pertaining to the allegations of corruption and human rights violations shall not be excluded under this sub-section”.  

(iii) That under the Punishment and Appeal Rules, the information relating to enquiries conducted against a Government employee has to be delivered to him.  

(iv) The Complainant clarifies further that the charges against him do not relate to corruption but pertain to mal-administration and inefficiency in working.  He also clarifies before us that his own cases in respect of Departmental enquiries are still pending before the higher authorities.  The Right to Information Act should assist the complainant in obtaining the information. 

5.

Arguments heard, judgment reserved. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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







State Information Commissioner 



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwinder Singh,

# 49, Street No. 04, 

Sunder Nagar, Near Shivala Bagh-

Bhian, Amritsar.



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

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal

Govt. Medical College,

Amritsar. 




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






CC No.1397 of  2007



      

  Order
Present:
Sh. Kulwinder Singh Complainant in person.

Dr. Karnail Singh Professor and Head, Department of Paediatrics on behalf of the Respondent.   



The information in question relates to the promotion of one Dr. Karan Kumar Sharma from Senior Lecturer to Assistant Professor and from Assistant Professor to Professor in the Government Medical College, Amritsar. According to the Complainant, the complete information demanded in relation to the promotion has not been supplied.  The Respondent states that some part of the information is to be obtained from the Head Office, that is office of Director, Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The Respondent is prepared to obtain the information from the Head Office and deliver the same to the Complainant.  

2.

In these circumstances, we direct that Respondent should deliver the complete information in response to request made by the Complainant within a period of two weeks, that is by 1st October, 2007.  

3.

This will come up for confirmation of compliance at 10.00 hours on 05/11/2007 in Chandigarh. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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

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. Raj Jit Singh, Deputy Supdt. of Police, on behalf of the Respondent. 



The background of the case is that divorce proceedings are pending in a foreign country (Canada) between one Arvind Kumar Chaudhary and his wife Roshi Bains.  Sh. Arvind Kumar is brother of Ashwani Chaudhary, Complainant in this case.  According to the Complainant, both parties to the divorce proceedings reside in Canada and that the mother of Mrs. Roshi Bains has filed a case under the Anti Dowry Act with the police in Police Station Kartarpur, District Jalandhar.  The persons accused in this case are the parents of her husband (the brother of the Complainant Ashwani Chaudhary),              Sh. Ashwani Chaudhary, himself as well as his sister.  Criminal proceedings under the law are pending before different courts.  The Complainant had sought 4 items of information.  He states that information on some of these items has been duly delivered to him.  One important item of information that has not been delivered to him is a copy of complaint filed by Mrs. Roshi Bains alleging commission of offence under Anti Dowry Act.  

2.

The Respondent states before us today that the original complaint received by the police was signed by Mrs. Manjit Bains mother of Mrs. Roshi Bains, purporting to be the Complainant on behalf of Mrs. Roshi Bains. The Complainant demands that the police should specifically clarify that the person who has actually signed the complaint is not Mrs. Roshi Bains herself but her mother.  
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3.

The Respondent assures before us that above information, which is included in the items listed by the Complainant would be duly supplied to him within two weeks.  

4.

We direct that this remaining information should be delivered to the complainant before 1st October, 2007.

5.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 08/10/2007 in Chandigarh at 1000 hrs. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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







State Information Commissioner




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Harmanpreet Singh

s/o Sh.Parlok Singh

R/o Village Bhodiwal,

Distt. Moga.




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

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.





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






CC No.1379 of 2007



      

  Order
Present:
Sh. Harmanpreet Singh Complainant in person.

Sh. Jagjit Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police, on behalf of the Respondent.  



On 30.08.2007, the last date of hearing, we had directed the PIO, Shri Davinder Singh Garcha, Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga that he should hear the Complainant personally and deliver the complete authentic information demanded by him in his request under RTI Act, 2005, regarding action by the police in a certain case of cheating etc. that had been filed by the Complainant.  The Complainant states before us today that on 10th September, 2007 he was heard by SP (HQ), Moga as the SSP, Moga had been called away to Chandigarh by the DGP for some official work.  

2.

It is important that the Complainant is given full satisfaction by the SSP, Moga in terms of our order dated 30th August, 2007. The main plea of the Complainant is that the persons who have cheated his brother have not been brought to book and that information on the steps taken by the police has not been delivered to him.  

3.

The Deputy Superintendent of police, Moga, Shri Jagjit Singh, who is present before us assures that the police would diligently pursue the criminal case under the law. 

4.

As per our order of 30.08.2007, the Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga is again directed to give a personal hearing to the Complainant. 
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 This can be on any day in the week commencing 24th September 2007.  The Respondent would submit a compliance report to the Commission.  

5.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 05/11/2007 in Chandigarh at 1000 hrs. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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







State Information Commissioner 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

S/o Late Sh. Jai Ram,

Ward No. 06, Ravi Dass Nagar,

Bhogpur, District-Jalandhar.

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

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o XEN Pb. State Electricity Board,

Bhogpur,

District Jalandhar.



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






CC No.579 of 2007



      

  Order

Present:
Sh. Tarsem Lal Complainant in person.


Sh. R.K. Saini, Assistant Executive Engineer, Sub Division-1, PSEB, Bhogpur and Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Assistant Executive Engineer, Sub Division-2, PSEB, Bhogpur.



This case had been last heard by a bench (Shri Surinder Singh, SIC and Shri P.K. Grover, SIC) of the State Information Commission on 31.07.2007.  On that day the bench had ordered that SDOs (Assistant Executive Engineer) Shri R.K. Saini and Shri Gurdeep Singh should be present on the next date of hearing for providing the necessary clarifications.  For facility of both sides, this case had been transferred to present bench of the Commission for a hearing in Jalandhar today.  

2.

It is brought to our notice by the representatives of the Respondent that they are fully prepared to deliver whatever information is available on their record.  They are also prepared to suitably attest and authenticate the documents, supplied from their respective files.  If any documents have gone missing, they are prepared to give an affidavit indicating what steps are to be taken to trace the missing documents and to identify the person/s responsible.  

3.

In order to settle this matter finally, the Respondents should give a personal hearing to the Complainant at 11.00 AM on 25/09/2007 in his office in Jalandhar.  In respect of missing documents, if any, the Respondents would submit an affidavit to the Commission. 
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4.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 05/11/2007 at 1000 hrs in Chandigarh. 

Rajan Kashyap







Chief Information Commissioner, 

Jalandhar 

17.09.2007







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







State Information Commissioner
