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

Sh. Amritpal Singh, Advocate,

D-15, Marg 13,

New Delhi-17. 


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  452 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Amritpal Singh
complainant in person
ii)  
  H.C. Santosh  Kumar,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in his  application for information dated 23-3-2009 has asked for 3 items  of information as follows:-

1. Information on action taken on his letter No. 6012 dated  15-10-2008.

2.
Information regarding the educational qualifications of the official  who inquired into his application.

3.
Whether the Inquiry Officer has handled matters  concerning  company law in the past.
The respondent has given the information to the complainant in respect of point no. 1 above and has denied giving any information in respect of the other two points on the ground that they concern personal information of third parties.  I find the action taken by the respondent to be valid. 

The complainant states that the information which has been given to him in respect of point no. 1 is without any covering letter. The respondent has made a commitment that this deficiency will be made up and a covering letter will be given to the complainant between 11 A.M. to 12 Noon on 22-8-2009 at Ludhiana.


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






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Karam Chand, 

Vill. Dadwan, Tehsil Dhariwal,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143519.

  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1914 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
 Sri  Jaswant  Singh,   ETO,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


A suitable reply has been given by the respondent to the complainant vide their letter dated 18-8-2009.

Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Om Parkash,

60-Krishna Gali-1, Nehru Colony,

P.O. Khanna Nagar,Majitha Road,

Amritsar

  
   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Food & Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Jeevan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1901 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Om Parkash,
complainant in person.
ii)  
Sri Darshan Singh, Supdt., and Sri Kuldip Singh, Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent to the effect that in pursuance of the orders dated 24-4-2006, of the Secretary, Food and Supplies Department, a proposal for initiation of  disciplinary action against various employees has been sent to the Government, whose decision on the same is pending.

Although the information for which the complainant had applied  has been given to him, the complainant states that he has received the information  after a delay of several months and requested that action may be taken against the respondent on this account.

The respondent is directed to give his explanation of the delay which has occurred in this case in a written submission on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 24-9-2009 for further consideration and orders.
  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Ms. Paramjit Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Ram Ashra,

Vill. Bishanpura, P.O. Gajewas, 

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1902 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
Inspector Harvinder Singh Virk,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to her by the respondent on 14-8-2009.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Om Parkash,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Vill. Madhe Ke, Tehsil Nihal Singh Wala,

Distt. Moga- 142055.  
   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







__________ Respondent

CC No.  1908 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Om Parkash,
complainant in person.
ii)  
 A.S.I.  Brij  Mohan, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In response to the complainant’s application for information, the reasons for which his application for arms licence  was not recommended, as are available in the records, have been  communicated to him, and the  complainant has also been provided with photostat copies of the concerned record.  The complainant has also asked for the reasons for the delay which has occurred in  taking a decision on his application for an arms licence, which he states is of four years, but no explanation regarding the delay has been given to him.  The respondent is directed to prepare a detailed reply in respect of this point and send the same    to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 A.M. on  24-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Jasmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Rajinder Singh,

449, New Jawahar Nagar,

Jalandhar.

  
   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1910 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


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Ms. Satwant Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Nirmal Singh,

C/o Dashmesh Book Store,

Dhuri- 148024.
  
   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1895 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

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


Heard.


The application for information in this case was made by the complainant on 18-2-2009, to which a reply containing the required information was sent to the complainant by the respondent on 31-3-2009.  The complainant has pointed out certain alleged deficiencies in the information provided to her in her letter dated 29-4-2009 out of which, I find only one deficiency to be valid, which is that in respect of item No. 2 of the items of information mentioned by the complainant in her application, the respondent has stated  in his reply that the applications dated 23-5-2007, 29-5-2007 and 20-3-2007 of the complainant have been inquired into and sent to the office of the SSP.  The outcome of the inquiry into the complaint’s applications, however, has not been intimated to the complainant.  The respondent is directed to bring to the Court on the next date of hearing attested copies of the inquiry reports of these three applications of the complainant.
Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 27-8-2009 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Diptikant Pathy,

Flat No. 104, Ridhi Sidhi Apartment,

263, Dhanwantri Nagar,

Indore- 452012 (M.P.)  
   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1912 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

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


Heard.


The complainant has been supplied the information for which he applied vide the respondent’s letter dated 17-8-2009.  The complainant has requested for an adjournment on account of a prior commitment where he works.  He has, however, made a written submission about the alleged loss which he suffered because the information for which he applied was not given to him within the time limit prescribed in the RTI Act.  A copy of the letter of the complainant in this regard dated 8-8-2009 has been supplied to the respondent in the Court today, with the direction that he should bring his response to the Court on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 A.M. on  24-9-2009  for further consideration and orders. 
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 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)   
Sh. Gurkirat Singh Dhillon,complainant in person.
ii)  
S.I. Sukhminder Singh and ASI Davinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The representation of the complainant dated 10-7-2009 in which he has made a plea for penalizing the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act,  because of an alleged delay of 57 days in providing the information for which the complainant had applied, was sent to the respondent with the Court’s orders dated 16-7-2009, with the direction that a written response to the representation should be submitted by the respondent on the next date of hearing (today), and that an officer well acquainted with the facts of the case, not below the rank of DSP, should attend the hearing.  Regretfully, although the officials present on behalf of the respondent state that a DSP has been deputed to attend the hearing and he is on his way, the concerned DSP was unable to come to the Court till it rose for the day, and no written  response to the complainant’s representation has also been submitted to the Court.  In the above circumstances, the PIO, office of the SSP, Patiala is directed to show cause, at 10 A.M. on 24-9-2009, as to why he should not be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act with the imposition of a fine of Rs. 250/- per day, for every day that the information was not provided to the complainant  after it became due to him under the Act ibid.
….p2/
CC No. 1168 of 2009                       ---2---


Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 24-9-2009 for further consideration and orders.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

A copy is forwarded to Sri   Parag Jain, IPS, IGP,  Police HQs, office of the DGP, Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh  for information.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 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:
None
ORDER
The information which remains to be given to the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 16-7-2009.
Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 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)   
None on behalf of the
complainant 
ii)  
Sh. Inderjit Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The complainant has informed the Commission that he has received complete information in response to his application and that his complaint may be disposed of.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Lok Nath Angra, 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  N.C.Doabia, Advocate,   on  behalf  of  the complainant
ii)  
 Sri Jagdev Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 16-7-2009, the respondent has brought a detailed reply in response to the application for information, which has been handed over to the complainant’s counsel in the Court.
An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information given to him today at 10 AM on 17-9-2009.  The alleged deficiencies, if any, should also be communicated by the complainant to the respondent within the  next 10 days, so that he may come prepared with his response on the next date of hearing.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Chuni Lal Kashyap,

S/o Late 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)   
Sh. Chuni Lal Kashyap,
complainant in person.
ii)  
Ms. Manu Goel, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent  but it is deficient, because in reply to para 3(a), the respondent has not given any clear-cut answer whether the rules, guidelines or instructions issued by the UGC are followed by the University compulsorily, i.e. whether they are binding on the University. A copy of the prospectus relevant to the subject of refund of fees, stated by the respondent to be enclosed with their letter sent to the complainant, was found missing and the same has been provided to the complainant in the Court today.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent has made a commitment that the deficiency in so far as para 3(a) of the complainant’s application is concerned,  mentioned above, will be removed and the answer to the question posed  will be provided to the complainant within 15 days.


Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 17-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,
Kanuni Sikanja Office,
Dogar Basti, Gali No. 6,
Faridkot, Punjab.



           __________Complainant
          
CC No.  984 of 2009 
 

Present:
 Sri Bhupinder Singh,  Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Heard.

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 15-7-2009, Sri Bhupinder Singh, Supdt., office of the Zila Parishad, Faridkot has appeared in the Court and has submitted a sworn affidavit,  stating that the file concerning the purchase of Storage Bins for the panchayats  was summoned by the Distt.  Development and Panchayat Officer, Faridkot and the same was sent to him  in the year 2008, after which   he was   suspended on account of a vigilance inquiry  on 6-12-2008, and  after his reinstatement, he has not seen the file.  He has further stated in his affidavit that this information has been supplied  to the DDPO and ADC (Development)-cum-CEO,Faridkot  both orally and in writing.  On the other hand, the Deputy CEO, Zila Parishad, Faridkot, had informed the Court vide his letter dated 14-7-2009, that complete information is not being provided to the complainant because Sri Bhupinder Singh is refusing to hand over the concerned  file on the subject.                                                                   

In the above circumstances,  Sri Basant Garg, IAS, Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)-cum-CEO, Zila Parishad, Faridkot, is directed to hold an inquiry into the whereabouts of the file on the subject of  purchase of Storage Bins for the panchayats during the year 2008-09, and to supply the remaining information,  namely, the quotations received in the office of the Zila   Parishad for the purchase of Storage Bins, to the complainant,  after locating the file.  
CC No.  984 of 2009 





---2---
Adjourned  to 10 AM on 22-10-2009 for consideration of the inquiry report of the CEO, Zila Parishad,  Faridkot.  







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


20th   August, 2009





      Punjab  
A copy is forwarded to Sri  Basant  Garg, IAS,Addl. Deputy Commissioner-
cum-CEO,  Zila  Parishad,  Faridkot,  Punjab  for information and necessary
 action.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








       Punjab

20th   August, 2009




      
