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

Sh. Naresh Kumar,

Shop No-12, Nirankari Bhavan,

G.T.Road, 

Bathinda.

   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3597 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Naresh Kumar, complainant in person.
ii)  
Sh. Harshit Mehta, Inspector and Sh. Satpal Goel, AFSO-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The same has been found to be in order.


Disposed of.







 








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Smt. Harjit Kaur,

H.No-B-XVIII/137,

Jatt Pura,   Nawin Abadi,

Kapurthala.
  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.








__________ Respondent
AC No. 960 of 2009
Present:
            None.
ORDER


Neither the appellant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the appellant does not wish to pursue his appeal any further.


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o.Sh.Nikka Singh,

VPO- Lapran, Tehsil- Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab ,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

Home-2 Branch , Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3608  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Balbir Singh, complainant in person.
ii)  
Sh.Gurmeet Singh Chauhan, Asstt O/o DGP and Ms. Priya Senior Asstt, Home Department on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In his application for information, the complainant has given the details of 10 cases registered against him and has sought information from the respondent regarding them, consisting of copies of the history sheet/final result/ judgments of various courts. The application of the complainant pertains to the  police districts  of Moga, Khanna, Ludhiana City and Sangrur and was therefore transferred by the PIO, office of the DGP, Punjab,  to the PIOs of these four districts under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.
The only response which the complainant has received is from the PIO, office of the SSP, Sangrur, who has given him information with regard to item “j’, concerning FIR 978, about which the complainant already knows that he has been acquitted by the trial court in 1988.  The items mentioned by the complainant at sr. nos. ‘h’  & ‘i’ are not valid, since the details have not been given of the police station  or district involved.   This leaves seven cases mentioned at sr. no. ‘a’, ‘b’, ‘c’, ‘d’, ‘e’. ‘f’ and ‘g’ which concern the police districts of Moga,  Khanna and Ludhiana (City ), regarding which information remains to be supplied .








P2/-

CC No. 3608  of 2009



-----2----

In the above circumstances, a copy of the letter of the PIO, o/o DGP, Punjab, dated 19-10-2009,  with which the application of the complainant was transferred, along with a copy of the application are sent along with these orders to the PIOs o/o SSPs,  Moga, Ludhiana City and Khanna,  with the direction to supply the information required by the complainant within 15 days of the date of receipt of the orders.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2010 for confirmation of compliance. It would not be necessary for the PIO’s,  office of Home Secretary ,Govt.,  Punjab or office of the DGP, or  their representatives,  to attend further hearings of this case, but the SSPs-cum- PIOs to whom these orders are being sent should ensure that their representatives are present in the Court on the next date of hearing, along with  a copy of the information supplied  to the complainant.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

A copy is forwarded to:-

1)  PIO/ SSP Moga.
2)  PIO/ SSP Ludhiana City 

3)  PIO/ SSP Khanna
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kalyan Singh,

VPO Amarpura (Bahab Wala),

Tehsil- Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur- 152116.  
   


  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Technical University, 

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.



__________ Respondent
AC No. 957 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

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


Heard.

With reference to the application for information of the complainant, the respondent has brought a copy of the identical information which was sent to another applicant,Sh. Kulwant Bhati,  to the effect that the admissions of Mr.Amrik Singh and Mr. Harjinder Singh to M.Tech. Course have been cancelled by the Punjab Technical University. A copy of the same should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.

Disposed of. 









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








   Punjab.


7th January, 2010

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

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Gurbax  Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar, Punjab.




__________ Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. SDM-1,
Jalandhar    




       __________ Respondent

AC No. 201 and 205   of   2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rabinder Singh, appellant in person.
ii)  
Sh. A.S.Prabhakar, SDM-cum-PIO  Jalandhar 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted that  the then SDM, Sri R.P.Singh has been transferred and he joined as the SDM, Jalandhar-1 only two days ago. He has however submitted a copy of the reply to the show cause notice given by Sri R.P.Singh, in which he has stated that the entire case was handled by the concerned Tehsildar during the period that he remained as SDM and he was not even aware that this case was pending.  He became aware to the same  on receipt of the Commission’s notice dated 05-05-2009, after which he  made sure that the information is provided to the appellant on 28-05-2009 and the typographical mistakes contained therein were also removed  later on to the satisfaction of the appellant.  He has also said that disciplinary action has been initiated against Sri Rajiv Verma, Tehsildar,  for the delay which has been caused and a show cause notice has been issued to him in this regard.


 In the above circumstances,  it cannot be said that the delay in this case has been caused deliberately,  unreasonably or with malafide motives by Sri R.P .Singh, the then SDM,Jalandhar-1 and the  notice issued to him under Section 20 of the RTI Act is hereby dropped.  Sri  A.S.Prabhakar, SDM, who is present in the Court has given the assurance that the amount of costs of Rs. 1000/- will be delivered to the appellant within two days.


Disposed of.










(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                             Punjab  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh.Ikneet Singh Tathguru,

H No-6, Preet Nagar,

Lower Mall, Near Modi Nursing Home,

Patiala.

  
   


  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 749 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 04-12-2009, the respondent has shown the relevant documents regarding the destruction of the answer sheets to the Court today.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Sh.Pankaj Aggarwal,

H No 15, Raghbir Colony,

Model Town,

Patiala-147001
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3220 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
ASI Sh. Madan Lal, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The required information was handed over to the complainant in the Court on 04-12-2009,  and the hearing today was fixed to give an opportunity   to him to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information,  but he has not availed it. 

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Sh.Kheta Ram ,

S/o Sh. Hanuman,

Vill- Chuhari Wala Dhanna,

Tehsil Fazilka,

District Ferozepur.  

   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3334 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Kheta Ram, complainant in person.

ii)  
S I .Darshan Singh and DSP . Karamjeet Sing on behalf 
of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the complaint of the Chooriwala Dhanna Panchayat, received from the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Khuiyan Sarwar at Abohar,  vide his letter no. 1660 dated 03-07-2009,  was marked to ASI Tilak Raj,  who was transferred,  after which  ASI .Daljeet Singh was asked to  inquire into it  and report . However, no report was submitted either by ASI. Tilak Raj or ASI. Daljeet Singh and none exists on the record . Thereafter, the complaint was sent back to the DDPO by the SHO vide his letter dated 06-10-2009,  because the preliminary inquiry conducted by the BDPO was found to be incomplete. The respondent states that no further action concerning this matter is pending in the police station and  there is no other record in existence in the police station concerning this matter. In the above circumstances the complainant is advised to make a fresh application to the DDPO-cum-PIO Ferozepur,  if he wishes to know the up-to-date status of the inquiry being conducted by the BDPO. It is clear that the present respondents are not concerned with this matter.
No further action is required to be taken in this case,  but since the position has become clear only after hearing the respondent, who got delayed by 









----p2/-

CC No. 3334 of 2009
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 the weather and the complainant has already left, an opportunity is given to him to make any further submission in this regard at 10 AM on 05-02-2010. However,  it would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the next hearing of the case.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Sh.Sukrit Sharda,

50 / 186, Yogpal,

Old Shahpur Road,

Pathankot-145001.

  
   


  ________ Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Divisional Forest Officer.

Gurdaspur Forest Division, Dalhousie Road,

Pathankot.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  635 of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh.Sukrit Sharda, appellant in person.

ii)  
Sri Onkar Singh, Dy.DFO, Gurdaspur. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought freshly prepared information for the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 05-11-2009 and the same has been given to the complainant.  Some further time has also been sought by the respondent to prepare the information which remains to be given and this case is therefore adjourned to 11-00 AM on 28-01-2010 for full compliance of the Court’s orders dated 05-11-2009.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Sh.Harsh Mohan Singh,

H.No 105, Near Chandigarh Steel,

Walia Enclave, Opposite Punjabi University,

Patiala.


  
   


  ________ Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar. 






__________ Respondent

AC No.  641 of 2009
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the   appellant.

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


Heard.

The required information was supplied to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 05-11-2009,  and an opportunity was given to him to make further submissions, if any, today. The complainant is not present and it is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Sh.Rohit  Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana

  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer,

O/o. Excise and Taxation Commissioner,





Bhupindra Road,

Patiala





   __________ Respondent
AC No. 819 of 2009

Present:
            None.
ORDER


The respondent has requested for an adjournment of this case . The appellant is also not present. 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 05-02-2010 for further consideration and orders.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

s/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla – 148023.                                                __________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Office of the 
 Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Malerkotla, 

Distt Sangrur, Punjab.                                               __________ Respondent

CC No.  1568 of 2008

Present:        i)    
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person

ii)   
Sri Badar Din, Accountant, MC, Malerkotla, on behalf of the   
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has submitted the report of the inquiry conducted in compliance with the Court’s orders vide his letter dated 14-12-2009. A copy of the same has been given to the complainant for his information,  who may make his submissions, if any, with regard to the same, in writing to the Court,  within 10 days, after which  final orders would be passed in this case. 


To come up on 29-01-2010 for orders.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th January, 2010



                         Punjab  

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

H No- 3063 B, 

Gali No-2, Power House Road,

Bathinda.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Welfare of Scheduled Casts

 and Backward Classes, 

Sector 34,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 2956 of 2009
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Suptt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the PIO, Directorate of Welfare of Scheduled Casts and Backward Classes.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that full information has been sent to the complainant in response to his application for information dated 18-07-2009.

Disposed of.









 (P. K. Verma)








State Information Commissioner









      Punjab.


7th January, 2010



                         
