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

Sh. Gursharan Singh  Bedi, DSP,

 Kothi No- 85, Phase II, Urban Estate,

Patiala-147002. 



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary to Government Punjab,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1315  of 2010
Present:
i)    
 Sh.  Gursharan Singh  Bedi  complainant  in person .

ii)  
 Sh.  Yash Pal Sharma, Under Secretary Home, on  behalf        of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that he has been granted the benefit  for which he had represented and in connection with which he had made his application for information. He states that he is satisfied with the response of the Home Department and  no further action is required  to be taken on his complaint.
Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sri Gursharan Singh Bedi,

DSP,Kothi No. 85, Phase II,

 Urban Estate, Patiala.


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Chandigarh.





 __________ Respondent

CC No.  767   of 2010

Present:
i)      
 Sh.  Gursharan Singh  Bedi     complainant  in person .

ii)  
 Sh.  Yash Pal Sharma, Under Secretary Home, on  behalf        of  the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In response to the notice issued under Section 20 of the RTI Act,2005  to Sh. B.S.Sudan, Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, Sh. Sudan has submitted a written reply stating that the APIO concerned with this case is not submitting  cases concerning  DSPs  through him and he is therefore not concerned with this case as  the PIO.  He has nevertheless stated  that the required information has been supplied to the complainant on 06-05-2010. He has further stated that the officials who have been found responsible for  delaying action on the application for information of the complainant, and who did not report the decisions of the Commission announced in the open Court on 08-04-2010 correctly, have been proceeded against departmentally. He has  also assured the Commission of his highest regards for it and has requested that the notice may be dropped.


In view of the submissions made by Sh. Sudan, the notice issued to him in 
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the orders dated   29-04-2010   is hereby dropped.  

The complainant states 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









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Bagga Singh,

S/o.Sh.Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City-152002.

  


________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs,

Chandigarh.





 __________ Respondent

AC No. 259 of 2010

Present :        i) None on behalf of the  appellant


ii)Sh. Gurmit Chauhan, Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

Sh. Gurmit Chauhan, Assistant in the office of the DGP, Punjab, has appeared on behalf of the respondent and has stated that  four applications of the appellant dated 19-10-2009 were received in the Home Department and were transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005,  to the office of the DGP, Punjab. Out of these four, three applications were found to be unrelated to the Police Department and were returned to the office of the Home Secretary.  Only one application regarding the non registration of a case, concerned the Police Department and was sent to the SSP, Ferozepur, for further necessary action.

The three applications with which the Home Department was not concerned have been transferred by it to the Departments of Rural Development &  Panchayats, and Labour & Employment,  vide their letters dated 31-03-2010.


The appellant has been informed about the action which has been taken vide letters dated 30-03-2010 and 29-04-2010 of the office of the DGP, Punjab.


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

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Bagga Singh,

S/o.Sh.Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City-152002.

  


________ Appellant

Vs.


Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, 

PIO-cum-Distt Food Supplies Controller, 

Ferozepur.





 __________ Respondent
AC No. 256 of 2010

Present :             None.
ORDER


This is the second consecutive hearing in which the respondent has not appeared either personally or through an authorized representative. No information has also been received from him  about the response sent by him to the appellant  to his application for information dated 19-12-2009.    In the orders of the Commission dated 29-04-2010, it had been mentioned that the hearing on 13-04-2010 (today) is the final opportunity being given to the respondent to appear in the Court along with a copy of the response sent to the appellant to his application for information. 

In the above circumstances, I conclude that prima facie information is not being sent by the respondent to the appellant intentionally and, therefore, notice is thereby issued to  Sh. Amrit Pal Singh, PIO-cum-DFSC, Ferozepur,  to show cause at 10 AM on 03-06-2010, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 03-06-2010 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1510  of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on  behalf of the complainant .

ii)         ASI Bhupinder Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has brought file No. AG-413/07 to the Court. It has been ascertained that copies of all pages of this file have been supplied to the complainant.
Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1512  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on  behalf of the complainant .

ii)         ASI Bhupinder Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information ordered by the Commission to be given to the  complainant is ready for delivery and will be sent  to him through messenger  today itself.

An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information given to him at 10 AM on 03-06-2010.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.1509   of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on  behalf of the complainant .

ii)         ASI Bhupinder Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information ordered by the Commission to be given to the  complainant is ready for delivery and will be sent  to him through messenger  today itself.
An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information given to him at 10 AM on 03-06-2010.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Kumar Gupta,

# 12/24, Janta Colony,

Rampura Phul, 

District- Bathinda.
  
   


  
________ Appellant

Vs.


Sri Amritpal Singh,

Public Information Officer –cum- 
District Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
AC No.  210 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  appellant  .

ii)  
 Ms. Prem Lata , Inspector , F & S, Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with orders dated 27-04-2010, the required  information has been supplied to the appellant by the respondent vide his memo no. 10/4321 dated 12-05-2010. An opportunity is given to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him at 10 AM on 04-06-2010.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Charanjit Singh Bhullar,

C/o.Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, 

Bathinda.
   


  

________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Agriculture Officer,

Bathinda.





__________ Respondent

CC No  1478 of 2010

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 27-04-2010  have been complied with. 


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Varinder Kaur,

W/o. Late. Sh.Balraj Singh,

# 68, Maya Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna.





__________ Respondent
CC  No.  479    of 2010
Present:
i)   
   None on  behalf of the complainant  
ii)  
   HC Jai Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has  given the information, consisting of the inquiry report of Inspector Gurcharan Singh along with statements of witnesses recorded by him, to the complainant,  vide his  memo.  dated  06-05-2010.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kiran Kumar Pandey,(Advocate)

H No- 346, Gowal Mandi, 

Ferozepur Cantt-152001.  


  

________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  351 of 2010

Present:
None
ORDER


The information required by the appellant has been given to him  by the respondent  in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 27-04-2010, vide his memo dated 10-05-2010.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. O.P. Gulati,

H.No. 1024/1, Sector 39B,

Chandigarh.


  


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Shri Om Parkash Palani, 
PIO-cum-Superintendent,

 Education–II Branch, Mini Secretariat, Punjab, 

 Sector 9,  Chandigarh,



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 997   of 2008

Present :  
 i)
Sh. O.P. Gulati,   complainant  in  person.



ii)
None  on behalf of the respondent.
Order


Heard.

The complainant states that the orders dated 26-03-2010 have still not been complied with and  the respondent has also not appeared in the Court today either personally or through an authorized representative.  In the above circumstances, I conclude that the information required to be given to the complainant has not been given to him intentionally and, therefore, notice is hereby given to Shri Om Parkash Palani, PIO-cum-Superintendent, Education–II Branch, Mini Secretariat, Punjab,  Sector 9,  Chandigarh, to show cause at 10 AM on 03-06-2010, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
In the meanwhile, the respondent is directed to comply with the orders dated 26-03-2010 before the next date of hearing.
.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sultan Mohammad,

S/o.Sh. Fazaldin,

VPO- Mehangrowal, Block- Bhunga,

Teh & District – Hoshiarpur.

  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1475 of 2010

Present:
i)      
 None  on behalf  of the complainant 
ii)
Sh. Gurinderjit Singh, Steno., on behalf  of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has  been  given   to    him on 10-05-2010,  in compliance with the orders dated 27-04-2010.
Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Gurnam Singh,  Ziledar,  (Retd.),

H No- 1703/A, Gobind Colony,

Gurdwara Road, Kharar,

Distt- Mohali.   



  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Phase –II, Near Bassi Theatre,

Mohali.  SAS Nagar.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 1455 of 2010

Present:
i)        None on behalf of the complainant  .

ii)        Sh. Kuldip Singh, AFSO, Mohali, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the complainant has still not deposited the prescribed fees of Rs. 3848 /-.  In these circumstances, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give the required  information to him as and when he deposits the fees.
Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

# 313, Garden Colony, Civil Hospital Road,

Kharar, District- Mohali.   


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, 

Deptt. of Social  Security , Women 

& Child Development , Punjab, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No.  632   of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Mohinder Singh, complainant in person.

ii)         Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Suptt.-cum-APIO, Sh. Mohinder Singh, Supdt., and Sh.  Ashok Rana, Sr. Assistant  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


At the outset, Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma who has   appeared on behalf of the Director, Social Security, pointed out that the PIO of the Directorate is concerned with point 5 of the application for information of the complainant and  not point  no. 4.   This contention has been found to be correct.  He has brought the required  information concerning this point which has been handed over to the complainant in the Court.  The complainant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him at 10 AM on 17-06-2010.


The respondent’s representative states that the orders of the Commission dated 31-03-2010 have not been received by him.  A copy of the same has been given to him in the Court today, with the direction that it should be complied with within the period of 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 17-06-2010 for confirmation of compliance,
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Navjot Kalra,

S/o. Sh. Sita Ram Kalra,

Shubh Clinic, Street No-27,

Prem Basti, DC Kothi Road,

Sangrur.

  




________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Executive Officer,

Punjab Wakf Board,

SCO 1062-63, Sector- 22 B,

 Chandigarh.

                                                 __________ Respondent
CC No. 3886 of 2009
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the   complainant  .

ii)  
 Sri  H. R. Khan,  Estate Officer, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the orders dated 18-02-2010 have been complied with and the site plan required by the complainant has been sent to him by Regd. post on 30-04-2010 .


Disposed of. 






(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


13th  May, 2010
