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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilance Citizen’s Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344,

Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana. 

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 05 of 2010
Present:-  
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurmeet Chauhan o/o the Inspector General of Police (HQRS), Chandigarh for the respondent..

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the PIO o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh was directed to supply the information to the complainant within 15 days.  The PIO has confirmed that information has since been supplied vide No.435/RTI-3 dated 11.2.2010.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation nor he has sought any adjournment. In view of the fact that information has been supplied pertaining to the office of the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, no cause of action is left. The complaint case is closed.











   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




      Punjab 

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

Shri Pal Singh c/o Boby Jewellers,

Near Khuh Wala Chowk, Morinda, Distt. Ropar.


_______ Complainant.
      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Mohali.


    _______ Respondents

CC No. 203 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Pal Singh complainant in person.


Shri S.S.Bains, Deputy Superintendent of Police (Hqrs), Mohali.

ORDER



The respondent has supplied the requisite information vide letter No.1188/09/2746/RTI dated 18.2.2010.  The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information.

2.

In view of this, complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




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

Shri Ranjit Singh s/o Shri Chamail Singh,

Village Bari, P.O. Manoli, Distt. Mohali.



_______ Complainant.
      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Officer,

Mohali.








    _______ Respondents

CC No. 161 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Manphool Singh on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Kuldeep Singh, Asstt. Food and Civil Supplies Officer alongwith


Shri Sikanderjit Singh Inspector for the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant states that he had moved an application on10.11.2009 but was informed by the Inspector, Food and Civil Supplies Office, Jagatpura only on 16.12.2009 vide letter NO.09/47 to deposit fee @ Rs.2/- per page for 800 pages.  The complainant pleads that information was to be supplied within 30 days failing, which it is to be supplied free.

2.

The respondents are ready with the information.  Since there is delay, the information may be supplied free of cost.  

3.

With this direction the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




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

Shri Rajinder Singh c/o Shri Pritam Pal Sharma,

H.No.284, Gali No.8, Hussainpura (East), Amritsar.



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Joint Director (Admn.), Punjab Vigilance Bureau,

Chandigarh.

The First Appellate Authority,

o/o the Joint Director (Admn.), Punjab Vigilance Bureau,

Chandigarh.







    _______ Respondents
AC No. 51 of 2010

Present:
Shri Rajinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri Kamlajit Singh, Inspector alongwith Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent No.2

ORDER



The appellant had sought information as to what action has been taken on his complaints dated 17.9.2009 and 7.10.2009.  In response, the appellant was duly informed by the respondent that complaints have been forwarded to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh for further action.  



In view of this, the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. If he needs any further information, he may approach the PIO o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




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

Shri Rajinder Singh c/o Shri Pritam Pal Sharma,

H.No.284, Gali No.8, Hussainpura (East), Amritsar.



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.








    _______ Respondents
AC No. 49 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Singh appellant in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh Inspector alongwith Shri Lakhbir Singh for respondents.

ORDER



Main plea of the appellant is that Shri R.K. Gupta, SIC vide his order dated 25.9.2009 had directed registration of an FIR for the missing record.  The appellant wants a copy of this FIR. 

The Inspector General of Police (Hqrs.), vide his letter No.3673/RTI-1 dated 20.10.2009 addressed to Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar had forwarded the order of the Commission for immediate compliance.  Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar was further asked to send an attested copy of FIR registered against the culprits for onward submission to the State Information Commission.  Subsequently, it seems that a reminder was also issued on 29.10.2009.  Unfortunately, however, no FIR was registered. A mere entry in the Daily Dairy was made and the case was closed as untraced, after recording the statement of Executive Engineer of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar that file has probably been misplaced during the shifting of the office.  On a pointed query whether any departmental proceedings have been initiated against the custodian of the file for missing/misplacing the same, the Commission was informed that no action has been taken.  

It appears that the direction of the Commission dated 25.09.2009 has been taken very lightly by the district authorities.  A show cause notice be issued to the PIO o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar why action against the concerned official should not be taken for non-compliance of the direction of the Commission.


To come up on 9.3.2010 at 10.30 AM.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




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

Shri Kulwinder Ram s/o Sh. Sardari Lal,

VPO Bhabiana Police Station Station, Rawalpindi,

Distt. Kapurthala.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority-cum-Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-II, Jalandhar.








_______ Respondents
AC No. 42 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Rajneesh Madhok on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Inspector for the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant had moved an application on 1.9.2009 to PIO o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala seeking information on seven issues, though in his application nine serial numbers have been mentioned. In fact Sr. No.3 and 7 are missing in the application.


Reply on all the seven points, except  Sr. No.8 was furnished to the information seeker vide letter No.361/RTI dated 20.11.2009.  Information pertaining to Sr. No.8, which is copy of the FIR No.32 dated 13.2.2007 of Police Station, Sadar, Phagwara was also supplied today at the time of hearing.  Since information on all the points have been supplied, no cause of action is left. The case is closed.
2.

The application for information is dated 1.9.2009 and information was supplied on 20.11.2009.  Obviously, there has been some delay for which the PIO is cautioned to be more careful in future.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




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

Shri Navkiran Singh, Advocate,

#516, Sector 11-B, Chandigarh.





_______ Appellant

      




Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal Secretary, Vigilance Deptt., Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-cum-Additional Director General of Police,

IVC-cum-Human Rights, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh.







    _______ Respondents
AC No. 41 of 2010

Present:
Shri Navkiran Singh appellant in person.

Shri Paramjit Singh, APIO on behalf of respondent No.2.
ORDER


The respondent has supplied the requisite information vide letter No.1735/IVCI dated 18.2.2010.  The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information.

2.

In view of this, complaint case is closed.

.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




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

Sh. Rajwinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Niranjan Singh,

r/o Village Bahmna,

Teh. – Samana, Distt. Patiala.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent of Police (D),

Punjab Police, Patiala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 124 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Narinder Pal Singh on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Darshan Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had sought information from PIO o/o the Superintendent of Police (D), Punjab Police, Patiala.  The respondent had conveyed that the inquiry report cannot be supplied as inquiry has still not been completed. The respondent represented by Shri Darshan Singh, ASI states that matter is still under investigation on the basis of the application No.1124/OP dated 1.4.2009 moved by Shri Rajwinder Singh, complainant to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.  Since the inquiry has not been completed, copy of the same cannot be supplied.

2.

The respondent agrees that as and when inquiry is completed, copies of the same, as sought by the complainant, will be supplied to him.
3.

In view of this, the complaint case is closed.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner
19

19th  February, 2010




      Punjab 
