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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjit Singh Gill s/o Shri Sher Singh

#156, Guru Nanak Nagar, Jarot Road, Ambala-134007.
                   
 _______ Appellant      






Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Court of Ms. Amandeep Kaur Chauhan,

Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, Patiala-147001.


FAA-o/o Court of Ms. Amandeep Kaur Chauhan,

Judicial Magistrate Ist Class, Patiala-147001.

           
_______ Respondents

AC No.790 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Paramjit Singh Gill appellant in person.

Shri Malkiat Singh, Reader on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER:



The respondent submits written reply, a copy of which has been given to the appellant.  The plea of the respondent is that the required documents of the case file were sent to the information-seeker by registered post, which the appellant admits have been received by him. The plea of the appellant, however is that document relating to proof of neglect and refusal to maintain submitted by Ms. Mandeep  Kaur  petitioner in Crl. Misc. 19 of 2.12.2009 titled as Mandeep Kaur vs. Prabhjot Singh has still not been furnished.

2.

The appellant further submits that he has also asked the name of the prosecutor, which has not been given to him.  The plea of the respondent is that the copy of the entire  case file has been given to the information-seeker which contains all the relevant information including the name of the investigating officer and prosecutor.

3.

The plea of the respondent is correct to the extent that he is not expected to cull out the information and thereafter furnish it to the appellant.  Since the copies of the original case file have been furnished and all the information contained therein, there is no further obligation on the part of the PIO to cull out specific names out of these documents. 
4.

I find that the information-seeker has also raised some frivolous issues by way of seeking clarifications such as “clarify the term matter of evidence” to the petitioner.  Such queries do not fall within the ambit of the Right to Information Act, 2005 as they are not information under Section 2 (f) of the Act.

5.

To fully satisfy the information-seeker, it is directed that he shall be allowed inspection of the case file so as to enable him to identify the documents, required by him.  After identification of the documents, attested copies of the same shall be furnished to the information-seeker.

6.

The case is adjourned to 13.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011



               Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Secretary, Satluj Club, Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.                  -------------Respondents.

CC No. 1175 of 2011
Present:-
 Shri  Deepak Khullar on behalf of the complainant.

Shri K.S. Chawla, Advocate on behalf the respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent submits that an application praying for dismissal of the present appeal on  grounds mentioned therein.  A copy of this written application has been furnished to the information-seeker.  

2.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 12.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. as a last opportunity.  Arguments will be heard on that date and no further adjournment will be allowed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.






      -------------Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the General Secretary, Satluj Club, Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.

FAA- the General Secretary, Satluj Club, Rakh Bagh, Ludhiana.

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

AC No. 401 of 2011
Present:-
 Shri  Deepak Khullar on behalf of the complainant.

Shri K.S. Chawla, Advocate on behalf the respondent.

ORDER:


The respondent submits that an application praying for dismissal of the present appeal on grounds mentioned therein.  A copy of this written application has been furnished to the information-seeker.  

2.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 12.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M. as a last opportunity.  Arguments will be heard on that date and no further adjournment will be allowed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Khandelwal, Flat NO.149,

Mohali Employees Cooperative Society, Sector 68,

Mohali-160062.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab,

Cooperation Department, Mini Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






FAA - the Financial Commissioner, Cooperation Department,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 183  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Satinder Pal Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Shri  Om Parkash, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



I have heard the parties on the issue of delay.

2.

To come up on 25.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Khandelwal, Flat NO.149,

Mohali Employees Cooperative Society, Sector 68,

Mohali-160062.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






FAA - Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






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

AC No. 182  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Satinder Pal Singh on behalf of the appellant.

Shri  Om Parkash, PIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



I have heard the parties on the issue of delay.

2.

To come up on 25.5.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011



               Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagjit Singh, H.No.2017/I,

Sector 45-C, Chandigarh.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.


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

CC No. 510  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagjit Singh complainant in person.



Constable Surinder Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The parties seek an adjournment, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 20.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011



             Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh s/o Shri Bakhat Singh,

H.No.16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,Ludhiana.





      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Sports, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

FAA- Director Sports, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.     


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

AC No.  266  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Gurbax Singh appellant in person.

Shri Simar Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Jasminder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits letter No.11688 dated 19.5.2011 which is taken on record. A copy of this has also been given to the information-seeker.
2.

I have heard the parties.  The respondent confirms that inquiry on the basis of the complaint dated 8.11.2010 filed by the present information-seeker is still going on and has not been completed.  Therefore, a copy of the inquiry report, as on today, is not available and cannot be furnished.
3.

The respondent further clarifies that all certificates are issued under the signature and seal of the Director of Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Any certificate which does not bear the stamp and signatures of the Director would not be valid.

4.

The respondent further clarifies that departmental officials which were deputed to the office of Zila Parishad, Ludhiana, however, exceeded their authority in so far as they made specific recommendations in respect of sports candidates.  Three employees of the Sports Department were involved.  Their explanation has been called and copies of explanations, as also their replies, have been furnished to the information-seeker.

5.

A copy of instructions regulating grant of gradation certificate to sports men shall also be furnished to the information-seeker.  It is further directed that as and when the inquiry on the complaint dated 8.11.2010 is penalized, a copy of the same shall also be furnished to the information-seeker.

6.

With this direction, the present case is closed.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









     Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Kapoor s/o Shri Om Parkash,

r/o K-67, 4th Lane, Majithia Enclave, Near 24 No. Phatak,

Patiala.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer
o/o Rajindra Zymkhana and  Mohindra Club Limited,

Barandari Garden, Patiala.





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

CC No.720  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



Issue fresh notice to the parties.
2.

To come up on 14.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Varinder Dhillon,

#4123, Phase-II, Urban Estate, 

Patiala-147002.


                                                        

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, 

Department of Excise and Taxation, Chandigarh


        _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2805 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

None on behalf the respondent.

ORDER:


It appears that copy of the order dated 24.3.2011 has been returned by the postal authorities as undelivered to the PIO/Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Excise and Taxation, Chandigarh. A fresh copy of the order dated 24.3.2011 be sent to the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Excise and Taxation, Chandigarh by name with the directions for compliance of payment of compensation of Rs.6000/- to the information-seeker Mrs. Verinder Dhiloon, #4123, Phase-II, Urban Estate, Patiala-147002 by way of a treasury check within a period of 15 days from today, as ordered earlier on24.3.2011.
2.

To come up on 29.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M. 






      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 
CC

Shri S. S. Brar, IAS,

 Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab,

 Department of Excise and Taxation, Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jit Singh s/o Sh. Teja Singh

r/o #167-C, Focal Point, Rajpura Distt. Patiala-140401.

       _______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala-147001


       _______ Respondent.

CC No.2887 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The Sub Divisional Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation, Rajpura has not confirmed  if the compensation of Rs.6000/- which was directed to be paid to the present information-seeker vide order dated 24.3.2011 of this Commission to  Shri JIt Singh s/o Shri Teja Singh r/o 167-C, Focal Point, Rajpura, District Patiala has been paid through an official cheque. 


2.

Issue fresh notice to the parties.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Chairman Water Supply and Sewerage Board, Chandigarh for compliance of the order.

3.

To come up on 29.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 
CC

The Chairman Water Supply and Sewerage Board, Punjab, Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajender Singh Panwar, s/o Sh. Bhagat Singh Pawar,

Village- Pipola, PO-Jakhnidhar, Distt.-Tehrari Garhwal, Uttrakhand.
             -----------Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Inspector General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.



------------Respondent





CC No. 3694    of 2010

Present:-
 Shri  Rajender Singh Panwar complainant in person.

Inspector Piara Singh alongwith ASI Gian Singh, Kapurthala on behalf the respondent.

ORDER:


The facts of this case are that the information-seeker had moved a complaint dated 14.6.2010 to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh making certain allegations against some officials of the Police Department.  Subsequently, he moved a request under the Right to Information Act, 2005 seeking information as to what action had been taken on his complaint dated 14.6.2010.  He also demanded a copy of the inquiry report, if any.
2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The plea of the respondent/Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab, Chandigarh is that the complaint dated 14.6.2010 was sent to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala for inquiry.  The representative of the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala, however, states that this reference was never received in their office.  The end result is that no action has been  taken on the complaint dated 14.6.2010.  This fact, however, needs to be confirmed in writing by the o/o the Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab, Chandigarh.  On the other hand, if any inquiry has been conducted by any official of the Police then a copy of the same shall be furnished to the information-seeker.

3.

To come up on 13.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

 Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Amandeep Kaur d/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

H.No.1094, Phase-2, Urban Estate, Patiala.



_______ Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



    _______ Respondent.

CC No.3222 of 2010

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

Shri Vinod Kumar, Superintendent o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala alongwith 
Shri Hardeep Singh, clerk o/o the SDM, Samana,  Shri OM Parkash, Steno o/o Tehsildar, Rajpura and Shri Mohinder Sharma, Inspector o/o the Deputy Director Local Government, Patiala on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER:


Multiplicity of public authorities are involved in the present case.  Number of hearings were conducted and most of the information has been furnished by the different public authorities.  Today representative of SDM, Samana, Tehsildar, Rajpura and Deputy Director Local Government, Patiala are present.  They submitted that the entire record has been consigned to Office of the Additional Deputy Commissioner (D), Patiala who should furnish the balance information to the complainant.  Direction is, therefore, given that the Additional Deputy Commissioner (D), Patiala shall coordinate within the district and ensure that the balance information is also furnished.
2.

To come up on 25.7.2011 at 10.30 A.M.





      



    
(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011





               Chief Information Commissioner









  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.K. Khosla,  Kothi No.2870,

Sector 40-C, Chandigarh.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Engineer (Drainage),

Irrigation Works, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA-Chief Engineer (Drainage),

Irrigation Works, Punjab, Chandigarh.



    _______ Respondents

AC No.915 of 2010

Present:-
Shri S.K. Khosla appellant in person.

Shri Gurvinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The respondent submits that bill was sent to the Treasury vide No996/5 dated 21.4.2011 by the Chief Engineer (Drainage), Department of Irrigation Works, Punjab, Chandigarh but due to rush of work, the bill is still pending with the Treasury.
2.

In view of the above circumstances, one adjournment is allowed.

3.

To come up on 29.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.









(R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011




               Chief Information Commissioner







    


  Punjab 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrinder Singh (Advocate),

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA, 

House No.06, Sector-5, Chandigarh-160018.

                      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Inspector General of Police (Headquarters), 

Punjab, Chandigarh- 160017.


 


           _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2574  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Aminder Singh complainant in person.

HC Purshotam on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Heard the parties.

2.

To come up on 27.5.2011 at 10.30 P.M. for pronouncement of order .








              (R.I. Singh)

May 24, 2011.




                  Chief Information Commissioner










   Punjab
