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

F-2/194, Sector 16,

Rohini, Delhi-110085.
 

     -------------------------------- Appellant

 Vs 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Local Govt., Pb.,

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17/C, Chandigarh. 






   
---------------------------------- Respondent
MR No. 07 of 2007

In CC No. 58 of 2006

ORDER
Present : 
Sh. Jiwan Garg , Complainant in person.



Sh. Surmukh Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o  Director Local 



Government on behalf of PIO.  


This case had been disposed of by us on 16.01.07, on the assumption that information demanded by the Complainant was supplied to him by post. This order was made in the absence of the Complainant who did not attend the hearing on that day.   
2.

Complainant claims that the order passed on 27.11.06 by the Commission has also not been implemented.

3.

The case was re-opened on the submission of the Complainant that the information in question has still not been fully supplied to his satisfaction. Respondent states before us today that the Complainant demands that the information should be supplied parawise in relation to the request. Respondent states that part of this information is to be collected from the office of the Municipal Council, Sunam, District Sangrur and a part of it is with the Respondent himself in the office of Director Local Government. Respondent agrees to deliver the entire information in the form that it is demanded by the complainant. He requests for time to compile and deliver the same.
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4.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 12.09.2007.  We also direct that the Respondent will confirm compliance in all respects of our order of 27.11.06.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007








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,

#133, Kasturba Road,

Rajpura (Pb.), Distt-Patiala.




..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar General

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC No. 982 of 2007

ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Tejinder Singh, Complainant in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



Vide his application dated 26th April, 2007, the Complainant had sought information regarding the action taken by the Punjab & Haryana High Court (on its administrative side) on the various complaints he had sent to the Govt. of India, Ministry of Law & Justice (Department of Justice).  

2.

The Complainant states that he has received a letter no. 529 dated 16.07.2007 from the Respondent stating that the complaints received from Govt. of India, Ministry of Law & Justice (Department of Justice) have been filed.  

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007









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 Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmej Singh,

R/o # 903, Phase-X,

Mohali.







..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer

O/o District and Sessions Judge,

Ropar.







…..Respondent

CC No. 983 of 2007

ORDER
Present : 
Sh. Jaswinder Singh in person.



None is present on behalf of Respondent.


Respondent vide his letter dated 05.07.2007 (received in the Commission on 11.07.2007), has informed the Commission that the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court has not appointed any Public Information Officer under RTI  Act, 2005.  In this letter, the Respondent also states that the matter has been taken up with the Hon’ble High Court and a reply from it is awaited.  
2.

It is beyond doubt that the District and Sessions Judge, Roopnagar is a Public authority. The fact that a Public Information Officer has not been appointed does not absolve the Public Authority from its obligation to supply the information as per the provisions of RTI Act. Incase, a PIO is not formally appointed in a Public Authority, then the head of the office concerned, in this case the District and Sessions Judge, is required to take the responsibility for all the actions to be performed by the Public authority.   
3.

The information demanded in this case relates to a test conducted by the office of the District & Sessions Judge, Roopnagar, for appointment of clerks in the year 2006.  This information is clearly unrelated to any judicial functioning of the Public Authority and there is, thus, no reason why the Complainant should not be given complete information as demanded by him.
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4.

In these circumstances, the District & Sessions Judge, Roopnagar is himself to take appropriate action for supply of information as demanded. 
5.

To come up for confirmation of a compliance on 19.09.07
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007








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. Harish Kumar alias Mintu,

S/o Sh. Mulkh Raj, # 2704,

St. No. 2, Moti Nagar,

Gajja Jain Colony, Ludhiana.
    
 -------------------------------- Complainant
Vs 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana. 






   
---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 115 of 2007

ORDER
Present : 
Sh. Harish Kumar , Complainant in person.



Sh. Surinder Kumar, Assistant Sub Inspector of Police, Office of 


S.S.P on behalf of Respondent.



On the last date of hearing that is on 13th June 2007, we had directed that the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana , the PIO concerned should give a personal hearing to the Complainant on 22.06.07 and satisfy him regarding the information demanded.

2.

It is reported to us today that the entire information as demanded has been duly supplied. This matter is accordingly disposed of.

3.

However, the Complainant had submitted another application making certain allegations against some employees of the office of the Senior Superintendent of Police. This is not a matter within the purview of RTI Act. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007









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 Bhagwan Singh,

S/o Sh. Thakur Singh,

R/o Mehmadpur Sotra,

Teh- Ratiya, 

Distt. Fatehabad.






..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o I.G.P.,
Punjab Police Headquarters, 
Sector 9, Chandigarh.





…..Respondent

CC No. 930 of 2007

ORDER
Present : 
Sh. Pritam  Singh on behalf of Sh. Bhagwan Singh.  


Sh. Naveen Kumar, ASI on behalf of the Respondent. 


The Complainant brings out that he had sought information pertaining to a case in which an FIR had been registered on 20.02.04. Even though there has been a response from the Respondent vide letter no. 2125/SPL/A dated 11th July, 2007, it does not specifically answer his queries     (3 items of information sought by him).  
2.

The representative of the Respondent is not fully aware of the facts of the case and is unable to answer the queries of both the Complainant as well as the Commission.  
3.

We direct that the PIO himself or a suitable knowledgeable representative not lower than APIO will be present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information being sought by the Complainant. 
4.

To come up for further proceedings on 19.09.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007









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 Daljit Singh Grewal,

Distt. Commander Punjab Home Guardas, 

Roopnagar.







..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police-cum-,

-Commandant General, Home Guards & Director Civil Defence,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC No. 927 of 2007

ORDER
Present : 
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, Complainant in person.



 Sh. Ashok Aggarwal, Junior Staff Officer cum State Public 



Information Officer, Punjab Home Guard.  


The information in question relates to an enquiry conducted by the Vigilance Bureau against the Complainant in the year 2005. According to the Complainant, the contents of this enquiry report of the Vigilance Bureau should not be concealed from him. When no response was received from the Director General of Home Guards to his request for the information in question, Complainant filed this complaint under section 18 of the RTI Act before the Commission.

2.

Respondent informs us that the enquiry report in question was not in his custody. He had however, on 11.05.07 directed the Vigilance Bureau , Punjab to supply the information. According to the record with the Respondent, the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab had sent certain information to the Complainant on 29.05.07.

3.

Complainant is not satisfied with the information sent to him by the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab on 29.05.07. According to the Complainant, the vital portions of his information have still not been given to him.

4.

According to the RTI Act {Section 6(3)}, Respondent was free to transfer the request for information to the Vigilance Bureau incase he had so felt. Since, it was  not transferred, it is for the Respondent to procure the relevant 
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information from the other public authority i.e. Vigilance Bureau and deliver the same to the Complainant.  
5.

In order to facilitate the matters, we direct that the Respondent, PIO office of Director General Home Guards should obtain the entire relevant record from the Vigilance Bureau and allow the Complainant to inspect the same on a specified date. We direct that Respondent should allow the Complainant access to the record on Monday, 6th August 2007 at 1100 hours. Respondent should ensure that the custodian of the records in the Vigilance Bureau is also present in his office on that day. 
6.

To come up for the confirmation for compliance on 12.09.07.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007









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 Harbans Singh (President),

S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

Farmers’ Club, Vill. Malla,

Tehsil- Jagraon,

Distt-Ludhiana.






..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Roomi, Tehsil-Jagraon.
 




…..Respondent

CC No. 881 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of Complainant.


Sh. Balwant Singh Lohate, Upper Division Clerk on behalf of PIO, Assistant Executive Engineer, PSEB, Sub Division, Roomi, District Ludhiana.



Complainant had demanded information from the PSEB as under :-
Details of electricity connections for tube-wells given by PSEB during the year 2005-06 to persons in the general service category and in the ex- serviceman category.  
2.

Respondent has no objection to delivering all this information.  He had asked the Complainant to submit the requisite application fee and collect the material from him.

3.

According to the Respondent, the Complainant did not deposit the fee.  Respondent states that the material is available with him and this information would be given to the Complainant after he fulfils the requisite formalities regarding fee etc under the RTI Act, 2005.  

4.

In view of the above, the matter is closed and disposed of. Complainant is free to approach the Respondent for taking delivery of the information after making the necessary payment as stipulated by the Rules. Copies of this order sent to both parties.

5.

After recording of the above orders, at 1300 hours (1.00 PM), the Complainant Sh. Navdeep Singh, S/o Sh. Harbans Singh appeared before us. The Complainant submits that he was delayed in travel, and requests that he be 
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heard. Complainant is informed that the Respondent is prepared to deliver the information in question provided that he makes payment of the usual charges. Complainant is directed to approach the Respondent directly on any working day within the next three weeks. Respondent will supply the information which he states is already compiled. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007








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 Sunil Gautam,

# 270-B, Sector 51-A,

Chandigarh.







..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer

O/o Registrar,

Council of Homoeopathic System of Medicine,

Punjab, SCO 3025-28, Sector 22,

Chandigarh.







..Respondent

CC No. 877 of 2007

ORDER
Present : 
Sh. Sunil Gautam, Complainant in person.


Smt. Usha Kumari, Additional Deputy Registrar on behalf of the Respondent.



Complainant in this case is a former employee of the Registrar’s office, who had been prematurely retired from the position of Superintendent (Grade 1) in the year 2006.  Respondent claims that an ex-parte enquiry had been conducted against him by the Department, and that he was not given an opportunity to present his case.  On the basis of the enquiry report, he was prematurely retired. Complainant wishes to have information about any publication in a newspaper by the Respondent requiring the Complainant to appear before the enquiry officer as per the Punishment and Appeal Rules of Government. 
2.

Respondent states that the information demanded by the Complainant had been sent to him on several occasions.  On each such occasion, the letter containing the information was returned undelivered from the address of the Complainant. Respondent states that at the time of conducting of the enquiry in question, repeated notices were issued to the Complainant.   Ex-parte enquiry was conducted after he failed to accept delivery of such notices.

3.

In so far as the specific request for information is concerned, this relates to the publication of any notice in the newspapers regarding the enquiry proceedings. Respondent states that she would like to obtain this information 
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from her senior officers and would be in a position to deliver the information in question thereafter. 
4.

We, therefore, direct the Respondent to supply the information as per the demand of the Complainant before the next date.  To come up for confirmation of compliance on 19.09.07.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007








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.
Shri Bhim Singh (President),

Punjab Civil Secretariat Employees Union (Regd.),

Registration No. 2641,

Punjab Bhawan, Copernicus Marg,

New Delhi 110001.





…………..Complainant.

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Resident Commissioner (Pb.),

Punjab Bhawan, New Delhi.



 ……………....Respondent

CC No. 12 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present :
Sh. Bhim Singh , Complainant in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing, we had directed that the Deputy Resident Commissioner should give a personal hearing to the Complainant on an appointed date that is 25th June, 2007.  On that date, whatever information was still remaining was to be delivered to the Complainant. Complainant states before us today that he did not visit the office of Deputy Resident Commissioner as directed on the last date of hearing. The reason given by him is that he did not receive a copy of the order of the Commission dated 06.06.07 whereby he was to meet the officer concerned. 
2.

Quite obviously, the Complainant failed to avail of the opportunity that we had specifically provided for him.  The Respondent cannot be held responsible for not receiving or entertaining the Complainant who never turned up at the appointed time. 

3.

The Respondent has at no time refused to deliver the information in question to the Complainant. If Complainant missed the opportunity of appearing before the Respondent on the earlier appointed date, he is free to seek a fresh appointment. He is in fact working in the premises of Punjab Bhawan, New Delhi and his demand for information should be sorted out.
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4.

In view of the above, this matter is disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


      

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007










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.
Dr. Daisy Walia,

# 2-A, Gurudwara Moti Bagh Colony,

Patiala


.




….Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala







….Respondent.

CC No. 291 of 2007

ORDER
Present : 
Mr. S.K.Ahluwalia, H/o Dr. Daisy Walia on behalf of Complainant 


Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent PIO 


office of Register Punjab University, Patiala.





Arguments heard. Complainant submits written arguments also. Respondent wishes to study the written arguments for giving his reply.  He is permitted to do so within a week from today that is by 30th July 2007. Order reserved.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.07.2007









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







   State Information Commissioner







(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     State Information Commissioner
