STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tej Pal Singh,

S/o. Sh. Balbir Singh,

House No- 10, Ajit Nagar, Sultanwind Road,

Amritsar.







        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


                     Respondent

CC No. 3564 of 2010
Present:
None

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  The complainant has requested for an adjournment vide his letter dated 05-01-2011 in which he has also again stated that no information has been received by him from the respondent.


It is not understood why the respondent or any representative on his behalf is not  present in the Court.  The respondent is directed to send a reply to the complainant’s application for information before the next date of hearing, and also attend the same, either personally or through an authorized representative, along with a copy of the reply which has been sent to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-02-2011.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurpreet Singh Sidhu, (Advocate),

# 294, Ward No. 2, 

G.T. Road, District- Moga.





        Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o. MD, 

PUNSUP, SCO No. 36-40, Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh.






                     Respondent

CC No. 3602 of 2010
Present:
i)      Sh. Gurpreet Singh Sidhu, complainant in person.

ii)     Sh. Harpal Singh, Suptt-cum-PIO and Ms. Mridula, Advocate. 
ORDER


Heard .

Ld. Counsel submits that her senior Sh. Rakesh Gupta, Advocate  is appearing in a case in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court, and requests for an adjournment. 


A copy of the reply submitted by the respondent to the complainant under consideration has been handed over to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-01-2011 for arguments. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th  January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Binder Pal Singh,

S/o. Sh. Bawa Singh,

Bhai Lalo Wood Works, 

Abohar Road, Near Arora Rice Mill,

Muktsar- 152026.



  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Ferozepur. 



__________ Respondent

CC No. 3545 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)        DSP Amarjeet Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked for a copy of the statement which was made by Sh. Babu Lal Grover, S/o. Sh. Munshi Ram of Muktsar, which he made for action in the inquiry conducted in FIR No. 8 dated 15-07-2008, PS Vigilance Bureau, Ferozepur. He has been informed by the respondent that only verbal inquiries were made from Sh. Babu Lal Grover during the course of the inquiry and his statement was not recorded. In his complaint before the Commission, the complainant has stated that the respondent is not telling the truth and it is not believable that Sh. Babu Lal’s statement was not recorded. However, this is only the unsupported assertion of the complainant for which there is no basis. 


The information required by the complainant does not exist in the records of the respondent and cannot therefore be given to him.


Disposed of. 


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

C/o. National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.),

# 10904, Basant Road, Near Gurdwara, 

Industrial Area- B, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana.




  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3542 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh.  . Balbir Aggarwal, complainant in person.

ii)       Dr.  Pardeep  Sharma, Medical Officer-cum-APIO,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .

The respondent has given to the complainant photostat copies of the complete files containing 136 pages in which both the complaints mentioned in his application have been dealt with. Apart from this,  there is no other record or documents related to the complaints of the complainant.


Disposed  of.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No- 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri, District- Sangrur.


  

________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary, 

Department of Food & Civil Supplies, 

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Room No. 410, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 1026 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)      Sh. Parveen Supra, Superintendent and Ms. Baljinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant in his application for information has asked for the details of the ex-India leave availed by Smt. Rajwant Kaur, Assistant Director, Food & Supplies, which has been denied to him by the PIO after following the procedure laid down in Section  11 of the RTI Act, 2005.


The appellant made  first appeal to the Secretary, Food & Supplies, which has also been rejected.


In his second appeal, the appellant has advanced the arguments that he has only asked for copies of “public documents” which are not personal. The respondent on the other hand submits that it would not be appropriate to reveal the details of the leave taken by a government employee without her consents. He also states in the Court today that there is also no apparent public interest in the disclosure of the information for which the appellant has applied. The appellant has requested for an adjournment. His request is allowed and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 28-01-2011. It will not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings of this case till further notice. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhwinder Pal  Patwari,

# 261, Water Works Road, Mandi Kalanwali,

Sirsa, Haryana- 125201.

  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Financial Commissioner,

Forest & Wildlife Department, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat,  Sector 9,  Chandigarh

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3533 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)      Sh. Naresh Goel and Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr. Asstt.  , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In his application for information the complainant has asked for the details of the fate of his complaint dated 16-09-2007 and the decision taken thereon. The respondent has informed the complainant vide his letter dated 21-10-2010 that his complaint is still under consideration.


Disposed of. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ex. Capt. Gurbaksh Singh Sekhon,

S/o. Sh. Hardial Singh Sekhon,

H No. 113, W. No.4, Kartar Cottage,

Nabha Road, District- Sangrur.
  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Jail Superintendent, 

District Jail, Sangrur- 148001.


__________ Respondent

CC No.  3528 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)   Sh. Gurmail Singh, Asstt. Suptt. Jails, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The complainant in this case has asked for the details of the parole availed by the convict, convicted in a case in which  the present complainant  before the Commission was the complainant. The parole was availed by the convict between 2001-2006 in accordance with the applicable rules, for which he was granted bail pending the decision on his appeal by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. The information required by the complainant relates to a third party and there is no apparent public interest in its disclosure. The respondent   has   sent   the information to the Commission vide his letter dated 

17-12-2010 stating  that it may be given to the complainant if such action is in accordance with the RTI Act, 2005. 


On a careful consideration I find that the required information should not be disclosed to the appellant/complainant. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Vijay Ahuja,

R/o. 2/107, Geeta Colony, 

Main Road, 

Delhi- 110032.



  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 3525 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Munish  Kumar,  on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)      ASI  Darshan Singh &  HC Lal Mohd.  , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard .


The complainant in his application for information has asked for an attested copy of the complaint on the basis of which the notice has been issued to him by the respondent under Section 160 Cr. PC. The information has been denied by the respondent on the ground that the complaint is under inquiry and that the complainant has objected to its disclosure to the complainant.


Having heard the parties my finding is that the disclosure of the complaint to the person against it has made cannot in any manner affect the inquiry or enforcement of powers vested in the respondent under Section 160 CR.PC. In fact, disclosure of the complaint to the person,  who has been summoned as a witness on its basis would also be in the interest of fair play and natural justice.


For the above reasons, the objection of the respondent is overruled and he is directed to send to the complainant an attested copy of the complaint on the basis of which notice under Section 160 Cr. PC has been issued to him, within three days from today.



Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-01-2011 for confirmation of compliance.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhvir Singh, Advocate,

House No- 2200, Sector 67,

Jal Vayu Vihar, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.






________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar Kapurthala Highway,

Near Pushpa Gujral Science City,

Kapurthala- 144601.




__________ Respondent
AC No. 982 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Sukhvir Singh, Advocate, appellant in person.

ii)     Sh. Ajay Singh Parmar, Advocate & Sh. Rajinder Kumar , Clerk,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been updated and recast by the respondent and has been given to the appellant in the Court today. An opportunity is given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him at 10 AM on 28-01-2011. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Namita Singh,

W/o. Sh.  Rajeev Singh,

R/o. SI-3/36, BBMB Colony,

Slapper ,   Mandi,

Himachal Pradesh- 174403.




________Appellant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Engineer, 


Irrigation & Works, Punjab, 

Sector 18-B, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC No.  927 & AC 928 of 2010

Present:
i)     None on behalf of the appellant.  

ii)   Sh. Gian Chand, Senior Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard. 


In compliance with the orders dated 02-12-2010, comprehensive information has been sent by the respondent to the appellant vide his letter dated 04-01-2011. An opportunity is given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information sent to her at 10 AM on 28-01-2011. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Surat Singh Khalsa,

VPO- Hassanpur, 

P.S. Dhaka,

District- Ludhiana.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana. (Rural).





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3405 of 2010
Present:
None. 
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has requested for an adjournment. Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-01-2011. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pushpinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Charanjeet Singh,

H No. 172, Gali No. 1,

Ajit Nagar, Sunam,

District- Sangrur.





________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3383 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant. 

ii)        ASI Rajinder Kumar, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

An opportunity was given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent, but he has not availed the same. I, therefore, assume that the complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th  January, 2011.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pirthi Singh,

S/o. Sh. Ram Kishan Singh, 

Ward No- 8, Near Shiv Mandir, 

Kularia Road, VPO Bareta, Tehsil Budhlada, 

District Mansa- 151501.




________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3290 of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta, on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)        Sh. Praveen Kumar Vij, DFSC, Mansa. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought his written response to the alleged deficiencies mentioned by the complainant in his letter dated 29-11-2010 and has handed over the same to the complainant. The complainant seeks some time to go through the reply before arguments are heard on the same. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-01-2011 for arguments on the alleged deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in the information supplied to him. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th January, 2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Puran Singh Chaudhary, District Secretary,

Consumer Federation of Ration Card Holders,

Near Ravi Dass Mandir, VPO Bareta, 

Tehsil Budhlada, District- Mansa-151501.

________Complainant

Vs.



Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3293 of 2010
Present:
i)   
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta, on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)        Sh. Praveen Kumar Vij, DFSC, Mansa. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought his written response to the alleged deficiencies mentioned by the complainant in his letter dated 29-11-2010 and has handed over the same to the complainant. The complainant seeks some time to go through the reply before arguments are heard on the same. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 28-01-2011 for arguments on the alleged deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in the information supplied to him. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


6th  January, 2011.

