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

Sh.Ramesh Kumar,

S/o.Sh.Joginder Nath,

Ward No-12, S.B.S. Basti,

Lehragaga, Sangrur- 148031.   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller, 

Amritsar.





__________ Respondent

AC No . 112 of  2010 

ORDER


The complainant has informed the Commission that he has received the information for which he had applied and does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner








   Punjab


25th  February, 2010


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

Sh.Gurdial Kapoor,

E.G 806, Mohalla Gobindgarh,

Jalandhar City -144001.
   


  ________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent
AC  No.  67 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Gurdial Kapoor, appellant  in person with Sh. 



 Sukhdev Raj Sharma.
ii)  
 Sh. B.P.S.Rana , Assistant Manager(PRI) on  behalf of    
 the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Complete information has been given by the respondent to the appellant  in response to his application for information dated 21-01-2010 . The respondent states that in his application dated 05-09-2009, in para 7 thereof on page 5 , he has made a specific allegation on which , no specific action, which may have been taken, has been communicated by the respondent . The respondent states that whatever action was taken on the representation of the appellant dated 05-09-2009 as found in the office record has been communicated to him and if any specific action on the allegation mentioned above has not been found to have been taken in the records, it means that no such action was taken.

Disposed of.







          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab   

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

.

Sh.Bhupinder Singh,

S/o. Sh.Manfool Singh,

H. No-1759, Lakhi Colony, Near Sandeep Atta Chakki, 

Barnala.  

   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  175 & 176 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
 Sh. B.P.S.Rana, Assistant Manager (PRI) on  behalf of 
the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


These two cases deal with identical applications for information and are therefore being dealt with by this single order.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him vide his letter dated 27-01-2010 to his complete satisfaction.


Disposed of.







          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab 

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

Sh.Ajaib Singh,

S/o. Sh. Ujagar Singh,

Patti Gaho, Longowal,

Distt.- Sangrur.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.





__________ Respondent
CC No.  253 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant .
ii)  
 SI  Kulwant Singh  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent on 09-02-2010 .


Disposed of.







          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Ms. Harleen Sidhu,

R/o. 513/5, Harbhajan Villa,

Sarabjit Nagar,

Kapurthala-144601.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.





__________ Respondent
CC No. 303  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Ms..Harleen Sidhu, complainant in person.

ii)  
 SI  Kulwant Singh  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information for which the complainant had applied was provided to her by the respondent  vide his letter dated 14-01-2010, but unfortunately the copy of the  jimni index which  was given, pertains to FIR No. 32 and not FIR No.  31 , with the result that the status  of the accused was not communicated to the complainant, and complete information was therefore not given to her in response to her application for information.

In the Court today, the complainant has alleged that wrong information was sent by the respondent deliberately and with malafide intention with the motive to shield the accused, because the correct information, which is  that the accused has not yet been discharged by the Judicial Magistrate,  would have helped  the complainant in the case which has been filed by her in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. This is a serious allegation and I therefore direct the SSP, Sangrur to get an inquiry conducted into the allegation of the complainant by an officer not below the rank of Superintendent of Police. During the course of the inquiry it would be necessary for the Inquiry Officer to give an opportunity to the complainant, 







…..p2/-

CC No. 303  of 2010




            ---2---

Ms. Harleen Sidhu to make her submissions before him before finalizing the inquiry.  In case the allegation is found to be correct, disciplinary action should be taken by the SSP, Sangrur against the official(s) found  guilty of this misconduct.

Disposed of.








          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Bakshi Ram,

Member Panchayat, Gram Panchayat,

Khurdpur,

Distt.- Jalandhar.
   


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent
CC No.  209 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Sh. Bakshi Ram, complainant in person.

ii)  
 Sh. Sampat Rai, AFSO, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him  by the respondent in the Court today to his satisfaction.

Disposed of.








          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh.Rajwinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Niranjan Singh,

R/o. Village Bahmna, Teh- Samana,

Distt.- Patiala.



  
-________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.





__________ Respondent
CC No.  123 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Narinderpal  Singh, son of the complainant .

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


Heard.


The respondent has made a written statement that an  identical complaint  of Sri Rajwinder Singh has already been heard  and disposed of by the Court of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner on 19-02-2010.

In view of the above, no action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. R.C.Khanna,

R/o. I.N.A. Colony,

Adj. Hotel Mohan International,

Amritsar.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner -II,

Amritsar-II.





__________ Respondent
CC No. 125  of 2010
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


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Ms.Sangita Rani,

House No- 601, Milk Colony,

Dhanas, Chandigarh.


  
________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna.





__________ Respondent
CC No. 137   of 2010
Present:
i)         None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
HC  Jai  Singh,. on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The required information has been sent by the respondent to the complainant vide his endst. No. 106-08 dated 23-02-2010.

Disposed of.







          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh.Harbaksh Singh Heera,

38-39, New Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Near Railway Crossing,

Village- Sunet, Ludhiana- 141012.

  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Bhupindra Road, Patala.




__________ Respondent
CC No.  06 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Harbaksh Singh Heera, complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh.Rajiv  Kumar, AETC,   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The additional information required to be supplied to the complainant has been sent by the respondent to the Commission vide letter dated 05-02-2010.  A copy of the same has also been given to the complainant.  After going through the information, the complainant has pointed out four minor deficiencies which have to be removed and the respondent has made a commitment that this will be done within 15 days from today.  Confirmation of compliance should be sent by the respondent to the Commission  by post and the same will  be reviewed on the next date of hearing at,  10 AM on 08-04-2010.








          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Balbir Singh,

R/o Plot No-4,

Gali No-3, Anand Nagar,

Kotkapura,

District- Faridkot.
  



________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Distt. Manager,

MARKFED, Faridkot



__________ Respondent
CC No.  3865  of 2009

Present:
i)         None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
Sh. V.V.Rajan, Liaison Officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
Heard.


In compliance with the orders dated 21-01-2010, the required information has been given by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 11-02-2010.


Disposed of.








          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh.Darshan Singh,

Grading Asstt.( Retd. ),

H.No -1324 / 3, Ragho Majra,

Gail No-2,

Patiala.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
O/o.Director , Department of Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  2607 of  2009
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sh.Tarsem Singh, PIO-cum-Joint Director, and 
Sh.D.P.Mangla ,Supdt.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has implemented the orders of the Court which were in favour of the complainant and has issued the necessary sanction vide his orders dated 24-02-2010.

The respondent states that the salary of the complainant will now be fixed afresh and copies of the afore mentioned sanction and the pay fixation orders will be sent to him within 15 days.


Disposed of.







          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  
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.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Secondary Education, Mini Sectt.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.        



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 997   of 2008
Present :   Sh. O.P. Gulati, complainant in person.

Order


This case was disposed of vide orders dated 04-12-2008  in which the presence of the complainant has been recorded, but the complainant has made a representation dated 15-07-2009 in which he has stated that the case had been disposed of  before he had reached the office of the Commission and requested for a re-hearing of the case. An opportunity was given to the complainant to make his submission today. 

The reply given to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 04-12-2008 was seen and considered . The only information which has not been provided to the complainant are copies of the notings dealing with the press cutting dated 05-09-2007, mentioned at point no.5 of his application for information . This may be supplied to the complainant within seven days from the date of receipt of these orders. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 26-03-2010 for confirmation of compliance.







          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



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

Sh. Prem Singh,

S/o. Sh. Mangal Singh,

Ward No-10,VPO- Rayya, 

Tehsil- Baba Bakala, 

District- Amritsar.    




________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Amritsar.





__________ Respondent


AC No 1022 Of 2009

Present:
i)   
   Sh. Gautam Thapar, Advocate on behalf of the 



   appellant.

ii)  
   HC   Gurpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the appellant in this case was found to be related entirely to a third party who  apparently died in police custody.                     An opportunity was given to the appellant to satisfy the Court about the validity of the application with regard to the public interest involved. Ld. Counsel for the appellant has informed the Court today that the appellant is a social activist and the application for the information was made by him because the father of the deceased had come to him  with the allegation that his son was died in police custody because of having been severely beaten up,  a fact which the police is suppressing . The only item of information which relates to or pertains to this allegation has been mentioned at point no.4, namely, copies of the post mortem report and viscera report, and the photographs of the deceased which were taken in the  police station, Mehta. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply copies of these documents to the appellant within 10 days from today .


Adjourned to 10 AM on 26-03-2010 for confirmation of compliance.








          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



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

Sh.Ram Saran Dass,

# 496, Khalifa Bagh Colony,

Dhuri Road, Sangrur.   




________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Manager,

PUNSUP, Ferozepur.



__________ Respondent


CC No    95   Of 2010

Present:
i)   
   None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)  
   Sh. Raj Kumar, Senior Assistant, on  behalf of the 

   respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent at his residence by hand on 24-02-2010 .


Disposed of. 







          (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


25th February, 2010



             Punjab  
