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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

General Secretary, Universal Human Rights Organization,

VPO Rasulpur (Mallah),

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.
  
   

  ________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana (Rural), Ludhiana.



__________ Respondent

AC No.  383  of 2009
Present:
Sri Kushaldeep Singh Sandhu, Advocate, on behalf of the         complainant.                    
S.I. Amarjit Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

Very specific and clear information was provided to the complainant  by the respondent  vide his letter dated 23-3-2009.  The complainant states that he has not received this letter. A copy of the same has been provided to the complainant in the Court.

The respondent has made a further submission that the instructions mentioned in the pamphlet of the Human Rights Commission have been circulated to all concerned police officials in Ludhiana District and reports have been obtained from the SHOs of all Police Stations in the district  to the effect that the instructions have been implemented.  A copy of this letter of the SSP, Ludhiana,  has also been given to the complainant.


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

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Maj. Hukam Singh Dhaliwal,

H.No. 4, Ghuman Chowk,

PO-Sadar Bazar, Ludhiana.
  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1348  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Maj. Hukam Singh Dhaliwal,complainant in person. 

ii)     
S.I. Dalbir Singh Sidhu, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Some information was provided by the respondent to the complainant in March, 2009 and today, comprehensive information containing the remaining part has been supplied.  Apart from the items of information mentioned in the complainant’s application, the report of the inquiry held in the complaint of Ms. Karamdeep Kaur, along with the statements of witnesses has also been brought by the respondent and handed over to the complainant.

Disposed  of.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Omkar Singh Sodhi, Advocate,

District Courts, Gurdaspur.
  

   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1351  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant . 

ii)     
S.I. Randhir  Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case has asked for “all criminal cases lodged by S. Parmeet Singh Bedi, Advocate, Dera Baba Nanak, and instituted against him by various persons”.


The respondent states that the application for information is vague,  and sufficient details have not been provided by the applicant to enable  the information to be located.  Apart from this, the information concerns a third  person and its disclosure to the applicant can be considered only after following the procedure under Section 11 of the RTI Act, provided complete details  of the cases concerning S. Parmeet Singh and his whereabouts  is given by the complainant to the respondent.


It is also observed that applications for information under the RTI Act are required to be made to the concerned PIO or APIO.  The complainant has given his application to the SHO, Police Station, Dera Baba Nanak. In case he wishes  to make a fresh application in accordance with the observations of the Court noted above, he is advised to give the same to the PIO, office of the SSP, Batala.

Disposed of.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Sukhwinder Pal,

625, Dadu Road, Mandi Kalanwali,

Sirsa, Haryana.
  

   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director General of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  1353  of 2009

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

ii)     
Inspector Kamaljit Singh, Vigilance Bureau, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the application for information dated 16-3-2009 has not been found to have been received in his office.  Insofar as the information required by the complainant is concerned, the respondent states that the representation of the complainant regarding  the financial scandal in the Forest Department has been sent to the Secretary,  Department of  Vigilance, Punjab, with the recommendation that it should be transferred to the administrative department concerned for necessary action.  A copy of the letter of the respondent  with which the representation was sent to the Secretary, Vigilance, has been given to the complainant for such further action as he may wish to take in the matter.

Disposed of.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Karan Jasbir Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Ajmer Singh,

MIG-2737/A, Sector 70,

Mohali.


  

   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1355  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)     
DSP Simratpal Singh and S.I. Iqbal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought with him three sets of papers with reference to the application for information given by the complainant, which may be sent along with these orders for the information of the complainant.

An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him by the respondent at 10 AM on 21-8-2009.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Jagiyot Singh Swani,

S/o Sh. D.S. Swani,

H.No. 316, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.


  

   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1363  of 2009

Present:
i)        Sri Shireesh  Gupta, Advocate , on behalf of the complainant. 
ii)     
DSP Gursharandeep  Singh Grewal, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the investigation into  FIR 330 dated 18-9-2007, PS,  SAS Nagar, Mohali, has been completed and the information required by the complainant has, therefore, been provided to him in the Court today.

Disposed  of.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Vijay Syal,

Govt. H.No. B-40,

Sangrur.


  

   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary,

Deptt. of Personnel, Govt. of Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No.  1385  of 2009
Present:
i)   
Sh. Vijay Syal,  complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sri Faqir Chand, Supdt., Personnel, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The position regarding the three items of information for which the complainant has applied is as follows:-

1.
The respondent states that a copy of the SLP filed by Sh. Jasbir Singh in the Punjab and Haryana High Court, should be obtained by the complainant from the Hon’ble Court.  Since, however, the department of Personnel is a respondent in the  above mentioned SLP, and a copy is available in the official records of the respondent, he is directed to give a copy of the same to the complainant.

2.
The complainant has received the information regarding the date of 

retirement of the officials mentioned in this item.

3.
The respondent states that inquiry report of which a copy is required by the complainant is not available in his  records.


Disposed of.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Ms. Kiran Rosy, PCS,

Deputy Director, Administration,

Irrigation Works, Punjab,

Hydel Building, Sector 18,

Chandigarh.


  

   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director Vigilance Bureau,

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



__________ Respondent

CC No.  1415  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sri  Ravi  Kalia,   on behalf of the complainant 
ii)     
 DSP  Mohan Lal, Vigilance Bureau, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for the notings of the file of the Vigilance Bureau in which the inquiry report dated 7-3-2003  ( not  27-2-2003 as stated by the complainant in her application for information)  of the Vigilance Bureau  has been considered and examined, leading to the registration of a FIR 7/04 against the complainant on  8-6-2004, in PS Vigilance Bureau Flying Squad, SAS Nagar, Mohali.   The respondent has claimed exemption from giving the notings under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, on the ground that  the Challan in the case has been put up   in the Court and disclosure of the required information  would affect the prosecution of the case.

On being questioned, the complainant states that she has asked for the noting of the concerned file of the Vigilance Department because she wants to know the details of the inquiry report  dated 7-3-2003, which has not been given or shown to her.  The respondent states that he has no objection to giving a copy of the report.   The report is available with the respondent in the Court and a copy thereof has been made out and given to the complainant.
Disposed of.       
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Ms. Davinder Kaur,

H.No. 234, Moti Bagh Colony,

Fulawal, Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana.
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1446  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Ms. Davinder Kaur,  complainant in person. 

ii)     
H.C.Santosh  Kumar ,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the Police Station Incharge has reported that there is no complaint or representation dated 11-11-2008 of Ms. Davinder Kaur  or her father-in-law  S. Amarjit Singh  which has been located in the PS or in Basant Avenue Police post. The complainant on the other hand states that her  father in law had personally gone to the PS and the  head munshi had written his representation on 9-5-2007 which he had signed.  The respondent is therefore directed to make another effort to locate the complainant’s representation and to inform her   of the action taken on the same.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





      Punjab
.

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

Sh. Avtar Singh Grewal,

C-27, Kendriya Vihar,

Sector 48-B, Chandigarh.
  

   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No.  1486  of 2009
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Avtar Singh Grewal,   complainant in person. 

ii)     
 None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The “application” of the complainant in this case is not a proper application for information under the RTI Act since no information has been asked for,  but it is only a representation which has been made to the Government.

Disposed of.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





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

Sh. Arun Bharti,

s/o Sh. Narinder Bharti,

R/o # 11269, Hakikat Nagar,

 Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.

Ms. Jatinder Kaur,

B-16, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141012, Punjab.

Sh. R.P. Singh,

C/o Sh. G.S. Rai,

R/o # 72-A, Shastri Nagar,

Ludhiana, Punjab.





__________Appellants

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

Sadiq Road, Faridkot, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 272 ,  273  and    280  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sri A.S.Dhaliwal,on behalf of the appellants. 

ii) Ms. Manu  Goel, Advocate,  on behalf of the respondent .

iii) Sri Vikas Kuthela, Advocate . on behalf of the Baba Jaswant Singh Dental College,Ludhiana.
ORDER

Heard.

It has been brought to the notice of the Court by Ld. Counsel for Baba Jaswant Singh Dental College, Ludhiana, that identical applications for information, which are the subject matter of the present case, are already under consideration in AC nos. 314, 283 and 315 of 2009 in the Court of Hon’ble SIC, Sri Kulbir Singh, in which the next date of hearing is 17-08-2009.

Deputy Registrar may please take appropriate action for transferring these three cases to the Hon’ble Bench of SIC, Sri Kulbir Singh  for disposal along with the other three cases already pending before him.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





      Punjab 

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

Ms. Om Prabha, 

D/o Late Parshotam Ram,

R/o # 29, Village Theri,

Teh. & Distt. Patiala




__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala





__________ Respondent

AC No. 227 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Smt.  Om Prabha, complainant in person. 

ii)     
ASI  Inderjeet  Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 29-5-2009, the respondent has submitted a report to the effect that  renewed efforts  have also failed to locate a copy of the compromise required by the complainant, but H.C.Balbir Singh,No. 586/PT  has been found to be responsible for the  misplacement of this document  and departmental action has been initiated against him. A copy of the orders issued by the SSP, Patiala,   in this regard has been given to the complainant for her information.   Apart from the above, a whole lot of papers and documents concerning the inquiries which have been made has been brought by the respondent to the Court and handed over to the complainant for her information.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


17th  July, 2009





      Punjab
