STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Tarsem Lal Jain

# 372/R, Model Town,

Ludhiana.







......Complainant






Vs.
1. PIO/. District Education Officer (S),

 Ludhiana.

2. Sh. Jasbir Singh ,Principal,
   SDP, Sr.S.School, Hazoori Road, 
   Ludhiana.







....Respondent.

CC No-564-of 2007: 
Present:
Shri Tarsem Lal Jain, complainant in person.



Smt. Sudesh Bajaj, PIO-cum-DEO(S) Ludhiana.



Sh. Madanjit Singh, Supdt. RTI O/O DEO(S) Ludhiana



Sh. Sham Singh, S.O., O/O DEO(S), Ludhiana.




Order:


The PIO/DEO(S) Ludhiana states that vide letter dated 30.7.08 (37 pages) and again, vide letters dated 11.9.08 and 17.9.08 further information has been provided to the applicant. With this, full information  had been made available to Sh. Tarsem Lal Jain. The PIO/DEO(S) Ludhiana is hereby directed to  prepare an index of the documents supplied to Sh. Tarsem Lal with reference to his RTI application. Shri Tarsem Lal states that the information supplied to him is incomplete. The DEO(S) states that the complainant had been particularly called to her office by her and told that full information had been supplied to him and  now if any more information is needed, he should specifically state the same. She stated that she had also advised him accordingly in letter dated 11.9.08. However, Sh. Tarsem Lal had stated that he would say whatever he wanted to say before the Commission. Shri Tarsem Lal Jain states today that he has given  further a formal and detailed letter 3-4 days thereafter, to the DEO(S) Ludhiana, but she states that she has not received any such letter, neither has any copy of that  letter been 
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endorsed to the Commission.  Nor has Sh. Tarsem Lal have any copy of the same for the Commission or to provide it to the PIO through the Commission.  Sh. Tarsem Lal cannot be allowed to play this kind of cat and mouse game with the PIO.  No fresh letter need be entertained now.  
2.
 However, I am of the view that the said school  management may be required to give a certificate in the following terms: 

“Other than the resolutions/papers already given to the DEO(S) Ludhiana, no other papers were presented by the Management to the DPI(S) or to any other Authority on behalf of the Management regarding the charge-sheet/suspension/dismissal of Sh. Tarsem Lal Jain.  The Management has also searched the papers, already made available to their lawyer(s) following up the matter/representing them in the Supreme court and that no further resolution(s) passed by the Management are available with that source either.”

If this certificate is provided Sh. Tarsem Lal will not have any apprehensions that any surprise will be sprung on him on any later date and the matter can rest.  
3.
The DEO(S) has explained orally that the system in her office was changed where all Branch Heads were designated as PIOs independently and no person was responsible centrally for the RTI cases in the  office.  Therefore the lapse occurred in this particular case. Now the whole system  has been changed back by her and one official has been designated  as  Coordinator  with a view to supply timely information. Full information has been supplied to Sh. Tarsem Lal  free of charges as per Section 7(6) of the Act. After having gone through the explanation of PIO dated 7.10.08. In view of the great effort put in by the DEO(S) Ludhiana to procure information from the management the explanation is accepted.  The imposition of monetory penalty is a secondary objective and not the primary.  It is observed that the intention of the Act is to make the information available to those asking for it. The imposition of fine due to non supply of information  in the present circumstances needs to be reconsidered, since full information sought for has been supplied, and especially since the said information was not available with the DEO but with a 
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private management.  In the aforesaid circumstances, therefore, I hereby withdraw the order imposing penalty, subject to the presence of such certificate. Although Sh. Tarsem Lal Jain had to do a lot of running around in different offices and in the Courts and having been dismissed is also at a disadvantage in the following up of his case, but he is also fully satisfied that information has been supplied to him and is not insisting that the PIO be unnecessarily penalized. The matter for withdrawing the penalty will be considered on the next date after the certificate is given.

Adjourned to 10.12.2008.









Sd-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Baghel Singh S/O Sh. Charan Singh,

Patti Gopi, Vill. & PO Sathiala,

Tehsli Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.


--------Appellant 






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Principal Secretary,

School Education, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Sectt. Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





____   Respondent.

AC No-273-2008

Present:      None for the Appellant.

                    Sh. Yashpal Sharma, APIO-cum-Superintendent, Education V 
         Branch/Secretary School Education, Pb.

Order:


Sh. Baghel Singh and Sh. Baljeet Singh Bhatti vide their appeal dated nil received in the Commission dated 13.06.2008 stated that their application under RTI dated 29.01.2008 made to the PIO/Principal Secretary, School Education, Punjab had not been replied to and no information had been received.  Thereafter, vide their letter dated 28.04.2008 an Appeal was made to the Appellate Authority with no result.  Copy of the Second Appeal was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.   
2.

Today the APIO has stated that instructions have been given to the DPI on 07.04.2008 directing him to give the necessary information to the applicant.  That office further informed the Secretary Education that they in turn had asked the DEO(S) to supply the letter dated 03.07.2008 to the Complainant.  However, both directions have come to nought so far.   The APIO has sent the information vide his letter dated 06.10.2008 himself to Sh. Baghel Singh.
3.

I have gone through the application of the Appellant.  The Appellant, after giving the details of various acts of omission and commission of one Clerk Rana Ranbir Singh (where complaint had been made to several 
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authorities from time to time with proofs) asked for point wise reply on what action had been taken on his complaint.  In other words, he has asked for an action taken report up to date vide letter dated 06.08.2008.  That action has not been finalized yet and the matter has been under consideration of the Government as per the APIO.  The PIO is to give the full information as obtaining at present but is not required to keep the matter pending till the action is finalized and then to give the final information. Neither can the State Information Commission monitor the information from time to time till the final result. 
4.

The communication dated 06.08.2008 has been sent by ordinary post.   The APIO is hereby directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post and to supply a copy of proof of registry to the Commission for record.  With this, the action would be completed on his part and the matter is hereby disposed of.   
                                                                              Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008.
(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Dr. A.S.Mann,

21-A, Officer Colony,

Sangrur.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Director Public Instructions,(SE) Punjab,

SCF 95-97, Sector 17-E,Chandigarh


____   Respondent.





AC No-275-2008. 
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.




Order:

In the interest of justice one more opportunity is given to both the parties.


Adjourned to 3.12.2008









Sd-





 
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

# 89, Mayur Vihar, Sector 48-A,

Chandigarh.









--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Director Public Instructions, (SE)Punjab,

SCF 95-97, Sector 17-E,Chandigarh.


____   Respondent.





AC No-276-2008
Present:
None for the Appellant.



Mr. Gursevak Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the 


Respondent. 


Order:


Sh. Rupinder Garg vide his Second Appeal dated 23.06.2008 to the State Information Commission stated that his application dated 06.03.2008 received by the Respondent No. 1 on 07.03.2008 (with proof) had not been attended to.  He filed an Appeal with the Appellate Authority on 16.04.2008. Thereafter he received the information on 04.06.2008 from the Directorate.  However, this information was incomplete since information on item no. 4, 8 and 9 had not been given. Copy of the Appeal was sent to the PIO, the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.   

2.

Today, the representative of the PIO has stated that the APIO is on tour for Sangat Darshan, Muktsar and, therefore, either he should be permitted to represent him or the time should be fixed for afternoon.  However, I have gone through the original application of the Appellant with respect to item no. 4, 8 and 9 and have checked the replies provided by the PIO and find that the reply to answer no. 4 is quite complete, since the marks of 10th class are not considered and only the merit in the BSc Agriculture is considered, therefore, no record is available with the present PIO in this respect and, therefore, can not be supplied.  In so far as the question nos. 8 and 9 are 
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concerned, Sh. Rupinder Garg is asking whether there will be another scrutiny for the purpose of filling up the vacant post and in question no. 9 if so, when?  In this, he is not asking for copies of any record but asking the questions and expecting the answers.  As such, it does not fall within the scope of Right to Information Act, 2005, as action to be taken in the future cannot the part of the information RTI. 



With these observations, the appeal is rejected since the appeal is not made out.    
                                                                                  Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh.Rajeev Goyal, Pattarkar,

Opp. Arya High School,

Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda.



--------Complainant






Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Deputy Commissioner, Bathina.

____   Respondent.





AC No-277-2008
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.




Order:

In the interest of justice one more opportunity is given to both the parties.


Adjourned to 3.12.2008.








Sd-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008.
(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Lashker Singh,

# 172, Guru Arjandev Colony,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura(Patiala)



--------Appellant 






Vs. 

PIO, O/O, SDM,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





____   Respondent.





AC No-289-2008
Present:
Sh. Lashker Singh, Appellant in person.



Sh. Harphool Singh Gill, APIO-cum-Tehsildar Fatehgarh 


Sahib. 


Order:


Sh. Lashker Singh vide his Second Appeal dated 23.06.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application dated 22.02.2008 addressed to the PIO/SDM, Fatehgarh Sahib has not been properly dealt with “incomplete information that too with atleast 21 mistakes” was supplied to him.  He filed an Appeal with the Appellate Authority/DC., Fatehgarh Sahib with no result.  Hence the Second Appeal.  Copy of the Appeal alongwith annexures was sent to the PIO and the dated of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 
2.

Today the APIO has presented letter dated 03.10.2008 (covering letter) addressed to the Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission vide which he has stated that “enclosed information is being sent to Sh. Lashker Singh”.  The Appellant states that he has not received this information.  I have seen the papers there is no reference in the covering letter to the RTI application neither there is any index of papers being supplied.  The PIO is hereby directed to supply the information to the Appellant today with a covering letter giving reference to his RTI application containing an index and duly attested, copy of which should be placed on the record of the Commission. 
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3.

Sh. Lashker Singh may study the papers which he has got.  After studying the papers, Sh. Lashker Singh may point out the deficiencies if any in writing to the PIO with a copy to the State Information Commission.  The PIO may also complete the deficiencies, if any, strictly in accordance with the original RTI application and produce the receipt from the Complainant as well as set of documents supplied for the record of the Commission.  
Adjourned to 03.12.2008.
                                                       Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Smt. Usha Matta, W/O Sh. Vijay Kumar Sayal,

5/75, Garden Colony, 

Model Town,  Jalandhar.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Addl. Secretary School Education,

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






____   Respondent.





AC No-300-2008. 
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.




Order:

In the interest of justice one more opportunity is given to both the parties.


Adjourned to 3.12.2008.







Sd-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008.
(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mohan Lal, S/O Sh. Babu Lal,

C/O Amarjit Singh Lauka,

2017/1, Sector 45,Chandigarh.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh.

____   Respondent.





CC No-1375-2008.

Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.




Order:

In the interest of justice one more opportunity is given to both the parties.


Adjourned to 3.12.2008









Sd- 
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008.
(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Surdip Singh,

VPO Manupur,

Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana.




--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO/O Director Public Instructions (SE),

SCO 95-97, Sector 17, Chandigarh. 




&

PIO O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Sangrur.





  ---------Respondent.

CC No- 1377-2008

Present:
Sh. Surdip Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Ajaib Singh, Junior Assistant office of DEO(S), Sangrur.



Sh. Sunil Kumar, Principal, Govt. Senior Sec. School, Lasoi, 

District Sangrur. 




Sh. Jaspal Singh, Senior Assistant office of DPI(SE), Pb.

Order:


Sh. Surdip Singh, Ex-math teacher vide his application under RTI dated 31.03.2008 made to the address of the PIO/DPI(SE) asked for information on eleven points.  He did not receive any reply either from him or from the PIO/DEO to whom he had also sent the same application.  Separately, he had also asked the PIO/DEO, Sangrur for information on five points vide his application dated 02.05.2008 (he confirms that he has received full information with respect to that).  A copy of that information has also been placed on the record of the Commission. However, with respect to his application dated 31st March, 2008 no action has been taken.
2.
   I have gone through the application dated 31.03.2008, the services of Sh. Surdip Singh allegedly terminated due to the report that his qualifications were not genuine.  Now with the help of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Surdip Singh has produced the proof obtained from the Punjab University, which has stated that his qualifications were genuine and vide his application under 
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RTI dated 31.08.2008 he has given information of the same and in way asked for explanation of the competent authority as to why he has not been reinstated.  The representative of the PIO/DPI(S) has stated that no representation has been made by Sh. Surdip Singh to the competent authority for his reinstatement in service and he has only asked for information through the RTI Act.  It has been brought to the notice Sh. Surdip Singh today that armed with information he has got through the RTI from the Punjab University he is required to approach the DPI(SE), Establishment-II, Recruitment Cell and not the RTI Cell for necessary action in his case.  



As such with these observations, the application is hereby disposed of.     
                                                                                Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Sandip G Patel,

27, Sarthi-II, Opp. Amin Nursing Home,

Near Surdhara Circle,

Thaltej, Ahmedabad-380054.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Punjab Health Systems Corporation,

Phase Iv, near Civil Hospital, Mohali.


____   Respondent.





CC No-1382-2008
Present:
None for the Complainant.

Sh. Shivinder Sehdev, APIO O/o Punjab Health Systems 
Corporation, Mohali.

Order:



Sh. Sandip G. Patel vide his complaint dated 25.06.2008 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application dated 16.05.2008 sent by registered post from Ahmedabad to the address of the PIO/Punjab Health Systems Corporation had not been attended to and no information has been supplied within the stipulated period. Hence the complaint.  Copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 

2.

Today, Sh. Shivinder Sehdev has presented letter dated 01.10.2008 addressed to the State Information Commission in which he has stated as under :-


“In this regard, it is submitted that RTI application Sh. Sandip G.Patel had moved an application under RTI Act-2005, which was received in this office on 22nd May, 2008.  The reply against his application was sent to him vide our letter No. PHSC/P-1/2008/387, dated 24th June, 2008 (Postal receipt enclosed).



Whereas, the applicant has filed a complaint with Hon’ble Commission on 26th June, 2008.  Since the delivery of Regd Post takes 2-3 days to reach Ahemdabad, it appears that the applicant might have received the reply after filing his complaint.
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Moreover he has calculated the 30 days period w.e.f the date of his application i.e. 16.05.2008.  However, the fact is that his application was received in this office on 22.05.2008 and the period of 30 days began after 22.05.2008.



Hence it is brought to the kind notice of Hon’ble Commission that the information solicited by the applicant stands delivered.  A copy of the information is also enclosed for kind information please.”
3.

As per the above communication, it is clear that there is no delay in supply of information and the complaint of Sh. Shivinder Sehdev dated 25.06.2008 and the information supplied on 24th June, 2008 have crossed each other.  Sh. Sandip G. Patel had due and adequate notice of hearing to be held today through registered post.  Since he has not come, it is presumed that he has received full information and he is satisfied with the same.  The case is disposed of.  
                                                                            Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Gupta,

H.No. VII/158, Mohalla Dodanwala,

Faridkot.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Principal,

Govt. Girls Sr.Sec. School, Faridkot.


____   Respondent.





CC No-1394-2008. 

Present:
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Gupta, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harish Kumar, Principal, Govt. Girls Sr. Sec. School, 
Faridkot.

Order:


Sh. Ravinder Kumar Gupta vide his complaint dated 19.06.2008 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application dated 17.07.2007 made to the PIO/Govt. Girls Sr. Sec. School, Faridkot had not been attended to properly and only incomplete reply had been given to him vide letter dated 04.12.2007.  He pointed out that certain information which he has asked for particularly regarding the relieving chit of officials put on duty for the board exam 8th, 10th and 12th in the month of March, 2007 in respect of Balbir Singh Secondary School, Faridkot had not been provided to him.  

2.

Smt. Sharanjeet Kaur is the PIO in this case who had applied for medical leave and the official incharge Sh. Krishan Lal who was acting Principal during the absence of Principal had sanctioned the leave, therefore, the Principal who is the Appellate Authority has had to appear himself today.  He states that apart from information already provided to Sh. Ravinder Kumar Gupta, no other information is available on record of the school.  Regarding the relieving chit of Mrs. Manjeet Kaur who had been assigned for supervising duty to the Balbir Singh Secondary School, Faridkot, he stated that he had already produced her relieving chit so that it could be supplied to the Complainant.  
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3.

It is observed that the PIO is required to give the information which is available on the record of the institute and is not required to create the information by filing up gaps by asking for further papers to be added to the record.  As such whatever information was available has been provided to Sh. Ravinder Kumar Gupta.  Armed with this information, Complainant may approach the competent authority for redressal of his grievances, if any.   



As such the case is hereby disposed of.  








Sd- 
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Surinder Kumar, S/O Sh. Amar Nath,

R/O Jandawal Road, 

Santa Wali Gali, Barnala.

C/o Manchar Singh, Reader(Retd)

Private Typists,

District Court Complex,

Barnala- 148101.





--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, State Transport Commissioner,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



____   Respondent.





CC No-1396-2008
Present:
Sh. Surinder Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-ADTO in person.

Order:




Sh. Surinder Kumar vide his complaint dated 17.06.2008 stated that his application under RTI requesting for information in respect of an earlier complaint dated 20.02.2006 made by him regarding awarding of routes of mini buses in District Barnala and Sangrur by the then Secretary, RTA as well as the then State Transport Commissioner had not been attended to.  He had been asked to submit his affidavit in support of his complaint by the STC which he did.  Thereafter, he had also given his statement on 06.09.2007 which was recorded by the State Transport Commissioner when he was called in his office in connection with his complaint.  Inspite of two and half years having elapsed, he has not received any information regarding the progress of his case and that is why he filed an application under RTI dated 29.04.2006 in which also he has not been given any information.  Copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 

2.

Today, the Complainant is present and Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-ADTO is present.  Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO-cum-ADTO states that reply has been given to the Complainant twice on 17.07.2007 and on 21.06.2008 copies of 
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these replies have been taken on record.  It is seen that in reply dated 17.07.2007, it has been informed by the STC that the matter is under consideration at the level of the Government, and in second letter dated 21.06.2008, it is stated by the same authority that the matter is under consideration in that office.  Both the replies are in variance with each other, with no explanation therefore, and appear to be misleading.  The PIO is, therefore, hereby directed to produce the said file before the Commission for inspection by the Commission on the next date of hearing along with the true position in writing.

3.

The officer dealing with this file is reported to be the Additional STC Sh. Karamjit Singh Sra, he is hereby directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing.   Adjourned to 03.12.2008. 

                                                                               Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. C.K.Bali,

EH-149, Shanti Pura,

Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar City.


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O, Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.

____   Respondent.





CC No-1397-2008.
Present:
Shri C.K Bali, complainant in person

Sh. Suresh Kumar,HRC, authorized representative of the PIO/D.C. Jalandhar. 




Order:

Shri C.K.Bali, vide  his complaint dated 19.6.08 made to the State Information Commission stated that he had made two applications under the RTI Act to the D.C.Jalandhar and SSP Jalandhar with due payment of fee. However, he did not receive any information from both the authorities  till the date of complaint. He requested that strict action be taken under the provisions of the Act and penalty be imposed upon the concerned PIOs.  He stated that he was required to present  solicited information to the Hon’ble State commission of Human Rights Chandigiarh in the matter of the complaint  filed by him against the D.C.Jalandhar and the SSP Jalandhar and others (Human Rights complaint Dy. No. 16592). To defeat the said complaint, the desired information is being delayed and denied willfully. He also stated  that in the light of above, “it is urged upon your goodself  to suspend or transfer the services of the said concerned public information officers so as to ensure that, as per law, the desired information is provided to the applicant by their respective offices which, it is apprehended, shall not come forth till they continue to head their respective offices”. A copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO O/O D.C.Jalandhar and the  date of hearing fixed for  today and both the parties  informed through registered post.
2.
It is noted that no notice was sent by the office to the SSP Jalandhar, although the complainant mentioned that the RTI application is of identical nature. Today, Sh.  C.K.Bali has been advised that a separate complaint is required to be made in respect of  each different application under the RTI Act and the complaint in its present form  cannot be entertained against two PIOs with clearly separate jurisdiction. He was asked to chose  which application he would like to be processed in the present case and to make a separate application in respect to other PIO. He has stated that he would like that  his application under RTI dated 15.5.08 made to the address of PIO/DC Jalandhar be processed  in the present matter. He has stated that the complaint against the SSP Jalandhar in the present matter may be treated as withdrawn. According it is dismissed as withdrawn.
3.
The APIO stated that information has been supplied to the complainant  vide letter dated 16.7.08 (3 pages) with reference  to his RTI application  dated 15.5.08 with a covering letter and para-wise reply, along with report of the SSP dated 31.10.07. Thereafter, Shri C.K.Bali has chosen to proceed an appeal before the Appellate Authority/Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar u/s 19(1) of the RTI act vide his appeal dated 13.8.08, after which information was supplied to  him and the matter is still pending  with the authority. He has also enclosed a copy of the appeal filed by the appellant. The Complainant had not disclosed this fact to the Commission and cannot approach two separate authorities for relief simultaneously.  In view of the above, the complaint is relegated to the Court of the  Commissioner being   First Appellate Authority.  The Commissioner is hereby directed to give the complainant an early personal hearing while deciding his Appeal  under the Act and to decide the case within the time frame provided under the Act.  In case the Complainant is not satisfied, he can come up in Second Appeal before the Commission. 

With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.
                                                                               Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008.
(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. Mangal Singh, S/o Assa Singh

Chamber No. 164,

New Courts, Jalandhar.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Sr. Supdt. Of Police, Jalandhar.

____   Respondent.





CC No-1404-2008
Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Dharam Singh Uppal, APIO-cum-DSP Headquaters, Jalandhar City.



Sh. Inderpal Singh, ASI on behalf of the PIO.




Order:

Sh. Mangal Singh S/O Sh. Assa Singh vide his complaint dated 15.4.08
to the State Information Commission stated that his application under the RTI Act dated nil made with due payment of fees vide postal order to the address of PIO/SSP Jalandhar, dated 19.11.07,  had not been attended to and no information had been provided to him. His application under RTI was for seeking information/report on the application No. 1203 dated 26.5.2004 Peshi, forwarded to the S.P. City-II Jalandhar vide his No. dated  21.11.07. A copy of the complaint and annexures was sent to the PIO and date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed. 
2.
None is present on behalf of the complainant. However, on behalf of the PIO, the  APIO states that vide letter dated 8.3.08, Shri Mangal Singh  has been informed that his application No. 1203 dated 26.5.04,  is still pending inquiry with SP City-II, Jalandhar.  In this connection he has been advised to file an appeal before the I.G.Jalandhar Zone, if he so wishes.

3.
It is observed that neither a copy of the application No.1203 dated 26.5.04 has been made available by the applicant nor is it available with the APIO today. A copy of the same should be made available immediately by the applicant and or the PIO since it is stated to be pending with him.  It is also 
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observed that it is rather a long time since 25.5.04 when the said complaint/application was filed with the police and till date it is still stated to be pending. It is necessary that the present status should be provided to the applicant. The appeal to the IG Jalandhar Zone is to be made if the information given was not found satisfactory and not for the purpose of hastening the action on it.

4.
The PIO is hereby directed to ask the SP City II, Jalandhar   to give a detailed report on the processing of this application for example who is the inquiry officer, and whether he has submitted any report whether it is still under action and for what the next proceedings is it pending etc. In case the papers are missing or not available, best efforts should be made to reconstruct the file by consulting all other sources where entries of this application may have been made and if it is not possible, responsibility should be fixed for the same. The State Information Commission is not only concerned with ensuring that the transparency is maintained and information  sought  is provided to him but is also concerned that no record goes missing with impunity.  The PIO is hereby  directed to supply the information asked for by the complainant and receipt from the complainant be produced  along with a set of papers supplied for the record of the Commission before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 3.12.2008.

                                                                                Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008.
(ptk)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Lt. Col. G.J.Singh Hara,

P 2/1 CQA(OFV)Qtrs, VFJ Estate Sector-1,

Vehicle Factory PO, Jabalpur.



--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,S.D.M (East), Ludhiana.


---------Respondent.





CC No-1738-2008
Present:
Sh. G.J.Singh Hara, Complainant in person.

Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar (East), Ludhiana.

Order:


Sh. G.J.Singh Hara vide his complaint dated 17th July, 2008 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application under RTI made to the address of the PIO/DC, Ludhiana on 23rd November, 2007 with due payment of fee had not been attended to.  He enclosed copy of letter dated 06.02.2008 from the Deputy Commissioner vide which his application has been returned in original and he has asked to sent the information with process fee of Rs. 10/- thereafter he duly resubmitted the new application on 05.03.2008.  The said application had transferred under Section 6(3) to the PIO/SDM(E), Ludhiana, however, therefore only interim information dated 22.04.2008 was made available to him despite reminder.  Hence the complaint. Copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post.  
2.

No information was received from the PIO, however from letter dated 09th August, 2008 and papers enclosed, it is clear that the PIO vide his letter dated 18.07.2008 informed the applicant that in village Salem Tabri no land could be traced in the name of Smt. Amar Kaur, however, in case any information like registry etc. was available with the Complainant, it should be supplied so that further enquiries could be made.  In the meantime however, a copy of the land owned by the cousins of the Complainant’s wife was sent to him.  
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Therefore, today the Complainant who is present in court alongwith his wife has provided copies of Jamabandi of 2001-2002 pertaining to land contained in Khewat No. 264 Khatauni No. 288 in which the name of Smt. Maninder Kaur D/o Smt. Amar Kaur D/o Sh. Gurdit Singh exists in respect of Kitas 13 measuring 0 Kanal 18 Marla and 20 Kanal 5 Marla.  Copy of this has appears to have been issued by the Patwari, Halqa on 27.11.2007.  Similarly for Khewat No. 264 and 265 and Khatauni no. 288 and 289.

, the record exists in Jamabandi 2001-2002 in favour of Smt. Kirpal Kaur widow of S. Bhupinder Singh son of Sh. Amarjit Singh.  Sh. Bhupinder Singh is son of Smt. Amar Kaur and brother of the present applicant’s wife.  These papers have been supplied to the Tehsildar and he has asked for some time.  The Complainant has been invited to visit the Tehsildar’s office tomorrow and full efforts will be made to supply the true position.



Adjourned to 03.12.2008.     
                                                                               Sd/-
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS) 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Sh. B.K.Verma,
# 2, Preet Nagar,

Amloh Road, Khanna.(Ludhiana)


--------Complainant







Vs. 

PIO, O/O,Executive Officer,

M.C.Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.



____   Respondent.





CC No-1825-2008
Present:
Sh. B.K.Verma, Complainant in person.

Sh. Mohan Lal, APIO-cum- Head Draftsman on behalf of the PIO.

Order:


Sh. B.K.Verma vide his complaint dated 18.07.2008 made to the Commission stated that his application dated 04.06.2008 made to the address of the Executive Officer, M.C., Khanna with due payment of fee had not been attended to and no information had been supplied to him.  Thereafter, he had sent the reminder dated 09.07.2008 but he has still not received the reply.  Copy of the complaint was sent to the PIO and the date of hearing fixed for today and both parties informed through registered post. 

2.

Today, Sh. Mohan Lal, APIO-cum-Head Draftsman states that full information has been given to Sh. B.K.Verma on 12.06.2008.  He has also presented letter dated 03.10.2008 addressed to the Commission, the Commission has informed that information had already been provided to the Complainant, a copy of the same was also enclosed alongwith certain other papers.

3.

I have gone through the information, however, the applicant asked for information on four points and I find that this reply is an interim reply regarding action been taken and no information has been taken on I, II and III of the request for information.   

4.

The representative of the PIO is hereby directed to supply the information on each of the points up to date and to give the information with 
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covering letter with specific reference to the RTI application alongwith an index of documents being supplied duly attested against receipt from Sh. B.K.Verma and to produce receipt as well as the set of the information supplied for record of the Commission. 

5.

In fact, it will be better if the file of which the complaint has been dealt is produced in the Commission so that Sh. B.K.Verma may inspect it and take copies of any papers to decide the future course of action.  



Adjourned to 03.12.2008.   







Sd- 
   





  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


07.10. 2008

(LS)
