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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Kumar Dutta

s/o Shri P.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2206  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Pradeep Dutta appellant in person.

SI Amarvinder Singh alongwith ASI Jagroop Singh and HC Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant pleads that he has received copies of all the record except the Ziminies.  The plea of the appellant is that Hon’ble Delhi High Court in Deputy Commissioner of Police vs. D.K. Sharma  reported in 2011(2) RCR (Civil) 660; 176 (2011) DLT-86 has held that where criminal trial had concluded and information is sought by the person pertaining to his own case, no prejudice could be caused, if Daily Dairy entries including information gathered during the course of investigation and copies of case diaries were furnished to him.  Hon’ble High Court has held that the provisions of Section 22 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 will prevail on any other law for the time being in force.
2.

The plea of the respondent on the other hand is that this Commission in an earlier decision pertaining to this very information-seeker had denied access to Ziminies and Daily Dairies.  This order of the Commission has been challenged by the present appellant in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and the matter has been admitted by the Hon’ble High Court.

3.

The appellant on the other hand pleads that Zimnies were denied by the Ld. State Information Commissioner -Shri P.K. Verma as at that time a criminal case against the appellant was still under trial. Since then the facts have changed. The proceedings in the Court are over.  The appellant relies on the above quoted authority of the Hon’ble Delhi High Court and pleads that at this stage there is no bar to furnish him the copies of Zimnies as its disclosure by no stretch of imagination can impede the investigation or prosecution of accused within the meaning of Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act.
4.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The decision of the Single Commissioner-Shri P.K. Verma, the then SIC has been overruled by the decision dated 23.10.2013 of Larger Bench in AC-996/2013 and AC-1731/2013. 
5.

There is no stay order by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court to allow access to Zimines and Daily Diaries to the present appellant. Therefore, in view of the decision of the Larger Bench of this Commission and decision of the Hon’ble Delhi High Court and considering that trial proceedings in the Court are over, I see no reason to deny the copies of Zimnies Orders to the appellant.  Therefore, I direct the respondent to provide him copies of Daily Diaries by 25.11.2013. With this direction, the case filed in the Commission on 4.10.2013 is closed.




( R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta

s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority-

Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala.






    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2428 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Pradeep Dutta appellant in person.

SI Amarvinder Singh alongwith ASI Jagroop Singh and HC Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant makes a written submission that some of the record including DD entries are said to have been destroyed by the respondent.  His plea is that this has been done by the respondent despite the fact that the matter is pending under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and also despite the fact that directions was given by various authorities not to destroy the record till completion of the inquiry against the present appellant.
2.

Let the respondent file its written reply.  In the meantime, the respondent is directed not to destroy the record pertaining to RTI queries raised by the present appellant relating to FIR No.112 of 2006 of Police Station (City), Rajpura.

3.

To come up on 3.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ravinder Singh Gill, 

#986, Near Dev Hotel, 

Main Bazar Moga. 






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General of prisons, Punjab

Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director General of prisons, Punjab

Chandigarh







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2107  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri J.P. Singh, AIG-cum-APIO alongwith Shri Parveen Kumar and 
Shri Sahil Virdi both clerks on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing. The respondent had taken the plea that information relates to a third party and is of personal nature.  No public interest or cause to disclose this information has been pleaded or prima facie established.  The appellant, therefore, was called upon to file his rejoinder.  He has sent a written submissions relating to the proviso to Section 8(1)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
2.

I have considered the plea of the parties and also perused the queries of the appellant date 22.7.2013.  The information-seeker is asking for copies of annual property returns and service record of Shri Paramjit Singh Sandhu, Superintendent Jail, Ropar.  The information is of a personal nature within the meaning of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act and  unless a public cause or interest in its disclosure is pleaded and prima facie shown to exist, information is exempted from disclosure.  The facts of this case are covered by the decision of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Girish Ramchandra Deshpande vs. Central Information Commissioner and others, SLP (C) No.27734 of 2012 decided on 3.10.2013. Hence, I do not find any merit in the present appeal and close the same which was filed in the Commission on 27.9.2013. 




( R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Bina Rani w/o Shri Ram Saroop,

#2796, Ward No.10, Mohan Nagar,

Near Nagar Council,

Bhawanigarh Distt. Sangrur.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer,

Distribution Division,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

Bhawanigarh, District Sangrur.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1798 of 2013

Present:-
Ms. Bina Rani complainant in person.

Shri Jatin Goel, Senior Executive Engineer alongwith Shri Khushwinder Singh, UDC on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the parties.  No ground to reopen the closed case.




( R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vidya Sagar Pandey,

#2037, Sector 15-C,

Chandigarh.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer 

o/o the Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Zirakpur.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2529 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Vidya Sagar Pandey complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the respondent.  They were also absent on the last date of hearing.  Issue fresh notice.  It is made clear that this is the last opportunity for the respondent to file written reply failing which appropriate action under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 will be initiated.
2.

To come up on 13.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.




( R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jai Bhagwan Jain,

#57, Gali No 1, Gulab Vatika Loni, 

Dist Gaziabad-201102 





 -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Commissioner of Police ,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Commissioner of Police ,

Ludhiana







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2072  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Hawaldar Parminder Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing and is again absent today without any intimation.  The respondent submits on record, a copy in original, of its letter No.295/RTI dated 28.10.2013, which was sent to the present appellant on his given address by registered post but has been returned by the postal authorities.  This document is taken on the record of the case file.
2.

On the last date of hearing, the appellant was given an opportunity to file his rejoinder, if any, which he has not availed.  The consecutive absence of the appellant on two dates only indicates that he is not interested in pursuing the present appeal which was filed in the Commission on 29.9.2013.  I have considered the reply of the respondent and documents placed on record by the respondent.  I accept the plea of the respondent and close the present appeal filed in the Commission on 24.09.2013.




( R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh

s/o Shri Tarsem Lal,

Village Noorpur, PO Sarhal Kajiyan,

Tehsil Nawanshahr, District SBS Nagar.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.3616 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



HC Parminder Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing, the respondent had submitted that information had been furnished to the complainant to his entire satisfaction. The case was adjourned to 19.11.2013 as the complainant was absent without intimation.  He is again absent today without any intimation.  The respondent has placed on record a copy of its letter No.310/RTI dated 17.11.2013 alongwith a photocopy of the information which was sent to the complainant.  In view of this, I do not find any merit in the present case and close the same, which was filed in the Commission on 23.9.2013.
(R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

#78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri (Sangrur)




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Bhador (Sangrur)

First Appellate Authority

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Bhador (Sangrur)





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1105  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.



Shri Gurdeep Singh, JE on behalf of the respondent.

Order


The plea of the respondent is that they have already furnished the information but this fact has been denied by the appellant who has sent a fax message received vide diary No.26033 dated 18.11.2013. To settle the issue, the respondent is directed to place on record, a copy of the information said to have been given to the appellant.
2.

To come up on 29.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Singh, Sanan Mohalla,

Ward No.11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala (Gurdaspur).





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Officer,

PSPCL Ltd., Fatehgarh Churian,

District Gurdaspur.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2593 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.  The case is adjourned to 28.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
(R.I. Singh)



November 19, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

