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

Sh. Lok Nath Angara, IPS,

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.
 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  342  of 2009
Present: 
i)   
Sri Roshan Lal Sharma, Advocate,   on  behalf  of  the complainant
ii)  
 Sri Jagdev Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information dated 7-1-2009 of the complainant seeks information which the complainant claims is necessary for him  to obtain any order to raise creditable objections to a tentative seniority list of IPS officers which has been circulated by the Department of Home Affairs and Justice,  Government of Punjab, vide memo. No. 15/157/2008-I/G-3/3329 dated 31-12-2008. The information which has been sought is voluminous, inasmuch as full details of the number of sanctioned posts and the manner in which the same were filled up etc. in the cadres of DSPs and IPS  has been asked for over a period of 49 years from 1959-2008.  The department has claimed exemption from giving the information under Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, which states that information may be denied if its   collection would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority. Obviously,  the need for and importance of  the information to the complainant has to be weighed against the time, resources and effort which would be required by the PIO to collect the same.  It is not sufficient for the respondent to  give a single line reply stating that the information is denied under section  7(9) of the Act.
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In these circumstances, the respondent to directed  give a detailed reply,  which should contain such information as is readily available,  and  a description of the difficulties in the  collection of information which will have to be traced out.  The respondent should prepare his reply  and  send copies of the same to the complainant and the Commission.  It would be necessary for the PIO to depute an officer who is well conversant with the facts of this case to be present in the Court on the next date of hearing for the purpose of conducting arguments on behalf of the PIO.
 
Adjourned to 10 AM  on 20-8-2009 for further consideration and orders.





  



 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Ajit Singh Randhawa,

303, Chotti Baradari, Part II,

Jalandhar City. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary,

Department of Personnel,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  351  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant
ii)  
Sh. Faqir Chand, Supdtt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 12-1-2009.


Disposed of.






  


 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Samir Fatta, Advocate,

Office Chamber No. 119, 

District Court Complex,

Sangrur-148001. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  358  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant
ii)  
Sh. Harmit Singh, Forest Range Officer, Barnala, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter date 1-6-2009.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





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

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

A-2, Kailash colony,

New Delhi-110048. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  360  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Dr. Pradeep Dutta, 
complainant in person.
ii)  
Inspector Ajmer Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The appellant  in this case  has asked for certified copies of the photostat  copy of the  document submitted  by ASI Hari Singh to the Delhi Women Commission on 17-2-2009. ASI Hari Singh, present before us, states that a copy of the original document is not available in the records of Police Station, Patiala City, where he was posted at that time. The complainant states that the document bears the signatures of ASI  Hari  Singh and Constable Ran Singh of the Delhi police, and is  in ‘gurmakhi’ script.  In the above circumstances ASI Hari Singh is directed to file an affidavit  stating the circumstances in which the document was prepared and is now  not  available in the records of the police Station.  

Adjourned  to 10 AM on 21-8-2009 for further consideration and orders.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





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

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

A-2, Kailash colony,

New Delhi-110048. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  361  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Dr. Pradeep Dutta, 
complainant in person.
 ii)  
Sh. Harpinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant about the action taken on his representation dated 30-6-2008, but has not given any information on items (b),(c),(d),(e)  and (f) of the application for information of the complainant, which are concerned with the letter dated 18-9-2008 of the Lieutenant Governor of Delhi, addressed to the respondent. The representative of the respondent states that this letter was marked to  the ADGP (Law & Order),  who  is still to give information to the complainant about the final outcome of whatever action was taken on it.. The respondent is directed to give this information to the complainant within 7 days from today.

 
Adjourned to 10  AM on 21-8-2009 for further consideration.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Darshan Singh,

S/o Sh. Kahan Singh,

Mandi Nihal Singhwala,

Near Veterinary Hospital,

Distt. Moga.
 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Superintendent,

Central Jail, Ludhiana.




__________ Respondent

AC No.  362  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant
ii)  
Sh. Iqbal Singh, Asstt. Supdtt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


Substantial information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant and the remaining information has been brought by him today, in response to a deficiency pointed out by the complainant, and submitted to the Court, and the same may be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information. 
The respondent may please note that information concerning a third party should be provided to an applicant only after following the procedure prescribed U/S 11 of the RTI Act. 


Disposed  of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Chuni Lal Kashyap,

S/o Lte Sh. K.R. Kashyap,

4-Jagdish Vohra Cottage,

Stokes Place, Shimla-171002.

.
 


  
   


  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Faridkot.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  363  of 2009
Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant
ii)  
Ms. Manu Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court. The complainant has requested for an adjournment.

 
The information submitted by the respondent is sent with these orders to the complainant for his information.  An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information being sent to him, at 10 AM on 20-8-2009.


  

 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Tara Singh,

s/o Sh. Harpal Singh,

Dandiala Road, Patran,

Patiala, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police (HQ) Pb,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1272 of 2009

Present:        i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)     
Sh. V.K. Sharda, Supdtt. And ASI Vithall Hari, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has sent information to the complainant about the number of SPOs absorbed year-wise, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 9-7-2009, and has requested for some more time for the preparation of information regarding the number of SPOs absorbed in the police department. The request is allowed and the case is  adjourned to 10 AM on 21-8-2009 for confirmation of full compliance of the Court’s orders dated 9-7-2009.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balvir Singh,
Guru Nanak Dev Thermal Plant,

Kothi No. B-79, Thermal Colony,

Bathinda.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Principal Secrtary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. Of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1301  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant.
ii)  
Sri  Faqir Chand, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent vide their letters  dated 16-4-2008, 8-5-2008 and 9-7-2008.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurkirat Singh Dhillon,
H.NO. 4123, Phase II,

Urban Estate, Patiala-147002.

.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1168 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Gurkirat Singh complainant in person.
ii)  
DSP Jaskaran Singh, Samana and ASI Sucha Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has stated that he has received the information required by him but has made a representation dated 10-7-2009 in which he has alleged several deficiencies in the conduct and functioning of the respondent. A copy of this representation has been given to the respondent, who should prepare a written response to the points made by the complainant and submit the same on the next date of hearing.  The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 20-8-2009 for arguments on the aforementioned representation of the complainant.

 
It would be necessary for the PIO or a representative of the PIO who is not below the rank Deputy Superintendent of Police and well acquainted with the facts of the case to be present in the Court on the next date of hearing. 

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Parminder Singh Brar,
President, Kaccha Arhatia Association,

Goniana Mandi, Bathinda-151201.

.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Secretary, 
Punjab Mandi Board, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1307 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant
ii)  
Sh. Makesh Juneja, Joint Controller (F&A)-cum-APIO,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 9-6-2009.


Disposed of.




  


 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Lakha Singh,
S/o Sh. Gopal Singh,

Vill. Jawanda Kalan, PO Lauka Karion,

Distt. Tarn-Taran-143415.

.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Senior Superintendent of Police,
Tarn-Taran.

__________ Respondent

CC No.1335  of 2009

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


ii)
DSP   Madanjit Singh,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The complainant is not happy since he wants to know  why the police authorities forcibly dispossessed him of a ‘gali’ ( land)  , but  the respondent states that there is no record of any such  action having been taken by the police in PS Patti.


Disposed  of.


  


 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Ms. Sarabjit Kaur,
C/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

H.NO. 9860, Gali No. 3,

Kot Mangal Singh, Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Registrar, 
Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

__________ Respondent

CC No.1322 of 2009

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

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been sent to her by the respondent vide his letter dated 10-7-2009.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Darshan Singh,
S/o Sh. Kunj Lal,

Vill. Nala, P.O. Ghrota,
Tehsil Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.

__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

District Food & Supplies Controller,
Gurdaspur.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1320 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant

ii)  
Sh. Ramesh Gupta, AFSO, Dhariwal, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent. The complainant has stated in his complaint that the documents which have been asked for in his application have not been provided to him. One of these documents is a copy of the Punjab Control of Bricks Supplies, Price and Distribution Control Order, 1998, which has been brought by the respondent to the Court and may be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.
The other documents required by the complainant are mentioned in his application dated 10-10-2008.  The respondent is directed to send  to the complainant  copies of the  documents submitted by the applicants along with their applications for  licences for running Brick Kilns, and  copies of the field reports verifying that  the proposed Brick Kilns satisfy the requirement of the control order mentioned above, within 7 days from today. I find no other deficiency in the information which has been provided to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-8-2009. If the copies of the additional documents have been supplied to the complainant in compliance with these orders before the next date of hearing, the parties need not attend the Court till further notice. 










 (P.K.Verma)






     State  Information Commissioner
16-7-2009



     


 Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajiv Salwan, Advocate,
# 4806, Mohan Nagar,

Sultanwind Road, Amritsar.

.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Secretary,
Bar Council of Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Sector 37-A, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1326 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant
ii)  
None behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

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


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhpal Singh,
Mohalla Bania ka,

H.No B-V/87, Faridkot.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Senior Superintendent of Police,
Faridkot.

__________ Respondent

CC No.1299 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the 
complainant
ii)  
H.C Birbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, who has also acknowledged that he has received it.

 
Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Dev Raj,

Assistant Engineer,

Agriculture Department,

Hoshiarpur.





__________Complainant

  




Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Agriculture,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC   No.  1336 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Dev Raj
complainant in person.
ii)  
Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdtt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant in his application for information dated 11-2-2009 has asked for the documents on the basis on which appointments were made to the post of Assistant Geologist in the years 1985 and 2003
 of non scheduled caste persons against  posts reserved for  the scheduled castes. The complainant has been given the relevant documents for the appointments made in the year 2003. The respondent states that there was no system for making such appointments through a DPC in the year 1985, and  the only information which has been provided to the complainant so far is by the department of Welfare of Schedule Castes and Backward Classes, which has informed the complainant that the 7th vacancy which was given to Sh. Paras Ram Kalia, Assistant Geologist, was a reserved vacancy, which  was not got de-reserved in the year 1985. This is not sufficient. The respondent is directed to give attested copies of the correspondence between the Directorate and the Government  which took place for the appointment of Sh. Paras Ram Kalia in the year 1985,  within 7 days from today. The file on which the correspondence took place in 1985 should also be brought to the Court by the respondent on the next date of hearing.
 
Adjourned to 10 AM on 20-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance. 






  


 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


16th  July, 2009





      Punjab
