STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harvinder Singh,

S/o. Sh.Ujjagar Singh, 

VPO Kheri Salabatpur, 

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib, 

District- Roopnagar.   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Roopnagar.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 1853 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Harvinder Singh complainant in person.
ii)  
 Sh. M.L.Nagpal, DFSO Ropar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The position regarding the two ration cards no.67 and 165 has been explained by the respondent to the complainant in his letters dated 19-11-2009 and 30-12-2009. No deficiency of any kind has been found in the information given to the complainant .


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Kamlesh Rani,

W/o. Sh. Sohan Lal,

R/o. House No- 226, Sector 17,

Hait Ram Colony, Malout City,

District- Mukatsar.
   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali. 






__________ Respondent
CC  No.  1857 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Ms. Kamlesh Rani complainant in person.
ii)  
 ASI Darshan Singh on behalf of
the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that FIR No.197 dated 12-05-2009 is still under investigation and the information required by her cannot be given to her under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act,2005.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua,

# 2068, Phase-7, 

Mohali.

   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt.  Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 1877  of 2010
Present:
i)   
Ms. Prabhjot Janjua on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt., Deptt. of General Administration (Co-ordination branch) and Sh. Vasudev Madaan, Branch & Establishment Officer, Vigilance Department on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case asks for a copy of the complete file, including correspondence and notings, relating to the grant of sanction to prosecute the complainant under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. The application has been wrongly transferred by the Department of General Administration to the Department of Vigilance. Instead, it should have been transferred to the Department of Personnel.


The PIO, O/o. Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab, is therefore substituted as the respondent in this case. A copy of the application of the complainant is enclosed with these orders with a direction that the required information should be supplied to him  within ten days of the receipt of these orders.


The PIO, O/o. Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab, or his authorized representative should also be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-07-2010 for confirmation of compliance.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua,

# 2068, Phase-7, 

Mohali.

   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt.  Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC  No. 1875  of 2010

Present:
i)   
Ms. Prabhjot Janjua on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sh. Vasudev Madaan, Branch & Establishment Officer,    Vigilance Department on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The representative of the Vigilance department states that the application for information of the complainant has been wrongly transferred to the Vigilance Department by the PIO, O/o. Chief Secretary, Punjab, since the subject matter of the sought information concerns action taken on requests for sanction to prosecute IAS & IPS officers by the office of the Chief Secretary. I agree with this contention and the PIO, O/o. Chief Secretary, Punjab, is therefore directed to carefully examine the application for information of the complainant and to give a response to the complainant before the next date of hearing. He or his authorized representative should also attend the next hearing of this case along with a copy of the response given to the complainant.

The complainant’s representative states that the complainant was unable to attend the hearing today and requested for an adjournment. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-07-2010 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vijay Kumar Janjua,

# 2068, Phase-7, 

Mohali.
   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Additional Secretary,

Vigilance Department, Govt. of Punjab, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent
CC  No. 1876  of 2010

Present:
i)   
Ms.Prabhjot Janjua on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
   Sh.P.K.Chibber, ADA, Vigilance Bureau and Sh. Gurbachan  Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant’s representative states that the complainant could not attend the hearing today and seeks for an adjournment. 


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 16-07-2010 for further consideration and orders.


The representative of the PIO O/o. Director, Vigilance Bureau, states that the application for information of the complainant was transferred by the office of the Secretary, Vigilance Department, to the Vigilance Bureau. The senior assistant, who has appeared on behalf of the Additional Secretary, Vigilance Department, states that orders of the Government are obtained by the Vigilance Bureau  on single file and the file concerning the FIR which was registered against the complainant would therefore be available in the Vigilance Bureau, and there is no separate file on the subject in the Secretariat of the Vigilance Department. In the above circumstances, the PIO of the Director, Vigilance Bureau, is directed to supply the required information to the complainant within ten days of the date of receipt of these orders. He is also directed to bring the file 
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concerning the subject of the FIR against the complainant to the Court on the next dated of hearing. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hira Lal Goyal,

S/o.Sh. Jagat Ram Goyal, 

# 5/IV, The Mall, 

Ludhiana- 141001.
   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 1867   of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Sh.S.S.Saini on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
 None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the required information has been given to him by the respondent.


Disposed of .

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Bhupinder Singh,

# B-1/127, MCH, 

Gali Gobindgarh,

Hoshiarpur-146001.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. State Information Commission, Punjab, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent
AC  No. 466  of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant

ii)  
Sh. R.K. Arora, MFA-cum-PIO and Sh. Sohan Lal, Section Officer-cum-APIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letters dated 07-05-2010 and 21-05-2010.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Bhupinder Singh,

# B-1/127, MCH, 

Gali Gobindgarh,

Hoshiarpur-146001.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. State Information Commission, Punjab, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent
AC  No. 465  of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant
ii)  
Sh. R.K. Arora, MFA-cum-PIO and Sh. Sohan Lal, Section Officer-cum-APIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letters dated 07-05-2010 and 21-05-2010.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohan Singh,

Incharge Inspector, 

Transit Camp G.R.P. Punjab, 
Ambala Cantt. (Haryana). 


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Department of Home & Justice,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC  No.  493  of 2010

Present:
i)   
HC Lakhwinder Singh on behalf of the appellant.

ii)  
Sh. Jagdeep Kapil,  Sr. Asstt. on  behalf of the respondent.
.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that no representation or mercy appeal dated 14-05-2001 has been received from the appellant was received in the Home Department.


The appellant has requested for an adjournment and the case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 16-07-2010.


It would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings of this case, till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohan Singh,

Incharge Inspector, 

Transit Camp G.R.P. Punjab, 

Ambala Cantt. (Haryana). 
  


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
AC  No. 494  of 2010

Present:
i)   
HC Lakhwinder Singh on behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
Sh. Lakhmir Singh, Sr. Asstt. & HC Purshottam on  behalf of 
the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant was unable to attend the Court today and is being represented by HC Lakhwinder Singh. The respondent has supplied to the appellant’s representative an attested copies of the orders passed by the competent authority on his representation against the adverse remarks recorded in his ACR for the period 01-04-1998 to 27-07-1998. He has also been informed that no speaking orders was passed on his representation.


The appellant has requested for an adjournment and the case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 16-07-2010.


It would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings of this case, till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Gyanendra Sharma, 

Flat No-329, Group Housing Society No.-11,

Sector 5, Mansa Devi Complex,

Panchkula-134114.   


  

________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC  No.  1929 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 Dr. Gyanendra Sharma, complainant in person.
ii)  
 HC Buta Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted that the information required by the complainant is not specific. He has asked for copies of the “ pages of dispatch register ” and copies of all DDR’s recorded in a police station over a period of five days. The respondent has correctly raised the objection that the complainant cannot be given confidential information pertaining to third parties and he should therefore specify the memo no. of the letter dated 25-12-2008 and its subject so that,  the portion of the dispatch register in which the dispatch of this letter has shown, can be given to him. Similarly he should specify the DDR’s nos. as well as the subject matter of the DDR’s whose copies are required by him. Such specific information can be given to the complainant provided the information does not concern third parties and its disclosure is not affected by any of the clauses of Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-07-2010 for further consideration and orders. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

# 617, Sector 41 A,

Chandigarh.

   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Department of Agriculture, Punjab,

Sector  34,  Chandigarh. 




__________ Respondent
AC  No.   480  of  2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ashok Kumar appellant in person.
ii)  
Sh. Prithpal Singh, CIF-cum-APIO and Ms. Manjit Kaur, Suptt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The application for information of the appellant and the information supplied to him by the respondent had been discussed in the presence of both the parties. The position which emerges is as follows :- 

1) Against point no.1 of the application the appellant has asked for a copy of the instructions referred to in para 5 of the respondent’s memo no. 8828/3A-68-685 dated 04-07-2007.  The respondent should look up his records and give a copy of the concerned instructions to the appellant.

2) Points no. 2, 3 and 4 of the application are more in the nature of a representation seeking copies of rules which can justify certain actions of the respondent. The respondent has already supplied a copy of the concerned rules to the appellant. 
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Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-07-2010 for confirmation of compliance of the

directions being issued regarding point no. 1 of the appellant’s application. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manpreet Singh Dhaliwal,

H No- 1732/6, Ahata Sujapuria, 

Tehsil Road Jagraon,Distt.- Ludhiana-142026.


________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary to Government , Punjab,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent
AC  No. 428 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  appellant
ii)     Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, Sr. Assistant, Home, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The respondent states that the representation stated to be enclosed with the letter from government of India dated 18-08-2009 cannot be located in the records. The appellant has been asked to supply a copy of the same so that necessary action could be taken thereon.


In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this appeal, which is disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjit Singh Pasricha,
Advisor, North India SC/ST & BC,

Employees Presidium ( Regd.),

Flat No. B-2, Plot No.8, Ashoka Apartment,

Sector 12, Dwarka,

New Delhi-110078.
CC No. 104 of 2008
Present:

None.
ORDER

As many as three opportunities have been given to the complainant to make his submissions but he has not availed the same. A last opportunity was given to him to appear today but he has  not been  present.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o.Sh. Ramnath,

Village Nurpur Bedi, 

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District- Roopnagar.

  



________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Roopnagar.






__________ Respondent
CC  No. 1790 of  2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Jaspal Singh, complainant in person 

ii)        Sh. K.Kannon, DFO-cum-PIO.
ORDER

Heard .


Complete information has been supplied  by the respondent to the complainant and additional clarifications have also been given to him in the Court today.


Insofar as the deficiency concerning illegibility of the supplied documents are concerned, the respondent states that what has been supplied to the complainant are faithful copies of the originals. Nevertheless, if the complainant is not satisfied , he may inspect the original in the office of the Range Officer,  Mr. Anil Kumar, Nurpur Bedi, at 11 AM on Monday, 28th June, 2010.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


25th  June,  2010
