STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Pardeep Dutta, 

s/o Dr. D.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi – 110048. 




________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Patiala.






__________ Respondent

ACs No. 217 to 225 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)     
Sub Inspector Amrik Singh, PS City, Rajpura on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


These complaints are being disposed of by a single order since the complainant  and the respondent in each of them and the subject matter,  namely, FIR No. 112/2006, is the same in all of them. 

I find after a close scrutiny of the applications for information  of the complainant and the replies given to him by the respondent,  as follows: -


1.
All available documents and records have been supplied to the 
appellant by the respondent.


2.
The respondent has correctly refused to answer the questions designed 
to point out deficiencies in the manner in which the respondent has 
handled the circumstances arisen out of the accident  of the 
complainant’s vehicle.


3.
Case FIR No. 112 of 2006 is under trial and the respondent states  
 that considerable information has been obtained by the 
appellant through the Court. 

From the above, it is clear that no further action is required to be taken in these cases, which are disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
                                                                                          Contd…..p2/






---2---

After the hearing of the case was over, the appellant appeared in the Court and pleaded that he was delayed due to circumstances beyond his control and that he may be heard.  The request of the appellant was granted in the interest of justice and he was heard at length in all these nine appeals.  After hearing the appellant, I find that  the orders  already recorded on page 1 ante  continue to be broadly valid and need no correction. However, the  respondent is directed to give his response to the following assertions of the appellant and he is  directed to come prepared with the replies of the department on  these points on the next date of hearing:-
AC-218/2009
1. 
If any guidelines are to be found in the records of the respondent which have been issued by the DGP, Punjab for investigation of fatal road accidents, a copy should be provided to the appellant.
2. 
The respondent should make a specific statement whether any photographs were taken at the site of the accident and if so, copies of all such photographs on record should be supplied to the appellant.
AC-221/2009
The respondent should inform the appellant whether there is any reference in their record which the SHO or the I O made to the DSP, Rajpura asking for directions for investigation of the case and whether there are any orders of the DSP, Rajpura, which were issued giving directions to ASI  Hari Singh regarding the investigation  of the case.  If such  documents exist, copies of the same should be supplied to the appellant.
AC-222/2009
1.
The documents mentioned at sr. no. 1,2 & 3 of the table at page 1 of letter No. 16/AC-339/RTI dated 13-3-2007 of the respondent addressed to the IGP, Zone-1, Punjab, Patiala, which have been stated to have been provided to the appellant, have not been received by him.  Fresh copies of these three documents should be provided to the appellant.

2.
The information which has been asked for in the application dated 2-2-2009 of the appellant has been denied to him on the ground that it does not come within the definition of “information” given in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.   Although the stand taken by the respondent is correct, the respondent should check his records and if any information is available therein which pertains to the (i)  seizure of the truck or (ii)  its mechanical inspection or (iii) its Registration certificate or (iv)  the driver’s driving licence, copies of the same should be given to the appellant.


The reply of the respondent to the points mentioned above will be considered at 10 AM on 10-7-2009. Sub Inspector Amrik Singh, PS Rajpura  should prepare himself thoroughly on these points and continue to attend these cases on behalf of the respondent. 








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab

 A copy is forwarded to Sri Parag  Jain, IPS, IGP ( HQ), office of the DGP, Punjab.  He may please ensure compliance of these orders.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

s/o late Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Balveer Basti, Gali No. 7-L,

Faridkot, Punjab. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police, Punjab (HQ),

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 209 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)     
Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Sr. Asstt. & Constable Parshotam Kumar, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


Of the two items of information for which the appellant had applied for  vide his application for information dated 15.09.2008, the inquiry report of Sh. Kanwar Vijay Partap Singh, SSP, Amritsar, in respect of the educational qualification of Sri Dharam pal Singh, DSP, has been sent by the respondent to the appellant vide his letter dated 22.05.2009. 

Insofar as copies of the educational certificates of Sh. Dharampal Singh, DSP, is concerned, I find that this information has correctly been denied by the respondent as it is  third party information to which the applicant  is not entitled  under the RTI Act, and I see no reason to disagree with the finding of the First Appellate Authority on this point. 


Disposed of.  









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 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 complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. Kaka Singh Cheema, Accounts Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information in respect of the four points mentioned in the Court’s orders dated 21.05.2009 was sent by the respondent to the complainant’s address in Kotkapura. The same has come back undelivered. The complainant has requested for an adjournment. The information which has come back undelivered has been submitted by the respondent to the Court and the same is sent along with these orders to the complainant for his information. 

An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him at 10.00 AM on 02.07.2009. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
Encls----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. V. Ravinderan,

S/o Sh. K. Valayudin,

R/o H. No. 130, Ravindra Enclave,

Phase – I, Baltana, District S.A.S. Nagar,

Mohali (Punjab).



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officier,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 65 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. V. Ravinderan,   appellant in person.

ii)     
Sub-Inspector Iqbal Singh & ASI Gurwant Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the words and figure “shop No. 1” written in the inquiry report is a typographical mistake and it should read as “shop No. 9”. Since neither the appellant nor his counsel can read the ‘gurmukhi’ script,  the respondent has read out the information which has been provided to the complainant. From the contents of the information also, it is clear that it pertains to the complaint which has been made by Mr. V. Ravinderan to the police and that only relevant information has been provided to him. 


The complainant has mentioned that a copy of the agreement which he had entered into at the police station has not been supplied to him.  The respondent states that there is no such document to be found in the records. 


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








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kewal Singh,

91-Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.






          __________Complainant

Vs.

Sh. K. Kanan, 

District Forest Officer,

Kapurthala & Jalandhar-cum-

Public Information Officer,

 Phillaur, Punjab.





          __________ Respondent

CC No. 130 of 2009

Present:
None 

ORDER
Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present, nor has any request been received for an adjournment of the case.   I, therefore, presume that the orders of the Court dated 30-04-2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gian Deep Singh,

H.No. 10, Model Colony, Lalru Mandi,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali.






___________Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Prisad, Patiala


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1456 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Gian Deep Singh complainant in person.

ii)     
Sh. Gurdev Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 16.04.2009, the respondent has given a  copy of the complete list of candidates selected as B.Ed Teachers in which the scheduled caste majahbi sikh and balmiki candidates have been clearly indicated as such, and the total score of their B.A./B.Ed marks have also been given. 

I find that complete information has been given to the complainant with reference to his application for information and no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardial Singh, E.T.O. (Retd.),

343/2, National Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 91 of 2009
Present:
i)   
  None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
  Ms. Dalvir Raj, ETO, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case reads more like a writ petition and is only a criticism of the action so for taken by the Government in respect of the pensionary benefits of the complainant. The respondent has nevertheless given a suitable response to the complainant vide his letter dated 21.11.2008. 

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








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hardial Singh, E.T.O. (Retd.),

343/2, National Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana, Punjab.





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur, Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 02 of 2009
Present:
i)   
  None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
  Sh. Rajiv Kumar, AETC-cum-PIO. 
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case reads more like a writ petition and is only a criticism of the action so for taken by the Government in respect of the pensionary benefits of the complainant. The respondent has nevertheless given a suitable reply to the application vide his letter dated 03.03.2009 in which it has been stated that although an appeal of the department against the decision of a lower court, which was in favour of the complainant, is still pending, the pension case of the complainant has been sent to the Accountant General, Punjab, and the concerned Treasury Officer has also been requested to credit the amount of pension due to him.  He has further been informed that the A. G. Punjab has issued the sanction order for the complainant’s pension on 15.05.2008 and that the decision regarding the disbursement of the remaining  pensionary benefits of the complainant, being  claimed by him, will be taken after the decision on the department’s appeal mentioned above.

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









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


4th June, 2009





      Punjab
