STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,
C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana 141 001.

       ………………………Complainant







Vs.

State Public Information Officer 

O/o Governor, Punjab,
Punjab Raj Bhawan, Chandigarh & others.
      ……….……………Respondents
CC No. 187 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person and Sh. B.M.Lal, Advocate, as Amicus Curiae assisted by Sh. Chetan Dayal, Advocate Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.
Arguments partly heard.  Adjourned for further arguments to 21.11.2006 (Tuesday) at 11.00 A.M. 
CC’s 188 to 193 of 2006 will also be taken up alongwith this case.








 (Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
         Chief Information Commissioner











        (R.K.Gupta)









       Information Commissioner










Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006







 (Surinder Singh)








      Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mrs. Kamaljit Kaur,
W/o Sh. Nirmal Singh Chinna,

Kothi No. 353, Phase 6, Mohali.

   …………………………..Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer / Executive Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,
Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9.

Chandigarh.

      ……….……………Respondent
CC No. 113 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. R.P.S.Brar, DIG (Crime) on behalf of the Public Information Officer. None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

The subject of this complaint is the delivery of information by the Public Information Officer of Police Department in the State. This information relates to the address and bonafides etc. of a resident of Punjab who had applied for a passport and also for permission from the Protector of Emigrants (a Government of India authority) to travel abroad. The Protector of Emigrants is a Central authority, which takes its decisions on the basis of information supplied to it by the State Government authorities.
On the last date of hearing that is 08.08.06, we had directed that the Respondent should obtain “no objection” from the Central authority and deliver the information in question to the Complainant. 
The Respondent states before us today that he had duly sought “no objection” from the central authority but receiving no response, he supplied the information demanded to the Complainant. The demand of the Complainant for information is, therefore, met. The Respondent places before us an affidavit indicating compliance with the order of the Commission. The matter, therefore, need not be pursued any further. 










…2/-

-2-

The Respondent further states that the Complainant has asked for some additional information over and above what was demanded and supplied. This is to be treated as a fresh request for information. Public Information Officer is free to take a separate and independent decision on this.

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











 (Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
         Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh2
Dated: 19.09.2006









   (Surinder Singh)








      Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. G.C.Swadeshi,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

3239, Krishana Nagar, New Colony,

Sirhind Mandi 140 406 (Punjab).

       …………………………Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer / Executive Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, Sirhind 140 406.
           ………….……………Respondent
CC No. 40 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. G.C.Swadeshi, Complainant in person. None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

The Complainant states that as directed by the Commission in its orders dated 13.07.06, he had visited the office of Municipal Council, Sirhind on 10.08.06 and on 21.08.06. On both occasions the office of the M.C., Sirhind refused to supply the information from their record.
It is seen that the Public Information Officer failed even to appear on the last date of the hearing. We direct that the Public Information Officer should personally explain his failure to supply the information and also why action should not be taken against him for infringing the Act and not appearing on the day fixed for hearing. The affidavit of the Respondent should be submitted to the Commission within 15 days that is by 5th October, 2006. The Respondent should also indicate in his affidavit why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act should not be imposed on him. The Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government, Punjab is directed to ensure that the Public Information Officer takes appropriate action to deliver the information demanded and that he appears in person on the next date of hearing that is 20.11.2006.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to the Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government, Punjab.








 (Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
         Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006







   (Surinder Singh)








      Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. G.C.Swadeshi,
Accounts Officer (Retd.),

3239, Krishana Nagar, New Colony,

Sirhind Mandi 140 406 (Punjab).

     …………………………Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o the Executive Officer,
Municipal Council, Sirhind 140 406.

      ……….……………Respondent
CC No. 128 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. G.C.Swadeshi, Complainant in person. None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
The Complainant submits before us that he has still not received the information. 

The absence of the Respondent at the hearing before us today is cause of concern. We, therefore, direct as under:
i) The Respondent should appear before the Commission in person on the next date of hearing that is 20.11.2006.
ii) He should explain why action should not be taken against him for failing to supply the information as directed by the Commission and for not appearing before the Commission today.
iii) To supply the information demanded by post to the Complainant immediately that is within 15 days.

The Principal Secretary, Department of Local Government, Punjab is directed to ensure that these orders are complied with.  
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 20.11.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. A copy of this order be also sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab. 











 (Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
         Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006







 (Surinder Singh)








      Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain C/o

Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana 141 001.

       …………………………..Appellant








Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o ADGP-cum-Chief Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

SCO 60-61, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.
      ……….……………Respondent
AC No. 19 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Appellant in person and Sh. Des Raj, DSP and 
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Clerk, Punjab Vigilance Bureau on behalf of the Public Information Officer.

On 08.08.06 that is the last date of hearing, we had ordered that such part of the information demanded by the Appellant which had not yet been supplied by the Respondent should be supplied immediately. In this order, the Respondent was directed to collect the information from the field office for delivery to the Appellant. 
The Appellant states before us today that since he has received certain information from the Respondent only a date earlier that is on 18.09.06, he would like to study this to see if it is as per his original request for information. The Appellant states before us that one report from the field office, Ludhiana of the Vigilance Bureau relating to violation of building bye-laws by builders etc. in connivance with officials of the administration and Local Bodies has not been delivered to him. Appellant draws our attention to a news item in “Punjab Kesri’ dated 30th December, 2005 wherein this report from the Ludhiana office of Vigilance Bureau is specifically mentioned.
To come up for further proceedings on 03.10.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.















 (Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
         Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006

          





 (Surinder Singh)








      Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hitender Jain C/o

Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana 141 001.

       …………………………..Appellant







Vs.

Public Information Officer 
O/o ADGP-cum-Chief Director,
Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

SCO 60-61, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.
      ………….……………Respondent
AC No. 33 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. Hitender Jain, Appellant in person and Sh. Des Raj, Deputy Superintendent of Police and Sh. Ravinder Singh, Clerk, Punjab Vigilance Bureau on behalf of the Public Information Officer.
On the last date of hearing that is 08.08.06, it was ordered that certain documents relating to the original demand for information should be delivered by the Respondent to the Appellant. The Appellant stated before us today that he has received certain documents one day prior to this hearing that is on 18.09.06. Appellant wishes to study these documents before making a confirmation that the information demanded has been supplied.
To come up for this purpose on 03.10.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.













 (Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
         Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006

      

    





 (Surinder Singh)








      Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaspreet Singh,
H.No. 79/15, Mohalla Sheikhan,

Ropar.

       …………………………Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer/Principal,
Govt. Senior Secondary School (Boys),

Ropar.

………….……………Respondent
CC No. 80 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. Jaspreet Singh, Complainant in person. None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
The Complainant states before us that certain information has been delivered to him but that is incomplete. The nature of the information which is incomplete is indicated in his letter dated 09.09.2006 sent to the Commission. A copy of this letter be sent to the Respondent and he may respond to it directly to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 20.11.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
Copy of the letter dated 09.09.2006 be also sent to the Respondent.














 (Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
         Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006

      

    





 (Surinder Singh)








      Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amarjit Claire alias Dicky Claire,

S/o S. Jaswant Singh, H.No. 178, 
Sector 70, Mohali.

       …………………………Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer,
Deputy Secretary, 
Housing & Urban Development (Punjab),
Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.
………….……………Respondent
CC No. 150 of 2006
ORDER
Present Sh. Sukant Gupta, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 
Sh. Amarjit Claire. None is present on behalf of the Respondent.
The Complainant states that there has been no response to his request for information. We observe that due notice had been given to the Respondent to appear personally or through an authorised representative. Despite this, none is present on behalf of the Respondent.
We direct that the Respondent be present in person on the next date of hearing. The Principal Secretary (Housing & Urban Development) Punjab, within whose purview the Respondent works shall ensure his presence.
The Respondent is also directed to ensure that the information demanded is supplied to the Complainant immediately that is within one week.
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 16.10.2006. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


















(Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
       Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006

      

    





 (Surinder Singh)









      Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kailash Chander Goyal,
H.No. 682, Gali No. 1-A,

Abohar.

                   …………………………Complainant








Vs.

Public Information Officer-cum-
District Mandi Officer, Punjab Mandi Board,
Ferozepur City.

   ……….……………Respondent
CC No. 97 of 2006
ORDER
Neither Complainant nor Respondent is present.
This case had been heard by us on 24.07.06. It was adjourned on the request of the Complainant on compassionate grounds (expiry of Complainant’s mother).
It appears that the Complainant is not anxious to pursue this matter any further. 
The case is disposed of accordingly. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

















(Rajan Kashyap)






    
   
       Chief Information Commission0er

Chandigarh

Dated: 19.09.2006

      
    





 (Surinder Singh)









      Information Commissioner
