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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Davinder Khanna

S/o Shri N.K Khanna 

 C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza, 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab Home Guard and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

Sector 17, Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

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

Complaint Case No. 125 of 2014,

Present: -
Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sadana, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-PIO on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



This case was being earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. Today Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate came present on behalf of the complainant and filed a rejoinder. Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate states that a copy of this rejoinder has also been sent to the respondent.  Shri S.K.Sharma further states that as per order of this Commission in Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013 dated 10.6.2014, the Superintendent cannot be appointed as PIO by the public authority. The respondent is directed to file his response regarding the rejoinder of the complainant and also the plea of the complainant regarding the appointment of PIO. 

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harminder Singh

S/o Shri Iqbal Singh,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza, 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


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

Complaint Case No.  126    of 2014,

Present: -
Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sadana, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-PIO on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



This case was being earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. Today Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate came present on behalf of the complainant and filed a rejoinder. Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate states that a copy of this rejoinder has also been sent to the respondent.  Shri S.K.Sharma further states that as per order of this Commission in Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013 dated 10.6.2014, the Superintendent cannot be appointed as PIO by the public authority. The respondent is directed to file his response regarding the rejoinder of the complainant and also the plea of the complainant regarding the appointment of PIO. 

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harish Kumar Pateny

S/o Shri Joginder Kumar Patney

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza, 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


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

Complaint Case No.  127    of 2014,

Present: -
Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sadana, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-PIO on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



This case was being earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. Today Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate came present on behalf of the complainant and filed a rejoinder. Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate states that a copy of this rejoinder has also been sent to the respondent.  Shri S.K.Sharma further states that as per order of this Commission in Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013 dated 10.6.2014, the Superintendent cannot be appointed as PIO by the public authority. The respondent is directed to file his response regarding the rejoinder of the complainant and also the plea of the complainant regarding the appointment of PIO. 

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Ritu Wadhwa

D/o Shri Om Parkash Wadhwa

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza, 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


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

Complaint Case No.  128    of 2014,

Present: -
Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sadana, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-PIO on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



This case was being earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. Today Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate came present on behalf of the complainant and filed a rejoinder. Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate states that a copy of this rejoinder has also been sent to the respondent.  Shri S.K.Sharma further states that as per order of this Commission in Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013 dated 10.6.2014, the Superintendent cannot be appointed as PIO by the public authority. The respondent is directed to file his response regarding the rejoinder of the complainant and also the plea of the complainant regarding the appointment of PIO. 

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harish Kumar Pateny

S/o Shri Joginder Kumar Patney

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza, 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


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

Complaint Case No.  129    of 2014,

Present: -
Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sadana, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-PIO on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



This case was being earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. Today Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate came present on behalf of the complainant and filed a rejoinder. Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate states that a copy of this rejoinder has also been sent to the respondent.  Shri S.K.Sharma further states that as per order of this Commission in Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013 dated 10.6.2014, the Superintendent cannot be appointed as PIO by the public authority. The respondent is directed to file his response regarding the rejoinder of the complainant and also the plea of the complainant regarding the appointment of PIO. 

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Davinder Khanna

S/o Shri Narinder Khanna

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza, 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


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

Complaint Case No.  143    of 2014.

Present: -
Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sadana, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-PIO on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



This case was being earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. Today Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate came present on behalf of the complainant and filed a rejoinder. Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate states that a copy of this rejoinder has also been sent to the respondent.  Shri S.K.Sharma further states that as per order of this Commission in Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013 dated 10.6.2014, the Superintendent cannot be appointed as PIO by the public authority. The respondent is directed to file his response regarding the rejoinder of the complainant and also the plea of the complainant regarding the appointment of PIO. 

                           To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harminder Singh

S/o Shri Iqbal Singh,

C/o RTI Awareness Forum, 

1st Floor, 58, Pink Plaza, 

O/S Hall Gate, Amritsar.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Director General, Home Guards and Civil Defense, Punjab, 

17 Bays Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


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

Complaint Case No.  144    of 2014

Present: -
Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Har Gopal Sadana, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-PIO on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



This case was being earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. Today Shri S.K.Sharma, Advocate came present on behalf of the complainant and filed a rejoinder. Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate states that a copy of this rejoinder has also been sent to the respondent.  Shri S.K.Sharma further states that as per order of this Commission in Complaint Case No. 2301 of 2013 dated 10.6.2014, the Superintendent cannot be appointed as PIO by the public authority. The respondent is directed to file his response regarding the rejoinder of the complainant and also the plea of the complainant regarding the appointment of PIO. 

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.

Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bhag Singh s/o Shri Kehar Singh

R/o Baba Deep Singh Colony,

Ward No.4, Near Gagan Chowk,

Rajpura, District Patiala.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer


O/o the Inspector General of Police, (Hqrs), Punjab,

Police Headquarters, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

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

Complaint Case No. 1082 of 2014

Present: -
Shri Bhag Singh, the appellant.
Shri Rakesh Kumar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



This case was earlier being heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and now it has been transferred to this Bench. At the last of hearing of hearing of this case on  24.6.2014 the contents of the order of the previous Bench indicates that Shri Nageshwar Rao, IGP (Crime) had appeared in person and had also submitted a written reply vide No.19165/CR-1(2) dated 23.6.2014. The plea taken by Shri Nageshwar Rao, IGP was that the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court vide order dated 11.2.2013 in CRM (M) No.23905 of 2012 titled as 'Chamkaur Singh vs. State of Punjab and others' had ordered for investigation by a Special Investigation Team to be constituted by the Director General of Police, Punjab.  Further the Hon'ble High Court quashed investigation by respondent No.8 and ordered that any observation made by respondent No.8 was not to be taken into consideration by SIT, which was to further investigate the case independently. The IGP (Crime) had further submitted that the disclosure of the inquiry report conducted by Shri Kanwar Vijay Partap Singh would impede the process of investigation by SIT and therefore, the information was exempt under the provisions of Section 8(1) (h) of the RTI Act.  It was averred that SIT was conducting investigation under the directions of the Hon'ble High Court and therefore disclosure of earlier enquiry which was not in accordance with the law would not be in the interest of investigation of the case by SIT.

Complaint Case No. 1082 of 2014

                                                               -2-

2.

At the last of hearing of hearing of this case on 24.6.2014 the complainant on the other hand had pleaded that a time of nearly four months had passed and the respondent was trying to delay the matter.

3.

After hearing both the parties and having gone through the record then Hon’ble CIC had observed in his order that 

                    “  The respondent had on earlier dates of hearing not brought full facts on record.  Now that it has been brought to the notice of the Commission that SIT has been constituted under the directions of the Hon'ble High Court and that the earlier investigation by respondent No.8 was quashed by the Hon'ble High Court, I accept the plea of the respondent that disclosure of earlier inquiry at this stage when investigation is going on may impede the process of investigation.”





Today the respondent submits that he has filed a copy of letter dated 4.8.2014 signed by the Inspector General of Police (Crime)-cum-APIO, Punjab, Chandigarh. The respondent submits that a copy of this letter has also been provided to the complainant. In this letter the respondent has submitted as under:- 


“2. It is submitted that case FIR 65 dated 25.5.2012 u/s 217/218/201 IPC and 7/8/9/13 of PC Act, P.S.Kot, Patiala is under investigation. A SIT in compliance with the order dated 11.2.2013 of the Hon’ble High Court in CRM.M.No. 23905 of 2012 Chamkaur Singh Vs.State and others to investigate the above said is reconstituted vide this office order No. 21611-13/CR-1(2) dated 16.7.2014 (Copy enclosed)


3. Therefore, it is humbly submitted that information asked by the complainant cannot be provided at this stage as the same would hamper the investigation of the above case and it is requested the proceedings arising out of the above complaint may please be dropped.”


In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, 

S/o Shri Malkit Singh, 

R/o V. Mohkam Bhatti, 

Post Office  Sandhe Hasham,

Block Ghall Khurd, Distt. Ferozepur. 



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

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Panchayat Secretary, 

Panchayat Mohkam Bhatti , Ghall Khurd , 

Distt.  Ferozepur-142052

First Appellate Authority-

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Ghall Khurd , District Ferozepur -142052



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

Appeal Case No.  2630 of 2013

Present:-
Sh. Rajinder Pal Singh appellant.



Shri Darshan Lal, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Ghallkhurd, on behalf of the 
                        respondent.

ORDER



The PIO is not present. Shri Manoj Kumar Panchayat Secretary cum  PIO, Gram Panchayat, Mohkam Bhatti, Ghall Khurd is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing to file written submission regarding compliance of the order of this Commission dated 24.5.2014. 

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM. 
Dated:26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
CC: A copy of above is sent to the District Development & Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur with the direction that the presence of the above named PIO should be ensured in this Commission at the next date of hearing.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal 

10904, Basant Road, 

Industrial area-B, Ludhiana.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana -141008

First Appellate Authority-

O/o Municipal Corporation,
 Ludhiana -141008.





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

Appeal Case No. 2710 of 2013

Present: -
None behalf of the appellant.

Shri Satish Malhotra, Head Draftsman ( Hqrs.) along with Shri Kulwinder Singh, Head Draftsman-cum-PIO, Zone-B and Shri Shingara Singh, Head Draftsman-cum-APIO-Zone D on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has filed written submission vide letter dated 19.8.2014. The respondent submits that as per order of this Commission, the inspection of the record has been done by the appellant and information sought by him has been supplied to him.  The appellant is not present and has sent a letter that due to marriage in his family, the case may be adjourned. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 29.10.2014.

To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

 Dated:26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, 

#60/35-P/330, Street No-8, 

Maha Singh Nagar, PO Dhandari Kalan, 

Ludhiana.-141014






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

O/o Superintending Engineer, 

Sewerage Board, Near Vigilance Bureau Officer,

Opposite Old Courts,

Ludhiana. 

First Appellate Authority-

O/o Superintending Engineer, 

Sewerage Board, Near Vigilance Bureau Officer,

Opposite Old Courts,

Ludhiana. 







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

Appeal Case No. 2637 of 2013

Present: -
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Ravi Kumar, SDE on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him. The appellant is not present; however a letter has been received from him through e-mail seeking adjournment of the case. Accordingly the case is adjourned to 29.10.2014. 


To come up on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Dated: 26.8.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)
                                                                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
