STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, H. M.No.61,

Phase 3-B-I, Mohali-160059.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Zonal-1), Patiala.
    _______ Respondents

CC No.  305  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Amrit Pal Singh complainant in person.

Shri Jarnail Singh, ASI, P.S. Civil Lines, Patiala on behalf of the respondent..

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that information has been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant however had alleged that the information is deficient and undertook to submit a written representation specifying the deficiencies.  Accordingly, he has submitted a letter dated 19.3.2010, which is taken on record. A copy of the same has also been supplied to the respondent for filing reply/rejoinder.



To come up on 1.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Manohar Lal Narula s/o Shri Mathura Dass,

H.No.582, Sector 69, SAS Nagar, Mohali.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

    _______ Respondents

CC No.  232  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Manohar Lal Narula complainant in person alongwith Shri Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, Advocate..


H.C. Nirmal Singh o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 26.2.2010, the complainant had alleged that the information supplied to him was not duly attested.  The counsel for the complainant states today that he has received fresh certified copies and he is fully satisfied with the information. In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is filed / closed.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Manohar Lal Narula s/o Shri Mathura Dass,

H.No.582, Sector 69, SAS Nagar, Mohali.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

    _______ Respondents

CC No.  231  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Manohar Lal Narula complainant in person alongwith Shri Jagmohan Singh Bhatti, Advocate..


H.C. Nirmal Singh o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 26.2.2010, the complainant had alleged that the information supplied to him was not duly attested.  The counsel for the complainant, today, states that he has received fresh certified copies and he is satisfied. In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is filed / closed.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla, Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank, Lehragaga-148031.



_______ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer o/o

The Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority-Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

AC No.   93     of 2010

Present:-
Shri Rakesh Kumar Singla appellant in person.

Shri Maan Sarovar, Excise and Taxation  Inspector o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Sangrur.

ORDER



The complainant states that he has received the information on all the queries raised by him.  However, he pleads that his request for information was addressed to the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Sangrur on 5.10.2009.  Information was not supplied to him within 30 days.  Thereafter, first appeal was filed on 17.11.2009.  The first appellate authority had allowed only partial information, which was also not supplied by the PIO within stipulated time.  Consequently, the appellant had to move the State Information Commission on 11.1.2010.  Finally, the information has been supplied to him after a delay of 135 days.  He further pleads that the information has been supplied  in violation of Right to Information Act, 2005, therefore, penalty should be imposed on the Public Information Officer.
2.

Heard the parties.  On the face of it, there has been a delay in supply of this information.  Issue Show Cause Notice to the Public Information Officer (Shri D.S.Gill, Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Sangrur)  why a penalty should not be imposed on him for violation of the statutory provision of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

CC


Shri D.S.Gill, Public Information Officer-cum-



Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Sangrur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rajinder Singh Sandhu, Advocate,

Chamber No.26, Near SDM Office, Civil Courts,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.





_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

FAA- the Inspector General of Police, Ferozepur.

    _______ Respondents

AC No.   56     of 2010

Present:-
Shri Iqbal Singh on behalf of the appellant..



Shri Nirmal Singh, HC on behalf of the respondent No.1.

ORDER



Shri Iqbal Singh states that he has received complete information and he is satisfied with the same.

2.

The respondent also submits a letter dated 14.3.2010 stating that complete information has been supplied, consequent upon payment of the requisite fee by the complainant.  

3.

In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is filed / closed.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh

Ex-Punch, Village Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.
          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


    _______ Respondents

CC No. 325 of 2010

Present::-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None was present on the last date of hearing on 25.2.2010.  None has again appeared today.  As a last opportunity, fresh notice be issued to the parties for 12.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amin Chand,

s/o late Sh. Tek Chand,

# 205, Ghumar Mandi, 

Ludhiana, Punjab.






______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.





      _______ Respondents

AC No. 1016 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Shri Amin Chand appellant in person

ii)
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar (Admn.) on behalf of the 


respondent.

ORDER


The appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the same.  
2. 

In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is filed / closed.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hari Singh,

s/o Sh. Sardara Singh,

VPO – Harpalpura, Teh. – Rajpura,

District Patiala, Punjab.



_________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 2606 of 2009
Present:        i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)     
Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 25.2.2010, the complainant had alleged deficiencies in the information supplied to him.  
2.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura has today placed on record, a copy of letter No.85/Nazool dated 18.3.2010, addressed to Shri Hari Singh, the complainant.  The balance information has been forwarded to him vide this letter.  The complainant, however, is absent. Let him confirm if he is satisfied that the deficiencies in the information have been removed.  

2.

To come up on 1.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M. 


3.

The respondent, Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura is exempted for further appearance.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Lakhwinder Singh s/o S. Pritam Singh, 

VPO Karmuwala,  Police Station Ghall Khurd,

Tehsil and Distt. Ferozepur.




_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.

    _______ Respondents

CC No.  438      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Lakhwinder Singh,  complainant in person.


H.C.Nirmal Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a copy of letter No.111/RTI/1 dated 10.2.2010 enclosing an acknowledgement from the complainant that he has been duly informed that the information cannot be supplied to him under Section 8(i)(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The matter is still under investigation and disclosure, at this stage, would impede the process of investigation.
2.

The complainant, however, says that even copy of FIR and cross FIR have also not been supplied to him.  I see no reason, why copies of the FIRs could not be supplied.  The respondent is directed to supply copies of the FIRs to the complainant.
3.

To come up on 30.3.2010 at 10.30 A.M. for compliance.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

s/o Sh. Bachittar Singh,

R/o 201-204/100, 

Block – J, B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana, Punjab.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police (Vigilance),

Ludhiana Range, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director,


Vigilance Bureau Punjab,


SCO No.60-61, Sector 17-D,


Chandigarh.





      _______ Respondents
AC No. 08 of 2010
Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the appellant..

(ii) SI Sukhdev Singh on behalf of respondent No.1.alongwith Inspector Inderpal Singh and Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent No.2.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the appellant.  However, a written submission from Shri Daljit Singh Grewal has been received through respondent stating that he has received the deficient information vide letter No.1025/AC-3/VB dated 18.3.2010.  It has further been stated that the appellant has no objection, if the appeal case is disposed of.  Accordingly, the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

s/o Sh. Bachittar Singh,

R/o 201-204/100,

Block-J, B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana.








_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police (Vigilance),

Ludhiana, Punjab.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Director Vigilance Bureau,

SCO No. 60-61, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.








    _______ Respondents
AC No. 15 of 2010

Present:-
(i)
None on behalf of the appellant..

(iii) SI Sukhdev Singh on behalf of respondent No.1.alongwith Inspector Inderpal Singh and Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent No.2.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the appellant.  However, a written submission from Shri Daljit Singh Grewal has been received through respondent stating that he has received the deficient information vide letter No.1025/AC-3/VB dated 18.3.2010.  It has further been stated that the appellant has no objection, if the appeal case is disposed of.  Accordingly, the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

March 19, 2010





      Punjab

