STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Manjit Singh Shahi

s/o S.  Jaspal Singh Shahi,

VPO Hargana,

Tehsil Khamanon,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib 





 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o I.G.P. (Hqrs)

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Addl. Director General of Police (IVC),

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





      …Respondents

AC- 842/12
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondents: Insp. Balwant Singh; and Cons. Mandeep Singh.


Respondents today submitted a written acknowledgement dated 07.09.2012 regarding receipt of complete information to his satisfaction.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Sunita Suresh Kumar

Plot No. 111/1, Road No. 13,

M.I.D.C. Andheri (E)

MUMBAI-400093



        


 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Crime),

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police (Crime),

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.






…Respondents
AC- 817/12
Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Maninder Sekhon, advocate 


For the respondents: Sub-Inspector Piara Singh.


During the proceedings today, it transpired that complete information as per the application 04.04.2012 stood provided by the respondent to the appellant.  Sh. Sekhon, who was present on behalf of the appellant, expressed his satisfaction over the same. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(97790-09872)

Sh. Parshotam Lal,

s/o Sh. Kehar Dass,

r/o Ghataro,

Tehsil & Distt. Nawan Shahr,


   

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Hqrs.

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 2005/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Parshotam Lal in person.


None for the respondent.


The present complaint dated 14.07.2012 has been filed by Sh. Parshottam Lal, received in the office of the Commission on 18.07.2012 asserting that a copy of the decision / order passed in his Revision Petition by the Director General of Police rejecting the petition vide office order no. 4812/E-2(1) dated 01.06.2009 (Chandigarh), as requested by him under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 28.05.2012 has not been provided.  

Complainant stated that no information has so far been provided to him.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from it. 


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to provide complete satisfactory information to the complainant as per his application dated 28.05.2012, under intimation to the Commission.

Adjourned to 18.10.2012 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vijay Kumar

s/o Sh. Ram Parkash,

village Udhanwal,

Tehsil Balachaur,

Disttl Nawanshar.




   

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Provisioning)

o/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Hqrs.

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent
CC- 2039/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vijay Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Supdt. 


This complaint has been filed with the Commission on 20.07.2012 by Sh. Vijay Kumar, stating that no information as sought by him under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 19.06.2012 pertaining to any shortage of ammunition detected by the Punjab Police in the Punjab Police Armed Battalion Commando, IRB at all its centres, during the period 01.04.2011 to 19.06.2012, has been provided.

Sh. Vijay Kumar submitted that no information has been provided to him so far. 


A letter no. 3853 dated 24.08.2012 has been received from the AIG (Admn) wherein it has been stated that the information sought by the complainant pertains to more than one PIOs and hence he be advised to put up separate applications before each of them for getting the information.


The Commission is of the view that the respondent office is the controlling authority for all the PIOs over the State and as such, it must be receiving various periodical returns including the one containing the information sought by the complainant.   Therefore, respondent PIO is directed to compile the relevant information and provide it to the complainant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission, to avoid invocation of punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 18.10.2012 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner

C.C.
A.D.G.P. Provisioning, o/o DIGP, Punjab  Police Headquarters, Sector 9, Chandigarh, to ensure the compliance of the orders of the Commission by the respondent PIO.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(84275-54895)

Sh. Karamjit Singh

s/o Sh. Hari Ram,
VPO Pasiana,

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.



   

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab (Headquarters)

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1163/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Karamjit Singh in person.
For the respondents: Insp. Jagbir Singh, SHO, PS Sanaur (95929-12528); and Const. Hakam Singh.


Both the parties have been heard at quite some length.

During the proceedings, it transpired that as per the complainant, if a copy of the order of stay granted by the court, as mentioned in the relevant enquiry report, is provided to him, he will be satisfied with the information.


In this view of the matter, DSP (Rural), Patiala is directed to provide a copy of the said stay order to Sh. Karamjit Singh within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 31.10.2012 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner 

C.C.
The Deputy Supdt. of Police (Rural)


Patiala.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh Brar, IPS,

IG Traffic,

Punjab Police Hqrs.

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





   

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 2040/12
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Narinder Pal Sharma, advocate.


For the respondent: Sh. Jagmohanjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


This complaint has been received in the Commission on 20.07.2012 from Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh Brar, through his counsel Sh. Narinder Pal Sharma, Advocate, stating that no information in response to his application dated 25.04.2012 submitted under the RTI Act, 2005 concerning promotion cases of Police officers for the period 1998-2012, has been provided so far. 


Complainant submitted that no information has so far been provided by the respondent.


A communication no. 3488 dated 17.08.2012 has been received from the respondent taking various objections including the alternative remedies available to the complainant for obtaining the information.    


Taking the matter in its entirety, respondent PIO is directed to provide the relevant information to the complainant well before the next date fixed, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 31.10.2012 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Aarti Pansotra,

F-14/112, Gali No. 6,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road,

Amritsar.




  

                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





         …Respondents

AC- 550/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Raj Kumar.


None for the respondent. 


In the hearings dated 20.06.2012 and 25.07.2012, the case was adjourned on the joint request of the parties.


No one has come present on behalf of the respondent.  However, a communication dated 10.09.2012 has been received wherein direction is sought to the appellant to submit a fresh representation along with the necessary documents.   This plea of the respondent is declined and accordingly, respondent PIO shall provide the pending information to the appellant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 


In the next hearing, Ms. Devinder Kaur, Supdt.-cum-PIO (Edu. III Br.) shall appear in person to explain the matter.


Adjourned to 04.10.2012 at 2.00 PM for further proceedings.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-


Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing was over, Sh. Dinesh Bansal, Sr. Asstt. appeared on behalf of the respondent.  He stated that the original representation of the appellant has not been received in their office and the matter was being followed up on the basis of his RTI application and hence a fresh representation is being requested.  He further submitted that the appellant seeks appointment / recruitment in the department which is not within their powers.  He also stated that the matter is under process and the present information can only be provided after a final decision is taken in the matter.


Respondent is directed to provide point-wise complete information which is now pending, to the appellant under intimation to the Commission.   Sh. Dinesh Bansal has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 


As already noted above, to come up on 04.10.2012 at 2.00 PM.








     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98729-38702)

Sh. Tarsem Chand,

H. No. B-294, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur-148001.



        


     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Divisional Engineer (Estt.)

Punjab State Water Resources Management & Dev. Corpn Ltd.
SCO 28-29, Sector 26,
Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Divisional Engineer (Planning)

Punjab State Water Resources Management & Dev. Corpn Ltd.
SCO 28-29, Sector 26,
Chandigarh.





    
  …Respondents
AC- 1018/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Tarsem Chand in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Darshan Kumar Garg, XEN-PIO


Vide application dated 31.01.2012 addressed to the respondent no. 1 sought information on three points pertaining to promotions to the post of Sub-Divisional Engineers, under the RTI Act, 2005.


It has further been averred that first appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 25.04.2012.   
It is also observed that the first appellate authority, vide its communication no. 1400-01/30/Plg. Dated 08.05.2012 wrote to the respondent no. 1 to provide the information sought by the applicant-appellant.  The present Second Appeal has been preferred with the Commission, received in its office on 25.07.2012, stating that the information has not been provided so far. 


Respondent submitted that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant has already been provided.  Appellant, who is present in the hearing, endorses the statement of the respondent.   Also a written acknowledgement dated 04.09.2012 has been received from Sh. Tarsem Chand, the appellant. 


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh Mangat Arora, Advocate, S/O Sh.Tehal Singh,

C/O Chamber No. 2, Distt. Courts, Faridkot.

Tehsil and Distt. Faridkot.  





…Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o C.M.D., PSTCL, PSEB, Head Office,

The Mall, Patiala. Tehsil & Distt. Patiala.


2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o P.S.P.C.L.

Patiala.






…Respondents












CC- 379/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Karamjit Singh, Sr. XEN; and Jaswinder Singh, SDO. 


Respondents present today submitted that information in the present case covers the information sought by the complainant in CC No. 378/12 as well.    Perusal of the case file confirms the same.   Respondents also submitted that any other information required by the complainant shall also be gladly provided.


Complete point-wise information has been brought to the Commission for onward delivery to the complainant.   However, since the complainant is not present today, respondent is directed to mail this information to Sh. Mangat Arora per registered post and send a copy of the postal receipt for records of the Commission.


A copy of the information has also been tendered before the Commission for its records.


Since now the complete information is provided to the complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh Mangat Arora, Advocate,
S/O Sh. Tehal Singh,

C/O Chamber No. 2, 
District Courts, Faridkot.                                                    
…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o A.E.E., TLSC, PSTCL, Sub Division,

AEE at 132 KV Sub Station, G.T. Road,

Moga, 
Tehsil & Distt.Moga.





      
 …Respondent.                                                  











CC- 378/12
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Karamjit Singh, Sr. XEN; and Jaswinder Singh, SDO. 


Respondents present today submitted that information in CC No. 379/12 also covers the information sought by the complainant in this case.    Perusal of the case file confirms the same.   Respondents also submitted that any other information required by the complainant shall also be gladly provided.


Complete point-wise information has been brought to the Commission for onward delivery to the complainant.   However, since the complainant is not present today, respondent is directed to mail this information to Sh. Mangat Arora per registered post and send a copy of the postal receipt for records of the Commission.


A copy of the information has also been tendered before the Commission for its records.


Since now the complete information is provided to the complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









     Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 11.09.2012



State Information Commissioner

