STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. A.D.G.P. (Internal Vigilance),

Punjab Police HQ, Sector-9, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 299   of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Dr. Pradeep Dutta,   appellant  in person .

ii)       Sh. Paramdeep Singh Sandhu, S.P.Vig.(Intr)  , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that specific replies to the questions asked by the appellant in his application dated 15-12-2009, based on his office records,  are as follows:-

1) The appellant’s letter  dated 12-11-2009 was received in his office on    09-12-2009,    and letter dated 13-11-2009 was received on 

14-12-2009 .

2) Both the letters of  the appellant have been sent to the IGP Zonal for taking necessary action and report.

3) The file no. on which the action mentioned at sr. no. 2 above was taken  is file no. 142/PTL/9. 

Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,

Near Main Post Office,

Leela Bhawan Chowk.,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  300 of 2010
Present:
i)         Dr. Pradeep Dutta,   appellant   in person .

ii)   Dr. Bhupinder Singh, SMO, Rajpura, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant was given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 07-01-2010, and it has been further clarified/ amplified by the respondent today.

No further action is  required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh. 






__________ Respondent

AC No.   306 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Dr. Pradeep Dutta,  appellant in person .
ii)        Sh. J.S.Brar, ADTO-cum-APIO, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


A  complete  reply to the appellant’s application for information was given by the respondent vide his letter dated 25-01-2010.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  307 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Dr. Pradeep Dutta,  appellant  in person. 

ii)         Insp. Sat Pal Sharma, CIA, Rajpura  and ASI Kasturi Lal, on        behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case has been addressed by the appellant to the PIO, office of the SSP, Patiala, but of the two items of information  mentioned in the application,  item no.1  asks for attested copies of the inquiry reports conducted by DGP, Punjab, Chandigarh, ADGP (IVC) , IGP (Hqrs.), Punjab, Chandigarh, IGP Zonal I, Punjab, Patiala. Obviously, the application has been addressed to the wrong office insofar as this item of information is concerned. 

The second item of information asks for a copy of the  complete case diary (zimni) relating  to FIR No. 112 dated 14-05-2006, in which  a charge sheet has already been filed in the Court but the trial is yet  to start . The respondent states that the appellant is an accused in the case and the contents of the case diary of the inquiry officer cannot be disclosed to him under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005, since it would adversely affect the appellant’s prosecution. The respondent has stated in his written reply to the notice for hearing that the 
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disclosure of the contents of the case diary of the accused is also prohibited under Section 172 Cr PC and Section 145  IPC. 


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 28-05-2010 to enable the appellant to prepare written arguments in support of his contention that the case diary of the inquiry officer  should be made available to him despite  the legal provisions cited by the respondent. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 308   of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Dr. Pradeep Dutta,   complainant  in person .

ii)         Insp. Sat Pal Sharma,CIA,Rajpura  and ASI Kasturi Lal, on        behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant was given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 19-03-2010, but the appellant states that it is illegible . A fresh completely legible copy has therefore been given by the respondent to the appellant in the Court today.


The appellant has requested for some time to study the reply and to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which has been supplied to him. The request is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 28-05-2010 for further considerations and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. ADGP (Admn Wing),

Punjab Police HQ, Sector-9, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  309 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Dr. Pradeep Dutta,   appellant  in person .
ii)        None on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant has dropped his complaint in this case.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  310  of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Dr. Pradeep Dutta,   complainant  in person .

ii)         Insp. Sat Pal Sharma, CIA, Rajpura  and ASI Kasturi Lal, on        behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the inquiry  report of the DSP, Rajpura, on the complaint dated 12-11-2009 of the appellant has been sent to the DIG, Patiala Range, vide his letter dated 17-03-2010.  According to the appellant’s information, the DIG has since returned the report to the respondent asking him for a  para vise report along with his comments and a decision has, therefore, not yet been taken on the complaint dated 12-11-2009 . In his application for information,  however, the appellant has asked only for a copy of the DSP’s inquiry report and if the respondent  has not sent this information on the ground that the complaint is still under consideration , it is necessary that a date should be fixed by which the required information will be provided to the appellant. I, therefore, direct that the respondent should submit to the Court on the next date of    hearing   a   copy  of    the   report   of   the   DSP,     along   with 
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a copy of the reply given by the respondent to the letter of the DIG asking for a para wise report along with his comments, and the decision, if any, which has been taken by the DIG, Patiala Range, if it has been conveyed to him. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
A copy is forwarded to the PIO, DIG, of  Police, Patiala Range, Patiala, with reference to the application for information dated 15-02-2010 of Dr.Pradeep Dutta ,addressed to him ( copy enclosed for ready reference) .He should depute an authorized representative with reference to endst. no/ 329/20AN dated 25-03-2010 from the office of the SSP, Patiala to his address,  who should attend this Court at 10 AM on 28-05-2010,  and submit to this Court a copy of the decision taken by the DIG, Patiala Range, Patiala on the complaint dated 12-11-2010 of Dr. Pradeep Dutta.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 311 of 2010 
Present:
i)   
 Dr. Pradeep Dutta,  appellant  in person .

ii)         Insp. Sat Pal Sharma,CIA,Rajpura  and ASI Kasturi Lal, on        behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant was given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 07-04-2010. The appellant has some doubt and the required clarification was given by the respondent in the Court today,  to the appellant’s satisfaction.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 312   of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Dr. Pradeep Dutta,  appellant in person .

ii)         Insp. Sat Pal Sharma,CIA,Rajpura  and ASI Kasturi Lal, on        behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


It has been explained to the respondent that the exemption being claimed from giving the  required information to the appellant under Section 8 (1) (h) of the RTI Act, 2005, is misplaced , because the information for which exemption has been claimed has not even been asked for. The precise information required by the appellant has been explained to the respondent in the Court today and he has made a commitment that  the same will be sent to the appellant before the next date of hearing,  and a copy of the information sent by the respondent to the appellant  should also be brought by him on 28-05-2010 at 10 AM .

Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 313   of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Dr. Pradeep Dutta,  appellant  in person .

ii)         Insp. Sat Pal Sharma,CIA,Rajpura  and ASI Kasturi Lal, on        behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given by the respondent to the appellant vide his letter dated 07-04-2010.



Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th  May, 2010
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr.Pradeep Dutta,

S/o. Dr. P.K.Dutta,

R/o. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi -110048.
  




________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Fatehgarh  Sahib.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 1007 Of 2009

Present:
i)   
   Dr. Pradeep Dutta appellant in person. 

ii)  
   Sh.Umesh Bhandari, ETO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required to be given to the appellant in compliance with the orders dated 26-03-2010,  is being obtained from Shambhu barrier, and he has made a commitment that it will be sent to the appellant by post within seven days from today,  and he will also bring a copy of the same to the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th May,2010


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Lali Rani,

W/o. DSP Parminder Singh,

R/o.T.G.T.(Social Science), K.V.No-1,

Ferozepur Cantt.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police/Commandant,

4th I.R.B.Battalion, Near Kanji Qila, Headquarters,

Kapurthala.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 199   of 2010

Present:
       None. 
ORDER


In compliance with the orders dated 08-04-2010, the respondent has sent the required information to the complainant vide his letter dated  21-04-2010, through a special messenger,  but  the complainant has refused to take it.  The respondent has also  sent a copy of the same to the Court,  which should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for her information.

Disposed  of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th May,2010


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas,

H.No- 1375, Gali Chobra Wali,

VPO-Verka, Amritsar.


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director, State Transport Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Bldg., Sector-17,

Chandigarh.
 




__________ Respondent

CC No. 656 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas, complainant in person.
ii)        Sh. Satish Kumar, Sr. Assistant on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies , if any, in the information given by the respondent . Today, the complainant has given a list of alleged deficiencies, a copy of which has been handed over to the respondent, who is directed to come prepared with his response to the same and any clarification/additional information which is required to be given should also be brought to the Court on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 11 AM on 27-05-2010 for further considerations and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


4th May, 2010


