STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. H.S. Ahluwalia,

# 170/1, Sector 45-A,

Chandigarh.






__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali, Punjab





__________ Respondent

AC No. 11 of 2009

 Present:        i)   
Sh. H.S. Ahluwalia, complainant in person.
ii)     
DSP Gursharan Singh  and Sub Inspector Iqbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
 In the light of the information provided to the Court by both the parties in response to the orders of the Court dated 27-3-2009, all other relevant documents concerning this case and arguments advanced by both the parties in the Court today, the position regarding the supply of information in response to the complainant’s application dated 26-9-2008 is as follows:-

1.
The respondent has clarified that the status report of the inquiry into the complaint  of Sri Ahluwalia mentioned at point 5(1) of his application for information has been given to him vide his letter No. 191 dated 5-11-2008, and that there is no other information available on this point in the records of the police department of SAS Nagar.

2.
The respondent has clarified that apart from the aforementioned reply given to the respondent vide his letter dated 5-11-2008, no other action was taken on the letter of the SSP, Ropar  dated 11-8-2008, mentioned at point no. 5 ( c ) of the application for information.

The information which has been asked for in paragraph 5(2) of the application for information is not a valid request under the RTI Act.
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The complainant states that the respondent has not given any information regarding the orders passed by the Hon’le Supreme Court of India on 22-2-2008, but, I agree with the respondent that this information can be supplied only by the public authority concerned with the orders of the Hon’ble Court, which is the office of the DGP (Vigilance).

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






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur,

New Quarter No. 131,

P.P. H.C. Block -5, 

Police Line, Sangrur (Pb.)



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar, Punjab

__________ Respondent

CC No. 886 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Gurdev Singh son of complainant.
ii)     
Sub Inspector Kulbir Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to her by the respondent on the conclusion of the inquiry into her complaint. 


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Savitri Devi,

H. No. 260,

Model Town, Ambala City,

Haryana.  



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 237 of 2009

Present:        i)   
 None  on behalf of complainant

ii)     
 DSP J.S.Khaira, and SI Iqbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the complainant is the wife of Sri R.S.Walia and the contents of the application for information of the complainant dated 13-12-2008 is substantially the same as the application for information of Sri R.S.Walia, which was considered in CC-359/2008.  Nevertheless, the point-wise reply of the application has been sent by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 27-5-2009.

The complainant is not present, nor has any request been received from her for an adjournment of this case.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Amandeep Singh,

164-1, First Floor, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana, Punjab. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 256 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Amandeep Singh complainant in person.
ii)     
Sub Inspector Avtar Kaur & Head Constable Santosh Kumar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has clarified that the receipt no. /  diary no. of his application dated 01.10.2008 is 5844/CR/SSP dated 03.10.2008. A copy of the inquiry report along with copies of the statement of witnesses in respect of the application dated 13.06.2008 of the complainant mentioned in his application for information, would be sent by the respondent to the complainant within seven days.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 10.07.2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kamal Kumar,

H. No. 1138, Urban Estate-I,

Jalandhar – 144022, Punjab. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police Punjab,

Punjab Policy Headquarter, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 244 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Kamal Kumar, complainant in person.
ii)     
Sh. Jagdev Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information asked for by the applicant in his application for information dated 14-1-2009 has been correctly denied to him by the respondent  under Section 7(9) of the  RTI  Act, 2005, because the time and resources which would  be spent in its collection would not  be commensurate    with any objective which the complainant may be seeking to achieve, and such an exercise would therefore divert a disproportionate amount of time of the public  authority, which would be detrimental to the public interest.


Disposed  of.

  





 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mandhir Singh,PPS, SP/T,

House No. 1365, Sector 68, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali, (Pb.).  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1139 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Mandhir Singh complainant in person.
ii)     
Sh. Chaman Lal Sharma, Supdt. & Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Under Secy. Home, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him in full by the respondent.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mandhir Singh,

PPS, SP/T,

House No. 1365, Sector 68, 

SAS Nagar, Mohali, (Pb.).  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

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

Punjab Police, Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1143 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Mandhir Singh complainant in person.
ii)     
Sh. Jagdev Singh, Supdt. & Sub Inspector Vithal Hari, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the information for which he had applied except for what has been asked for at point Nos. 10 to 14 of his application for information. The objection of the respondent to giving this information is overruled. The respondent has now made a commitment that the remaining information will be supplied to the complainant within seven days. 

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 03.07.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sewa Singh,

Vill. – Khurampur, Teh. Phagwara,

District Kapurthala, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Phagwara Primary Co-Op.,

Agricultural Development Bank Limited,

Phagwara, District Kapurthala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 503 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. Harit Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent reiterates that complete information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant is not present and no request has been received from him for an adjournment. 


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Suresh Kumar Vij,

H. No. 75, Professor Colony,

Opposite Punjabi  University, 

Patiala – 147002. 



 

          __________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjabi University,

Patiala.






          __________ Respondent

CC No. 556 of 2009

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent    
ORDER

Heard.


The remaining information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 08.05.2009.  


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pyare Lall, PCS (Judicial)

s/o Late Sh. Amar Chand,

H. No. 55, Atam Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141003.  



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. , Punjab,

Home Affairs & Justice (Judicial  Branch),

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 585 of 2009

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
Sh. Harnek Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent    
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission vide his letter dated 04.06.2009 that the PCS branch has reported that the file concerned with the information for which the complainant has applied could not be located in that branch despite every effort having been made.


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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mehnga Ram,

s/o Sh. Mansa Ram,

V.P.O. – Dholbaha,

Teh. & Distt. Hoshiarpur, Punjab.  


__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Police Hqs, Punjab.

Sector 9,Chandigrh,





__________ Respondent

CC No. 601 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Mehnga Ram complainant in person.

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


 The respondent is not present, nor has any reply been received from the PIO, office of the DGP, Punjab in respect of the application for information of the complainant. This is regrettable and inexplicable.

The case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 03.07.2009, on which date the PIO or his representative must definitely attend the Court and give any information regarding the complainant’s application which may be available in his office or in the office of the SSP, Hoshiarpur. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
 
A copy is forwarded to Sh. Parag Jain, IPS, IGP (HQ), office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh, for necessary action.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Charanjit Singh Gumtala,

# 253, Ajit Nagar, Amritsar



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 641, 642 and 643 of 2009

Present:        None 

ORDER


These three cases are being disposed of by a single order since the complainant and the respondent and the subject matter in each case are the same. The complainant has sent a written communication to the Commission stating that he has received the information for which he had applied and is satisfied with the same.

Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. B.S. Sidhu,

H. No. 13-G,

Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Mata Rani Chowk,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  1447 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Dr. B.S. Sidhu complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Harish Bhagat, Legal Asstt.-cum-APIO & Sh. Madanjit Singh, Jr. Draftsman, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s order dated 24.04.2009, the complainant pointed out the deficiencies which he perceived in the information in a written communication to the respondent, who has also sent a written response to the complainant.  Since the complainant is still not satisfied, the points mentioned in his application for information dated 26.05.2009  have been discussed in the Court in the presence of both the parties and the position regarding the same is as follows:- 

Point No.  4   (of the application for information)

The respondent has, to a question raised by the complainant, again clarified and confirmed that no approval has been given by the Municipal Corporation  to any building or site for the installation of  heavy diesel generator sets, heavy air conditioner and its tower/plants and car parking.
Point No. 6

The information remains to be given. 
Point No. 7
 The respondent has provided to the complainant all available bye-laws/guidelines for the construction of  hotels and marriage palaces  but in order to remove any possible doubt, a complete copy of the building bye-laws of the Corporation, published in 1997, will be provided to the complainant.
Contd…p2/

Point No. 8

The respondent has clarified and confirmed that no approval of the State Government has been obtained by the Corporation under Section 43 of the Punjab Town Improvement  Act, 1982 for the construction of Baron Hotel  and  Marriage Palace.
Point No. 9

The respondent has clarified and confirmed that  no  consent has been obtained by the Corporation from the owners of adjacent houses for the construction of Baron Hotel  and  Marriage Palace.

Point No. 10

The information regarding the layout plan of Kartar Singh Sarabha  Nagar scheme, which was transferred to the Municipal Corporation by the  Ludhiana Improvement Trust, has been provided to the complainant.  A copy of the  letter of the Government of Punjab sanctioning the scheme under the Punjab Town Improvement Act, 1982, however, would be available with the Ludhiana Improvement Trust.  A copy of these orders is sent to the PIO, office of the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, with the direction that a copy of the Punjab Government sanction letter be sent to the complainant at the address given at the top of these orders within seven days of the date of receipt of these orders.
Point No.12.

The respondent has clarified that  apart from the compounding orders of the Municipal Corporation dated 17-9-1999, in accordance with which compounding fees was fixed for certain violations in the construction of the Baron Hotel and Marriage Palace, a copy of which has been provided to the complainant, there is no other agreement in the records of the Municipal Corporation which may have been entered into with the owners of the hotel and marriage palace.

This case is accordingly disposed of. The information in respect of point No. 6 and a copy of the building bye-laws of the Corporation should be sent to the complainant within 15 days.  







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
--3--.
CC No.  1447 of 2008

 A copy is forwarded to the PIO, office of the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, with the direction to provide the information mentioned at point no. 10  mentioned  on page 2 of these orders to Dr. B.S.Sidhu, within seven days of the date of receipt of these orders.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pyare Lall, PCS (Judicial)

H.No. 55, Atam Nagar,

Ludhiana.








__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Registrar (Rules),

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.








__________ Respondent

AC No. 22 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Pyare Lall, appellant in person. 

ii)     
Sh. Kamal Kant, Deputy Registrar (Admn.), on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

Arguments were heard in respect of the objection of the respondent to giving the documents mentioned at    point no. c ( i ) of the   complainant’s   application dated 1-10-2007. The respondent seeks some further time to prepare for arguments in respect of the documents mentioned  at point no.  c ( ii ).

Adjourned to 10 AM on 10-7-2009 for further arguments.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


5th June, 2009





      Punjab
