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

S/o Aya Ram,

# 239/1, Gali Vakilan,

Purana Bazar, Ludhiana.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2920 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in person.
 
ii)
HC Santosh Kumar, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant points out the following deficiencies in the information provided to him on 06.02.2009: -

1.
Copies of the wireless messages dated 28.10.2007 and 23.11.2007 have not been provided to him.

2.
Copies of the written summons through which he was asked to attend meetings of the team constituted to investigate the disappearance of his son have not been given to him.

3.
It has not been specifically stated that no team stands constituted at present for the purpose of this investigation.

4.
The dates on which the press release to the newspapers concerning the disappearance of the complainant’s son actually appeared in those newspapers have not been provided to him. 


The respondent has been directed to remove the aforementioned deficiencies and give the remaining information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 24.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance.  
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

H.No. 2017/1, Sector 45C,

Chandigarh.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Patiala. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3179 of 2008

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
Sri Rajiv  Kumar, AETC, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 27-2-2009, vide his letter dated 18-3-2009.

Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

C/o Sh. Maninder Arora,

H. No. 553, Sector 8-B,

Chandigarh.



__________ Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 17 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Prashant Gupta, Advocate on behalf of appellant.
 
ii)
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Clerk, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information of the appellant dated 24.09.2008 was discussed and it was found that a reply to items 1 & 2 of the information which it seeks has been provided to the appellant.  Item No. 3 mostly concerns the application for the allotment of learning centers by  third parties,  but the appellant states that the actual information which he requires is the reason for the rejection of his own application for the allotment of a learning centre. The appellant has agreed to have a copy of the application which had been made by him for the allotment of a learning centre delivered to Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Clerk,  representative of the PIO present before us, who has made a commitment that the reasons for the rejection of the application of the appellant (specifying the eligibility criteria which the applicant failed to meet)  will be communicated to him within  ten days of the receipt of the copy of his application. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 24.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Prem Chand Goyal, Advocate,

H. No. 1268, Sector 60,

Phase – 3B2, Mohali.



__________ aApellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Secretariat Administration,
Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 32 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Prem Chand Goyal, Advocate complainant in person.
 
ii)
Sh. A.D. Bhandari, Deputy Secy.,( General), on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has given a suitable response to the application for information of the appellant vide his letter dated 17.03.2009.


The appellant has tried to argue that there are some points contained in his application for information on which he has not been given the required information. These points have been discussed. The appellant is unable to show that he has asked for any document, a copy of which has not been given to him.  It has been explained to him that he cannot interrogate the Government  over action taken  on any matter  and an application under the RTI Act cannot be used simply to criticise or argue against such action.

Disposed of. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

s/o Sh. Parminder Singh Sodhi,

# 455, Adarsh Colony,

Bhadson Road, Patiala.



__________ Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 41 of 2009

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
ASI Baldev Singh, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been brought by the respondent to the Court.  A copy of the same may be sent to the appellant along with these orders for his information.

Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





      Punjab
Encl---1

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

Tehsildar, Damanvilla,   Railway Road,

Hoshiarpur.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Secretary to Government, Punjab,,

Personnel Dpartment,
Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 77 of 2009

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
Sh. Faquir Chand, Supdt. PCS Branch, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has already been given to him, and a similar complaint has been disposed of in CC-29/09. 


Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

s/o Sh. Kehar Singh,

R/o Vill. – Niamian, Teh. Kharar,

Distt. Mohali, Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 78 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Randhir Singh complainant in person.
 
ii)
DSP Simratpal Singh, PS Kharar on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

The respondent states that in 1997, the year in which the complainant had given his application to the DGP, Punjab,  Kharar Tehsil was in Ropar District  and the application for information should  have,  therefore, been sent to the PIO O/o SSP Ropar. The respondent has nevertheless located the record which was sent by the SHO, PS Kharar to the SSP, Ropar on the complaint of Sh Randhir Singh, recommending that the complaint may be filed because the concerned dispute is of a civil nature. A copy of this report has been given to the complainant for his information.


Disposed of. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

s/o Sh. Prabhdyal Singh,

Vill – Satowali, P.O – Adampur,

District Jalandhar. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 86 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Inderjit Singh complainant in person.
 
ii)
ASI  Sucha Singh   on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

In response to the application for information of the complainant, the record concerning the inquiry report of application No. 2406/PTU dated 05.08.2008 along with statements of witnesses has been given to the complainant. The complainant states that the information is deficient since it does not contain the statements of DSP Karamjit Singh and members of the Panchayat which assumed office in 2008. The respondent should check his records afresh and locate the aforementioned statements and give copies of the same also to the complainant. 

The second item of information required by the complainant concerns complaint No. 0172-5PT dated 19.07.2003 which was given by one Budh Singh against the complainant. The complainant states that this inquiry went in his favour and the complaint of Sh. Budh Singh has been filed, but the police has nevertheless registered five cases against him within a span of about four months and is claiming that the inquiry report which went in his favour could not be located.


This is certainly an unsatisfactory state of affairs and Sh.  R.K. Jaiswal, SSP, Jalandhar, is therefore directed to institute an inquiry into the circumstances in which the records concerning Sh. Budh Singh’s complaint dated 19.03.2007 has gone missing  and  to  locate  the  same  and  give  a  copy  of  the  inquiry  report  and the
…p2/
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statements of witnesses pertaining to this complaint, to Sh. Inderjit Singh, complainant before us. If the concerned record does not become available despite the inquiry, the complaint, a copy of which has been given by the complainant to the respondent, is required to be inquired into afresh and the inquiry report along with the statements of witnesses provided to the complainant.


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 8.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

H. No. 1362, Street No. 12,

Dasmesh Nagar,

Ludhiana.




__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Director Vigilance Bureau,

Punjab, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 93 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh complainant in person.
 
ii)
DSP  Major Singh, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


After the inspection of the respondent’s record carried out by the complainant as a result of his application for information dated 23.05.2007, he has given a  list of seven documents of which he wants attested copies; out of which the respondent has provided attested copies to the complainant of documents mentioned in Items Nos. 1 to 5 and 7. The notings asked for at item No. 6 was denied on the ground that notings are not a part of ‘information’ as defined in Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005. This interpretation however, is not correct and the grounds for refusing attested copies of the notings is rejected, and the respondent is directed to supply this remaining information to the complainant within two weeks from today.


The complainant states that he had also asked for an inspection of the records of  a case which is currently under investigation by the Vigilance Bureau but the same has been denied to him under Section 8(h) of the RTI Act. He states that  this denial is unjustified and his only motive is to help the police in this investigation. The submission made by the complainant is rejected and the exemption being claimed under Section 8(h) of the RTI Act is upheld.

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 17.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

s/o Sh. Sajjan Singh,

Vill – Kajiwal, P.O. Denewal,

Tehsil – Khadur Sahib,

District Tarn Taran.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Officer,

Khadur Sahib, Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 100 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Manjinder Singh, complainant in person.
 
ii)
Sh. Ramesh Kumar, Steno, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has brought some information in response to the application for information of the complainant dated 30.10.2008, but the information pertaining to the whole of the sub-division has not been demanded by the complainant and the identity of the beneficiaries of the Shagan Scheme is not at all clear in the statement brought to the Court. The respondent is, therefore, directed to clearly and neatly set out the names and addresses of the beneficiaries of the Shagan Scheme to whom a sum of Rs. 5100/- each was disbursed from 01.04.1996 to 31.03.2001 in village Kajiwal and Rakhdinewal, and to give this information to the complainant within 15 days from today.  ‘

Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 02.04.2009 in Court No. 2 (SCO No. 32-34, Ist Floor, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh) for confirmation of compliance. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

s/o Late Sh. Parmanand,

Vill – Handiayan Bazar,

Barnala, District Barnala.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 160 of 2009

Present:
i)
Sh. Palwinder Kaushal complainant in person.
 
ii)
None on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that the record pertaining to the  information required by him has been destroyed under the Rules and cannot, therefore, be given to him.


Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





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

s/o Sh. Rattan Singh,

R/o Vill – Jhabkara,

P.O. Bahrampur,

District Gurdaspur.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 180 of 2009

Present:
i)
None on behalf of complainant.
 
ii)
Sub-Inspector Surinder Kumar, on behalf of the respondent    
 
ORDER

Heard.


Of the three items of information required by the complainant, he has been given complete information in respect of point Nos. 1 & 3. Insofar as the information regarding point No. 2 is concerned, he has been informed that no actionable material was found in his complaint which was considered as a cross case in FIR No. 155 dated 01.11.2004, PS Dina Nagar. A copy of the zimini in which this conclusion has been arrived at has been given to the complainant. 

Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th March, 2009





      Punjab
