STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Raghbir Singh,

s/o Sh. Teja Singh,

Under Trial District Jail,

Sangrur, Punjab. 

V/s

__________Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Judge,
Sangrur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1158 of 2009

Present:
None   


ORDER

Notice for hearing in this case has wrongly been sent to the Superintendent, Central Jail,  Sangrur.   Issue fresh notice to the PIO, office of the Distt.  Judge, Sangrur, for a hearing at 10 AM on 30-7-2009.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhpal Singh,

s/o Sh. Amar Singh,

R/o Vill.- Palasor, Teh. Dhuri,

District Sangrur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1156 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sukhpal Singh,   complainant in person
ii)     
None    on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


There are two items of information for which the complainant had applied, the first of which, namely, a copy of the cancellation report  in FIR No. 239 dated 2-11-1999, PS Sadar, Dhuri, has been supplied to him, but  a copy of the inquiry report mentioned at item no. 2  of the application has not been supplied by the respondent on the ground that  the concerned record has been destroyed  under the rules of the Police Department.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.P. Mehta, Chairman,

Struggle Committee for Justice,

H.O. Amroh, Teh. – Mukerian,

Hoshiarpur, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1148 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. R.P. Mehta ,   complainant  in person.
ii)     
Sh. V.KSharda, and ASI Vithal Hari,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent  and has been handed over to the complainant in the Court today.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Gyanendra Sharma,

F. No. H-329, GH-II,

Mansa Devi Complex, Sector 5,

Panchkula – 134114, Haryana. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1092 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Dr. Gyanendra Sharma,  complainant  in person.
ii)     
 None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has provided the information for which the complainant had applied vide his letter dated 11-5-2009 but the complainant has alleged  that copies of  the enclosures ‘A’ and ‘B’  which have been supplied along with the copy of the complaint dated 30-11-2008 of Dr. Anjali Sharma, have been replaced and  are not  copies of the original enclosures given by Dr. Anjali Sharma  to the police along with her complaint.


In order to verify the allegation of the complainant, I direct the respondent to be present in the Court on the next date of hearing either personally or through the concerned APIO along with the original record from which the copies of annexure ‘A’ and ‘B’ were taken and supplied to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10  AM on 30-7-2009 for further consideration and orders..








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vinod Kumar Garg,

Chief Editor Gold Star News Paper,

R/o Quila Mohalla, Barnala – 148101,

Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1082 of 2009

Present:       None
ORDER
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Binny Choudhary,

H. No. 2661, Sector 28-C,

Chandigarh.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Registrar (Admn.),

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 313 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Binny Choudhary,  complainant in person.
ii)     
 Sri Kamal Kant, Dy. Registrar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The denial of the information to the complainant in this case  and the decision of the first appellate authority, is in accordance with the Rule 4 of the “High Court of Punjab and Haryana ( Right to Information) Rules,2007” and I see no reason to interfere with the same.

The second appeal is accordingly dismissed.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harpreet Singh,

s/o Sh. Manjeet Singh,

r/o 535, Urban Estate,

Phase- II, Jalandhar, Punjab.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 310 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Harpreet Singh, complainant in person
ii)     
None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has  sent a reply to the complainant that his statement had been recorded by the SHO, PS Division No. 4, Jalandhar to the effect that he has received a copy of the complaint given against him and his brother by Ms. Pannureet Kaur, wife of Sri Satinderpal Singh, and that their case is pending in the Hon’ble High Court at Chandigarh.  The respondent has made    a    recommendation to the IGP,

 Zone II, Jalandhar that the application for information of the complainant
may therefore be filed.


The complainant in his application for information dated 13-2-2009 has asked for three items of information, the first of which is a copy of the complaint which has been made against him by Ms. Pannureet Kaur, which has been supplied to him, but in the other two items he has asked for a copy of the report of the inquiry made by the respondent into the aforementioned complaint of Ms. Pannureet Kaur.  It is not clear from the reply given by the respondent to the complainant whether an inquiry has been held into the complaint and if so, why a copy of the report thereof is not being supplied to the complainant, because in the  statement which he has made before the SHO, PS Division No. 4, Jalandhar,  he has nowhere stated that he does not require this information.
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The respondent is directed to be present in the Court on the next date of hearing and give the required clarification as described above, and if an inquiry has been held into the complaint dated 29-10-2008 of Ms. Pannureet Kaur  a copy of the report of the inquiry should also be brought and be submitted to the Court..


Adjourned to 10 AM on 30-7-2009 for further consideration and orders. 







  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdas Ram,

S/o Sh. Jagat Ram,

Basant Nagar, St. No. 2,

Devi Wala Road, Kotkapura,

Teh. & Distt. Faridkot. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 650 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant  

ii)     
Sh.Mukesh Juneja, Jt. Controller,Finance, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

An opportunity was given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information sent to him with the orders dated 4-6-2009 of the Court but he is not present, leading the assumption that he has not found any deficiency in the information provided to him.
Disposed of.
  







 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


2nd July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Hardip Singh,

Vill. Chhina Retwala, PO Dhariwal Daroga,

Distt. Gurdaspur.
 




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2630 of 2008

ORDER


The case mentioned as subject was disposed  of on January 8,2009, in the absence of the complainant, on a statement made by the representative of the respondent that the cancellation report required by the complainant has still not been finalized since the case file has been sent to the crime branch, Chandigarh, for seeking legal opinion.  Subsequently, the respondent sent a letter dated 27-1-2009 in which it has been stated that the cancellation report had been prepared but the case has been reopened on a complaint of Ms. Rajinder Kaur and is being inquired into afresh by the Women’s Cell, Punjab, Chandigarh.


The complainant has made a representation to the Commission (copy enclosed) stating that the case cited as subject was disposed of vide orders of the Court dated January 8, 2009 on the basis of a misleading statement of the respondent’s representative.


The basis of this allegation is that the complainant has alleged that on 22-09-2008, a reply was submitted by the respondent in criminal misc. No. 7443-M of 2008, that the cancellation report was being submitted in the Court.


The above synopsis shows that three statements have been made by the respondent concerning the cancellation report, the first on 22-9-2008, that it is being submitted in the Court, the second on 8-1-2009, that it has been sent to the crime branch for seeking legal  advice, and the third on 27-1-2009,  that the cancellation report has been prepared but the inquiry  into the FIR has been reopened. You are, therefore, directed to inform the Commission as follows:

1.
the correctness or otherwise of the aforementioned statements and in what manner they can be reconciled;                 ….2/
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2.
the present position of the inquiry
;



3.
The objections, in detail, and the reasons for the exemption being claimed,  to giving to the complainant a copy of the  cancellation report which was prepared in September, 2008.


Your reply, along with a copy of the cancellation report in respect of which the exemption is being claimed, should be sent to the Court by hand, through a responsible official well acquainted with the facts of the case, at 10AM on 13-8-2009.


    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


July 8, 2009





                   Punjab

A copy is forwarded  to Sh. Paramjit Singh,S/o Sh. Hardip Singh,Vill. Chhina Retwala, PO  Dhariwal Daroga, Distt. Gurdaspur   for information.
