STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
Sh.Jagjit Singh

Pehredar Dialpura,

Village Sabha Vikas

Samaj Society, Dialpura Bhaika,

The. Phul, Distt. Bathinda.



---------------------------------Complainant.
Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block- Bhagta Bhaika

Distt. Bathinda.




------------------------------- Respondent.
CC No.1259 of 2007
ORDER
Present:-

None present on behalf of Complainant.




Sh.Rajinder Batra, B.D.& P.O. Bathinda, Respondent.



Respondent points out that this case relates to development block Bhagta and BD&PO of Bhagta Development Block should have been issued notice. He is, however, present here as notice was issued to him. Information in question relates to details of possession on certain lands belonging to Shamlat Deh  in the village Dialpura of block Bhagta, District Bathinda.

2.

The information in question relates to material that should be easily available on record. We direct that BD&PO Bhagta would deliver this information to the complainant within 15 days.

3.

Copies of this order be delivered to both the parties.

 4.

The compliance report may be sent to the Commission by the concerned BD&PO, Bhagta, District-Bathinda. This case is disposed of.

(Rajan Kashyap)








Chief Information Commissioner, 

Bathinda

30.08.2007







               (P.K.Grover)








State Information Commissioner,

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

Sh. Sadhu Ram 

Son of Sh. Madan Lal, 

Saraswati Karyana Store, Main Chowk,

Oil Bus Stand, Bhikhi, District Mansa. 









………. Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

District Manager, PUNSUP,

Bhikhi, District Mansa. 









……. Respondent
CC No. 1251 of 2007
Order

Present:      Sh. Sadhu Ram complainant in person. 

        Sh. Hardev Singh Sadhu, PIO and DM, PUNSUP,Mansa.      

        Sh. Baljit Singh,Inspector, PUNSUP, Bhikhi. 


Information demanded relates to 35 points. Complainant states that he made the original request to supply information on 4-6-2007. Receiving no response he has filed this complainant under section 18. 

2.

Respondent states that he has no objection for supplying the information demanded. Information relating to a number of items has been delivered to the complainant in our presence. Respondent assured that remaining information would also be delivered to him after the matter is cleared from the record. Since there is no denial of information, it would suffice if the complainant is permitted to inspect any relevant record in the office of DM, PUNSUP, Mansa (respondent) to identify what item of information remains. Monday that is 3rd September, 2007 at 11.00 AM is fixed for this purpose. The respondent would deliver the requisite information on that day after the complainant pays the prescribed fee. Respondent will report compliance to the Commission. 
3.

This case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
(Rajan Kashyap)








Chief Information Commissioner, 

Bathinda

30.08.2007







               (P.K.Grover)








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:-

Harmanpreet Singh complainant and Parlok Singh father of 

                                 complainant.



Sh.Jagjit Singh, DSP, Moga on behalf of P.I.O., S.S.P. 

Moga.



The complainant had made a request for information from the Public Information Officer (Senior Supdt. of Police) Moga regarding the release after arrest by the police of certain persons accused in FIR No.6 dated 19.4.2007 u/s 420, 468 and 471 of I.P.C. The Complainant states that he filed this complaint under R.T.I. Act as there was no response from the police to his request for information.



After hearing both sides, it transpires that the brother of the complainant Sh. Balwinder Singh was allegedly cheated by certain travel agents. According to the Complainant, when the travel agents did not fulfil their commitment he was compelled to file a first information report (FIR) under the relevant sections of the I.P.C. Complainant alleges that initially the police took no action on the FIR and did not make any effort to trace or arrest the accused as required by law. According to the complainant he was compelled to even extend hospitality to persuade certain police officials to take action under law against the alleged culprit.  According to the Complainant, the accused was finally arrested on 01.05.2007 but was released arbitrarily.  The Complainant alleges that the police is not pursuing the criminal complaint with due serious efforts and is also not supplying information to him regarding progress of the cases. 


In so far as R.T.I. is concerned, Complainant wishes to obtain information on what action has actually been taken in pursuance of the FIR. The Respondent on the other hand states before us that several raids were carried out by the police in order to trace the 
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travel agent and his accomplices but such raids did not prove successful. According to the Respondent, this information, viz: that the accused persons could not be traced has been delivered to the Complainant.



The Complainant is not satisfied with this information and alleges that the police is deliberately inactive. Complainant states that the police is not answering his query in regard to the alleged arrest and subsequent release of the accused in question.  In so far as the action under the law is concerned, this is strictly the responsibility of the police and it does not fall under the R.T.I. Act. 


Under RTI Act, 2005, we require to ensure that in the present case information as due is delivered to the Complainant. During the hearing today, it does appear that the complainant's brother has been cheated of a large sum of money and the culprits have not been brought to book so far. The question before us is that whether the information stated to have been given to the Complainant viz. that no progress was made in pursuance of the FIR in question constitutes proper disposal of the request for information. Considering all aspects, we direct that S.S.P. Moga, Sh. Devinder Singh Garcha, should personally hear the Complainant and deliver to the Complainant’s satisfaction authentic information regarding the action by the police.  The date fixed for hearing of the complainant before S.S.P. Moga is 10th Sept. 2007 at 11-00AM in his office. The Public Information Officer (S.S.P. Moga) is directed to submit a report of compliance after the hearing.



The case to come for confirmation of compliance at 1100 hours on 17th September, 2007 at Circuit House, Jalandhar. Copies be sent to both parties and a copy be sent to the Director General of Police, Punjab also.  
(Rajan Kashyap)








Chief Information Commissioner, 

Bathinda

30.08.2007







               (P.K.Grover)








State Information Commissioner,

,

STATE      INFORMATION  COMMISSION ,  PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hem Raj Goyal

(Editor in chief) 

Weekly Jagat Suneha, 

Sadar Bazar, Barnala.








………. Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/O District Public Relations Officer,

Barnala. 









…….……. Respondent





CC No. 1365 of 2007
ORDER
Present:      
Sh. Hem Raj Goyal complainant in person. 


Smt. Darshan Sharma, PIO, Officiating District Public  Relations Officer, 


Barnala. 


Two items of information have been demanded:-

(i) Copy of Press Representation Act. 

(ii) The list of Accreditation cards issued by District Public Relations Officer, Barnala to the members of the Press during the year 2006-07. 
2.

Complainant states that he was compelled to file this complaint under section 18 when the information in question was not supplied to him nor there was any response to his request from the office of District Public Relations Officer, Barnala. Respondent states before us that she does not have a copy of Press Registration Act. She however states that the Act is easily available in the market. In regard to list of Accreditation Cards issued she states that the list had to be obtained from the head office that is Director of Public Relations, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Respondent has obtained the same now and delivers the same to the complainant in our presence. In regard to the Press Representation Act we feel that Complainant can conveniently procure the same form the market. 
3.

After studying the information complainant states that it is incomplete and that certain names are missing from the list. He also states that the copy given to him is not legible. Respondent would ensure that an authentic copy of the information demanded is given to the complainant within next 15 days. If the information is to be obtained from the head office of Director, Public Relations, Punjab is directed to ensure that the authentic legible list is supplied to the complainant and compliance report sent to the Commission by 20th September, 2007. 
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A copy of this order be sent to both the parties and also to the Director, Public Relations, Punjab. Complainant insists that a penalty be imposed on the respondent for failure to supply the information in time. This can be considered after the authentic information is delivered. 
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 3rd October, 2007 in the Commission’s Office, Chandigarh.







(Rajan Kashyap)








Chief Information Commissioner, 

Bathinda

30.08.2007







               (P.K.Grover)








State Information Commissioner,

STATE  INFORMATION  COMMISSION ,  PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nachhattar Singh (Retd. Teacher) 

Deviwala Road, Street  No. 1, Kotkapura, 

District Faridkot. 









………. Complainant.






Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Education Officer(Elementary Education) ,

Sangrur. 









……. Respondent





CC No. 1364 of 2007. 

ORDER

Present:  
 Sh. Nachattar Singh, Complainant in persons.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.


Since this is the first hearing another opportunity is given to the PIO to respond. Smt. Gurmeet Kaur, a retired JBT teacher who is the wife of the Complainant. According to the complainant he had demanded certain information in regard to promotion of women JBT teachers figuring between S. No. 574 and S. No. 629 in the official list of the Department alongwith his wife Smt. Gurmeet Kaur. The information is demanded in the form of a simple table sent by the Complainant.   

2.

We direct that the respondent should compile this information from the record and deliver the same to the complainant before 20-9-2007. To come up  for information and compliance on 3-10-2007. The next date of hearing would be in Chandigarh. 
3.

A copy of this order be sent to both the parties and also to the DPI (Primary Education) to ensure compliance.  






 (Rajan Kashyap)








Chief Information Commissioner, 

Bathinda

30.08.2007







               (P.K.Grover)








State Information Commissioner,

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sh.Naresh Kumar,

# 7390-A, Mohalla Kikkar Das.

Back Side of Rajindra College,

Bathinda.





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





Vs
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Education Officer (Primary)

Bathinda.




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




CC No.1390 of 2007

Order

Present:-
    Sh.Bharat Bhushan on behalf of complainant Sh.Naresh Kumar



    Smt. Swarnjit Kaur, Dy.D.E.O.(Primary) Bathinda on behalf of 

     P.I.O. District Education Officer (Primary) Bathinda.



Complainant has claimed that out of certain posts of JBT teachers advertised by the department on 25.05.2000, 15 posts were reserved for physically handicapped persons in Bathinda. Complainant demanded to know from the Respondent as to which of these reserved posts that were vacant in the period April to May 2000 were actually filled up from among the eligible candidates and the number of such reserved posts that continue to remain vacant after the selections were made at that time.

 2.

Respondent states before us that the information in question was required to be obtained from the Chairman of the selection committee appointed by the Department for the purpose of recruitment of JBT teachers including those against the quota for physically handicapped persons. Respondent states that after obtaining this information she has intimated to the Complainant that the number of posts meant for physically handicapped persons was four and out of these two posts were meant for Orthopedic handicapped candidates and two for deaf and dumb persons.  Complainant is not satisfied.  She wishes the matter to be verified from the record and the Respondent should clearly intimate number of vacancies reserved for physically handicapped persons that still remained in Bathinda District after the selection process for the then vacancies was completed.  We observed that whereas the Respondent has informed the Complainant about the number of physically handicapped persons appointed, the number of vacancies still existing has not been indicated.
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3.

We direct that this information should be collected by the Respondent from the Head office and delivered to the Complainant within a period of three weeks. 
4.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 3rd Oct. 2007 in Chandigarh. Copies of this order to go to both the parties.  A copy of this order be also sent to DPI (Primary), Punjab, Chandigarh for information and compliance.   

 

(Rajan Kashyap)








Chief Information Commissioner, 

Bathinda

30.08.2007







               (P.K.Grover)








State Information Commissioner,

,

STATE  INFORMATION  COMMISSION ,  PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vishwas Garg 

St. No. 10, Opp. DAV School,  

Bibiwala Road, Bathinda.  









………. Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/O S.P.City, 

Bathinda.  









……. Respondent





AC No. 257 of 2007





ORDER

Present: 
  Sh. Vishwas Garg complainant in person. 


     
  Sh. Narinder Kaushal, Supdt. Of Police, Bathinda. 



               
  Sh. Gurbakhshish Singh Sub-Inspector on behalf of PIO. 


Complainant has demanded four items of information regarding an on going criminal case of fraud registered in Bathinda on 18-3-2006. According to the Complainant, three items of information have been supplied. 
2.

In respect of the fourth item of information demanded, Respondent claims exemption under section 8 of the Act as according to him the matter is linked to criminal investigations that are in progress. He states that as soon as the investigation is completed, the information demanded would be supplied.  
3.

The Complainant insists that the information demanded should not be exempted. He states that the very information demanded by him has been separately supplied to the person who has initiated the proceedings in the criminal case and he sees no reason why this information be not supplied to him (the Complainant). 

4.

In order to consider the plea of the Respondent for exemption it is necessary that PIO submits an affidavit to support his contention that the information in question be treated as exempted under the RTI. The affidavit be submitted within 15 days. 

5.

To come up for further proceedings on 3-10-2007 in Chandigarh.  






(Rajan Kashyap)








Chief Information Commissioner, 

Bathinda

30.08.2007
 






               (P.K.Grover)








State Information Commissioner
