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

Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, President  Sant Sipahi Dall,

Office : 1732/6, Mohalla Sujapurian, Jagraon,

Ludhiana.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.

FAA- Inspector General of Police,

Jalandhar Range, Jalandhar.




    _______ Respondents

AC No.  330      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


H.C. Harpreet Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.396/RTI dated 28.4.2010 stating that a copy of the posting order of ASI Gurinder Singh Ball as SHO, Police Station, Jagraon City has been supplied to the appellant.  However, copies of the instructions, pertaining to appointment of officers as SHO of a Police Station have not been supplied on the plea that these instructions are not available.  This plea is not acceptable. The respondent is directed to supply copies of the relevant extracts of Act/Rules/instructions governing the appointments of police officers as SHO of a Police Station.
2.

To come up for confirmation on 24.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







   
(R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Amritpal Singh, Advocate, Corporate Laws,

Delhi-D-15, Marg-13, Saket-17, 

New Delhi-17.






_______ Appellant
Vs.

The Public information Officer

o/o District & Session Judge,

Ludhiana.

FAA-, District & Session Judge,

Ludhiana






       _______ Respondents

AC No. 336       of 2010

Present:-
Shri Amrit Pal Singh complainant in person.


Shri Kirpal Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER



The respondent-PIO and the appellate authority-District & Session Judge, Ludhiana have submitted written replies, which are taken on record.  Copies of these replies have also been furnished to the appellant.

2.

Heard the parties.  To come up on 10.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M. for pronouncement.







   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, R/o ‘Kahlon villa’, 

Opp Tel.Exchange, VPO – Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh





FAA- Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh



       _______ Respondents

AC No. 337       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant
Mr. Rakesh Sharma, Officer on Special Duty o/o the Director of Sports, Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Mrs. Surinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The complainant has intimated vide letter dated 28.4.2010 that he has not received any information from the respondent.

2.

The respondent, however, submits that the facts have been duly conveyed to the appellant vide Director, Sports Department’s letter No.6710 dated 23.4.2010.  It has been conveyed that the entire original record pertaining to lease of land, which is said to be unauthorizedly occupied by the Punjab Cricket Association is in the custody of Central Bureau of Investigation and therefore, the Department of Sports is unable to furnish copies of details/record sought by the appellant.  It has, further, been stated by the respondent that the Sports Department has filed a case under P.P. Act before the competent authorities against Punjab Cricket Association for its eviction from the land.  The department is claiming ownership of the entire land alongwith its structure and occupation charges with damages.  The matter is pending for decision before the concerned authorities.
3.

Since the appellant is absent, the case is adjourned to 24.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M. to enable him to file his reply/rejoinder with a copy to the respondents.  The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on that date of hearing.









   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shr H.C. Arora, Advocate,

H.No-2299, Sec-44-C,

Chandigarh.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Pb. Technical University, kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.

FAA- Pb. Technical University, kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.






       _______ Respondents

AC No.  338      of 2010

Present:-
Shri J.S. Rana advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information on all the seven issues raised by the appellant in his original application dated 7.2.2010 addressed to the Public Information Officer o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar has been supplied.  Let the appellant peruse the same and confirm that he is satisfied with the information.  The case is adjourned to 6.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.

2.

In view of the fact that the respondent has supplied the information, he is exempted from appearance on that date.  In case any necessity arises, a fresh notice will be issued to the respondent.  








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri S.S. Nabha, 59, S.S.T.Nagar,

Patiala.







    _______ Appellant
      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o PSEB, Patiala.

FAA- Secretary,

PSEB, Patiala.





          _______ Respondents

AC No.   341     of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri  Surinder Kumar Sharma, UDC on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that this very information has been sought by the complainant in another application which was listed as CC-526/2010 before the ld. SIC Mrs. Rupan Deal Bajaj.  In that case, the information was duly supplied to the appellant vide Senior Executive Engineer, West Division, PSEB, Patiala’s No.2367-68/W629 dated 29.3.2010.
2.

The appellant is absent without intimation.  To enable him to file his reply/rejoinder, one opportunity is given.  The case is adjourned to 24.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  The respondent is, however, exempted from appearance on that date.







   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri R.S. Dhaul (Retd.), S/O Late Sh. Namekh Singh,

39, Kewal Vihar, Model Town, 

Jalandhar.






              _______ Appellant
      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.

FAA- Commissioner, Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.






          _______ Respondents

AC No.  345      of 2010

Present:-
Shri R.S.Dhaul complainant in person.



Shri Ashok Kumar, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent seeks time, which is allowed as a last opportunity. Case stands adjourned to 24.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Harwinder Singh, S/O Sh.Ujjagar Singh,

VPO- Kheri Salabatpur, Teh-Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt – Rupnagar.






  _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Pb Govt. Revenue Deptt., Revenue Estt.-1,

Branch, Chandigarh.

FAA- Finance Commissioner Revenue Pb.,

Chandigarh.






         _______ Respondents

AC No.  346  of 2010

AC No.  347  of 2010

AC No.  348 of 2010

AC No.  349 of 2010

AC No.  350  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Harwinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent Department.

ORDER



In these five appeal cases, information has been sought pertaining to Shri Malkiat Singh, Tehsildar who was charge -sheeted and thereafter an inquiry was conducted.  The queries of the appellant were duly replied to by the concerned PIOs.  However, as the inquiry proceedings had not been finalized by the concerned inquiry officer, the final information pertaining to the findings of the inquiry and the proposed punishment awarded by the competent authority was supplied only on 12.3.2010.  It has further been submitted by the respondent that the competent authority has ordered withholding of two increments of Tehsildar Malkiat Singh and a reference has been made to the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala for its concurrence.  Thus, information sought by the appellant stands duly supplied to him.
2.

The plea of the appellant, however, is that Tehsildar Malkiat Singh will retire in two months’ time and any further delay in implementing of the decision of withholding his increments would become redundant.  It is for the administrative department to expedite the matter.  Financial Commissioner (Revenue) may please take note of this for such appropriate measure as she deems fit.  With these observations, these five appeal cases are disposed of.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Chanan Singh S/O Sh. Wattan Singh,

C/O Com. Mehanga Ram M.A., 169, Om Gali, Nagal,

Distt. Rupnagar.





   
_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.

FAA-  The Secretary, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








    _______ Respondents

AC No. 355  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Mehnga Ram on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Rajinder Kumar, APIO-cum-WM& G on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that he is appearing on behalf of the audit wing of the Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala.  The matter, however, is said to be pending with the Executive Engineer (DS), West Division, Punjab State Electricity Board, Amritsar.  It is further submitted by the respondent that a number of reminders have been issued to the said officer but no response has been received.  For this reason, the pension case of the present appellant could not be cleared.  Notice, therefore, be issued to the Secretary, POWERCOM Ltd (Punjab State Electricity Board), Patiala and also to the Executive Engineer to file reply and also to appear in person or through an authorized representative on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 25.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

CC

The Secretary, POWERCOM Ltd (Punjab State Electricity Board), Patiala
The Executive Engineer (DS), West Division, Punjab State Electricity Board, Amritsar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Mani Ram s/o Shri Nanu Ram,

Jati Kumahar Bagari, Vill. Kalerkhera,

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur -152116.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer, Nathana, Distt. Bhatinda.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.   1098     of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None was present on the last date of hearing on 6.4.2010 and the case was adjourned to 29.4.2010 to give one opportunity to the parties.  However, none has again appeared today.  It appears that the complainant is not interested in pursuing the case. Therefore, the complaint case is closed.







  
 (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Charanjit s/o Shri Girdhari Lal,

Central Jail, Tajpur Road, Ludhiana.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1094  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



HC Suresh Kumar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.185/RTI/Ludhiana dated 28.4.2010 stating that no entry regarding Jama-Talashi (iwk sbk;h) was made in Police Station, Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana and Police Station (Sadar), Ludhiana on 15.2.1998.

2.

The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing without intimation.  He is again absent today without intimation.  In view of the fact that the above information has been given by the respondent, a copy of this order be sent to the complainant.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.
             






   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Baltej Singh s/o Sh. Balwant Singh

r/o  VPO Puraye Wala, District Moga.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga.

    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1083       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



H.C. Gurdeep Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 6.4.2010, the respondent had submitted that information has been supplied to the complainant.  Since the complainant was absent on that date, the case was adjourned to 29.4.2010 to enable him to confirm that he is satisfied with the information.  However, he is again absent today without intimation.  Since information has been supplied, the case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 5-C,

Urban Estate, Phase-I, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, MOGA.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1056   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura complainant in person.

HC Jaswinder Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant states that he has received only partial information.  The respondent undertakes to remove the deficiencies within 10 days.  In view of this undertaking, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 5-C,

Urban Estate, Phase-I, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1055   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura complainant in person.

H.C. Jai Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The complainant states that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the same.  The respondent has also placed on record letter No.347 dated 28.4.2010 informing that the information has been supplied.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 5-C,

Urban Estate, Phase-I, Focal Point,

Ludhiana.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana (Rural),

Jagraon.



.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1054   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura complainant in person.



H.C. Harpreet Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent, on the last date of hearing, had taken the stand that the information sought by the complainant vide application dated 4.1.2010 cannot be supplied in view of the provision of 8(i)(j) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The complainant was called upon to file his reply/rejoinder, which was also taken on record.  I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  The complainant is seeking details of criminal cases registered against one Shri Haman Kumar and other.  He is also seeking copies of FIR and list of proclaimed offenders.  This information, in any case, is in public domain and it is not understood how disclosure of this information will, in any way, impede the investigation/prosecution of the accused.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to supply the copies of FIR, list of proclaimed offenders and inquiry report, if completed, in this case within 10 days of this order. 

2.

 The case is adjourned to 24.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M. for compliance.









   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Varinder Thakur s/o Shri Trilok Singh

H.No.18-B, New Janakpuri, Ambala Cantt (Haryana).

_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA-Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

AC No.  250   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Varinder Thakur appellant in person..

HC Suresh Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has been informed vide letter No.173/RTI dated 19.4.2010 that his complaint bearing No.18117 DR 5709 dated 20.11.2009 pertaining fraudulent withdrawal of Rs.3000/- from the bank is under inquiry with ASI Satnam Singh of Economic Offence Wing.  Copy of the inquiry report can only be supplied after the completion of the inquiry.

2.

The respondent is advised to complete the inquiry at an early date.  With these directions, the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Mukhtiar Singh s/o Sh. Kundan Singh,

VPO-Dholewal, Tehsil & District Moga.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller,

Moga.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1309       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
None on behalf the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant confirmed that he has received the information.  However, he has pointed out certain deficiencies.  The respondent was directed to remove the same and the case was adjourned to 29.4.2010.  

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Let him confirm that the deficiencies have been removed.

2.

To come up on 18.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 29, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

