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

Sh. R.S. Walia,

s/o Sh. Anant Ram Walia,

# 260 Model Town,

Ambala City, Haryana. 

 




   
    _________Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Sr. Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.

 





         __________Respondent
CC No. 258 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Brijender Kaushik, Advocate,  on behalf of complainant

ii)     
DSP J.S. Khaira & Sub Inspector Iqbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 12.02.2009, the respondent has completed the inquiry into the application dated 29.01.2008 of Sh. Sidharath Walia and has brought with him a copy of the complete report to the Court, which has been given to the complainant by hand. An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which has been given to him, at 10.00 AM on 14.05.2009. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





      Punjab 

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

# 415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bhadurpur, Hoshiarpur – 146001.

  
     _________________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Director,

Sainik Welfare, Punjab,

Sainik Bhawan, Sector 21,

Chandigarh





________________ Respondent

CC No. 139 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


9th April, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Smt. Surinder Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Mahinder Singh,

171, Street No. 3, New Bishan Nagar,

Patiala.



  


        __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala.

              

  

         __________ Respondent

CC No. 2295   of 2007

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 Courts dated 12. 02 .2009 have been complied with. 


Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Sh. N.S. Bhatia,

H. No. 1377/1,

Sector 70, 
Mohali. 





  


        __________ Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Chandigarh.

__________Respondent

CC No. 163   of 2009

Present:

 Sh. N.S. Bhatia, complainant in person.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has clarified that the information which  he has asked for in his application for information dated 11.08.2008 concerns the action taken against a DSP by the department of Home Affairs, on the allegation of his having misused his official position in an  “entrapment” case against the complainant.

In view of the clarification given by the complainant, notice be issued to both the parties for a hearing at 10 AM on 14-5-2009.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Davinder Singh,

C/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

Vill- Adiana, P.O – Machhiwara,

Teh. Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana,

Punjab.







___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent of Police,
KHANNA

 




__________ Respondent

CC No. 17 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Davinder Singh complainant in person. 

ii)     
 None  on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent, vide his letter dated 08.04.2009 addressed to the Commission, has stated that complete information as required by the complainant remains to be collected from the Thana level and the complainant refused to receive whatever information was available in the office of SSP, Khanna.

Since the period of 30 days within which complete information was required to be given to the complainant has already lapsed, I direct as follows: -

i)
The PIO, office of the SSP, Khanna is substituted as the respondent in this case.

ii)
Complete information should be collected and given to the complainant by the respondent within 15 days from the date of receipt of these orders. For this purpose, a copy of Form ‘A’, which had been submitted by the complainant on 06.05.2008, is enclosed for the respondent’s information.

iii)
The respondent or his representative should be present in the Court on the next date of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant. 
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iv)
The information should be sent to the complainant by speed post, free of cost, since the period of 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act has already lapsed.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 14.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Manmohan Garg,

S/o Sh. Sat Pal Garg,

H.No.  447, Gali No. 1,

Mohalla Kishan Pura,

Moga-142001.


 




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.




                                       __________ Respondent

CC No. 2648 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None   on behalf of the complainant 



ii)
Sub Inspector Sri Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 5-3-2009, the respondent has submitted the progress report in the action being taken against Sub Inspector Kuljinder Singh.  He says that the Sub Inspector is under suspension and the departmental inquiry initiated against him has also been completed and final action on the same will also be taken within the next few days.

In view of the above, this case is disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

r/o H. No. 25-1, Street No. 3,

Sant Avenue, G.T. Road,

Amritsar. 


__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Vigilance Bureau, Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 424 of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh. Dhanwant Singh Virk, Advocate on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Head Constable Manoj Kumar on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The document which the complainant requires in this case is a report of DSP Kashmira Singh,in FIR No. 3 of 2006, which does not form a part of the challan submitted to the Court. The exemption being claimed by the respondent under Section 8(1)(h) is overruled and the respondent is directed to give a copy of the document to the complainant within 10 days from today. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 23.04. 2009 for confirmation of compliance.   









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Bhavjot Singh,
s/o S. Rashpal Singh,

C-2269, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,
Ladhowal Road, Jalandhar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 423 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 

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

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant vide his letter dated 16.02.2009 about the rules governing the refund of the initial deposit of Rs. 7500/-. It appears, from the complainant’s absence, that he is not entitled to the refund of the initial deposit in accordance with the rules sent to him by the University.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Gurdarshan Singh,
s/o Sh. Uda Singh,

r/o Kothe Kukia-de.

Village Pharwahi, Teh & Distt. Barnala,



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Barnala. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 421 of 2009

Present:
None 

ORDER
The  respondent  has in  a  written  communication  to  the Commission dated 

6-4-2009 explained the difficulties experienced by him in trying to deliver to the complainant  the information  required by him.  A copy of the required information has also been sent with the aforementioned letter, which may be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information. An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies,    if any,    in  the Information provided to him at 10 AM on 

14-5-2009.  The respondent should make sure that he is properly represented in the Court on that day








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Parmjit Singh,
s/o Sh. Narinder Singh,

VPO- Mansoorpur,

Via- Mukerian – 144211,

District Hoshiarpur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Hoshiaripur. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 420 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Parmjit Singh complainant in person. 

ii)     
DSP B.S. Dhillon on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked for information from the respondent regarding a police report about the loss of a passport, who has informed him that the information required by him was entered in the police ‘roznamacha’ of the years 2001 and 2002, which has since been destroyed under the Police Rules.

The complainant wishes to withdraw this complaint in order to exercise his option for a first appeal to the First Appellate Authority (DIG, Jalandhar Range) under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005. 


The request of the complainant is allowed and this case is disposed of.  








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,
S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

H. No. 1362, Street No. 12/5,

Dashmesh Nagar, Ludhiana. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 419 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh complainant in person. 

ii)     
Head constable Santosh Kumar on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has claimed exemption from providing the information required by the complainant under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, since it concerns a case in which the challan has been submitted to the court on 16.03.2000 and the case is still under trial. The exemption being claimed by the respondent is upheld with the directions that the information required by the complainant should be given to him on the completion of the trial of the Court.


Disposed of.    








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

H. No. 1362, Street No. 12/5,

Dashmesh Nagar, Ludhiana. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 418 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)     
 DSP Banarsi Dass, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The background of this case is that the complainant had earlier asked for information from the respondent on the action taken on FC No. 339/2005 and FIR No. 24/2006 and the respondent had given him the concerned documents including the letter with which the report in this case had been sent to the Director of Vigilance Bureau, but a copy of the report had not been given to the complainant. The Director of Vigilance Bureau, on consideration of the letter of the SSP, Vigilance, Ludhiana, dated 18.12.2007, raised some objections regarding the inquiry which had been conducted and sent the case back to the SSP, Vigilance, vide his letter dated 7.2.2008 for dealing with the objections which had been raised. The complainant in the present case has now asked for a report on the action taken on this letter of the Director of Vigilance Bureau, and also a copy of the report which had originally been sent to the Director of Vigilance Bureau, vide the respondent’s letter dated 18.12.2007. The respondent states that the inquiry has been got re-conducted and sent to the DIG, Vigilance, Jalandhar Range, who will further send it to the Director of Vigilance Bureau, and the information required by the complainant will be given to him after a final decision has been  taken on the same. For the present, exemption is being  claimed  by  the  respondent  from  giving  the  information  required  by   the  

….Contd P/2
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complainant under Section 8 (1)(h) of the RTI  Act. The exemption being claimed by the respondent is upheld, with the direction that complete information should be given to him after a final decision has been taken on the inquiry report.

Disposed of.   








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. S.P. Khariwal, Chairman,

Consumer Movement Abohar,

Teh  Abohar, District Ferozepur,

H. No. 1074, Street No. 3, Abohar,

District Fereozepur, 



__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

 Ferozepur.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 156 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)     
Sh. Subhash Gupta, AO and Sh. Major Singh, AFSO, Abohar on 

behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case was found to be defective by the respondent in the following respects: -

1.
The IPO of Rs. 10/- which had been submitted as the application fee was not payable to the DFSC, Ferozepur but to the AFSO, Abohar.

2.
The information in respect of the whole of the sub-division of Abohar had been asked for whereas the AFSO, Abohar, to whom the application was made, is in-charge of only Abohar Block in the sub-division and is not responsible for Khuian Sarwar Block. Nevertheless, the information concerning Abohar Block has been given vide letter dated 02.04.2009. 

Sh. SP Khariwal has requested for an adjournment.


In the above circumstances, the DFSC, Ferozepur-cum-IPO is directed to give the information required by the complainant in respect of Khuian Sarwar Block also. 

The case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 14.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance and further orders. 








   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Pritpal Singh,
s/o Sh. Harkirtan Singh,

R/o # 2/305, Jandiala Road,

Tarn Taran. 



__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Attorney,
Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 140 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant. 

ii)     
Sh. Surjit Singh, DDA on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information in this case consists of a large number of hypothetical questions and does not ask for any specific document or record. However, the complainant has requested for an adjournment and the case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 14.05.2009 on which date he may make his submissions regarding his application. 

Till further notice is given to him, it would not be necessary for the respondent to attend the hearings in this case. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Shivraj Singh,
H. No. 109, New Green Park Colony,

Jhill Road, Patiala.





__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,
Women & Child Development Department, Punjab,

SCO No. 102-103, Sector 34-A,
 Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 136 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Harbans Singh Sodhi on behalf of appellant. 

ii)     
Ms. Shukuntla Devi, Supdt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The appellant in this case is not concerned with the charge-sheet or departmental action taken against Ms. Sunita Joshi w/o Sh. Ratanjit Joshi and the information for which he had applied therefore concerns a third party. The appellant’s representative before us has stated that the applicant is the brother of the person against whom action is being initiated. He has been advised that the person against whom action is being taken should apply for the information which is required by her. 

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Ujagar Singh Dhindsa,

R/o H. No. 3586/5,

Lehal, Patiala.  



__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,
Ludhiana. 

__________ Respondent

AC No. 130 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ujagar Singh Dhindsa complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sh. S.C. Madan, AFSO Ludhiana on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The appellant in this case has asked for information about the kerosene oil which was issued to the ration card holder Karnail Singh son of Sh.  Punjab Singh of village Dhindsa, Tehsil Samrala, between 01.01.2001 to 30.06.200. The respondent has informed him that the fair price shop / ration depot of village Dhindsa was under suspension during the period in question and the supplies  for village Dhindsa had been attached with the fair price shop of village Lopo. According to the AFSO concerned, Sh. Gurmit Singh Depot holder, Lopo, has given an affidavit to the effect that the record being asked for is more than seven years old and is no longer available with him. 


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


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,
S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

Ward No. 7, Near Old Police Station,

VPO – Lehragaga, District Sangrur. 



__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurdawara Parbandhak Committee,
Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 127 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Nachhattar Singh on behalf of the appellant.. 

ii)     
S.Simarjit Singh,  PRO,   on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent in the Court today.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





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

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi,
s/o Sh. Baru Ram, 

# 455, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road, Patiala.



__________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 124 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of appellant. 

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

Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter No. 587 dated 13.03.2009.


Disposed of. 









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


9th April, 2009





      Punjab
