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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

S/o Sh. Kehar Singh,

Vill. Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.


  
   

  ________ Applicant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  563 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

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


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that there is no time limit of the conferment of ORP rank which  is given for six  months at a time and is extended on the basis of satisfactory conduct of the concerned official, till  such time as the official concerned  has not  been punished with a major penalty. The application for information of the complainant in this case concerns the personal service particulars of a third party but he has nevertheless been given the relevant information.

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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




    Punjab  

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

Sh. Jagdish Singh,

# 141, Sector 48-A,

Mayur Vihar, Chandigarh.

  
   

  ________ Applicant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary to Government, Punjab,

General Administration Department, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

AC No.  566 of 2009

Present:
i)         None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
Sri Sham Singh, Under Secretary,   on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case consists of six points, out of which point nos. 1 to 4 and point no. 6 consist of questions designed to raise the issue as to why the respondent has not accepted the judgment of the  Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, and to criticize him for not accepting  his representation for higher pay.  Such like questions cannot be asked under the RTI Act and the objection of the respondent in this regard, which has been conveyed to the complainant, is upheld.  The only point in the complainant’s application to which a response is called for is point no. 5, in which the complainant has asked for the status of his representation dated 21-1-2005.  On this point, the complainant has been informed that his representation was filed since his case for higher pay has already been referred to the Finance Department and has not yet been received back. In their letter dated 18-9-2009, addressed to the Commission, the respondent has given other reasons for the 
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rejection of the representation dated 21-1-2009 of the complainant.  A copy of this letter should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information.

The complainant made an appeal to the first appellate authority, and was given a personal hearing by the latter  after which his appeal, in my view, was correctly rejected.  There is no strength in this compliant, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




 Punjab  
Encl. 1

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

Sh. Raminderjit Singh,

# 4743, Guru Nanak Wara,

PO- Khalsa College,

Amritsar.



  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

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

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2216 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Raminderjit Singh, complainant in person
ii)  
ASI  Mohinder Pal and ASI  Baljinder Singh,  on  behalf of     the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant states that the only information which has not been given to  him as yet is an attested copy of the receipt for the purchase of gold jewelry which was submitted  by his in-laws to the police in connection with the dowry case against him.   An attested copy of the concerned receipt, which is in their record, has been provided to the complainant by the respondent in the Court today. 

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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




     Punjab  

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

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bholapur, PO Ramgarh,

Ludhiana.



  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2227 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii) Sri Krishan Lal Mittal, Supdt., /CE, B&R,Patiala.

iii) Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt,/B&R, Patiala
iv) Jaswant Singh, Supdt,/Local Govt. Deptt.
v) Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt,/CS,Punjab. ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case was transferred by the PIO,  office of the Chief Secretary to Govt, Punjab, under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005  to the PIO’s , Departments of PWD( B & R), Home Affairs ,  Local Government,  & Transport, Punjab.

The representative of the Local Government Department states that a response to the complainant’s application will be sent to him within 15 days. The representative of the PWD, (B & R) has submitted a copy of the reply sent to the complainant vide there letter dated 26-05-2009. The Departments of Transport & Home,  who have not made an appearance in the Court today, are also directed to send a suitable response to the application of the complainant to him within 15 days of the receipt of these orders.


If the complainant is not satisfied with any of the replies received by him, he will be at liberty to make a fresh complaint to the Commission.


Disposed of. 







  

      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009





  Punjab  

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

Sh. Lashkar Singh,

# 172, Guru Arjan Dev Colony,

Bhoglan Road, Rajpura Town,

Distt. Patiala.



  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2228 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Lashkar Singh,  complainant in person.
ii)  
  None  ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him in full by the respondent.  Insofar as point “  “ of the  complainant’s application concerning the providing of facilities to the public is concerned, the complainant has been apprised  that facilities  have been provided in his office for making information available to the applicants under the RTI Act. If he does not agree with this reply, he should make a separate complaint to the concerned higher authorities of the Department of Food and Supplies, Punjab. Regarding the points  concerning  the distribution of gas cylinders, with which the oil companies are concerned , he has been advised to make a separate application to the concerned  PIOs of the  Oil Companies, which are public authorities under the Government of India and complaints against them under the RTI Act are required to be sent to the Central Information Commission.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




     Punjab  

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

Sh. Nirmaljit Singh,

S/o Sh. Manjit Singh,

H.No. 35, Near Bus Stand, VPO Devigarh,

Patiala.


  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2230 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Nirmaljit Singh complainant in person.

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


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him in the Court by the respondent today. The respondent has also informed the complainant that the investigation into the FIR registered against him has been completed and the challan has been submitted  to the concerned Court.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




 Punjab  

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

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh,

S/o sh. Pritam Singh,

VPO- Karma wala, 

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur.

  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Tarn-Taran.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2249 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, complainant in person.
ii)  
  ASI   Sukhdev  Singh,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information in this case is for copies of  FIRs of those cases in which one  Sh.Hira Singh S/o Sh.Pritam Singh has deposed as a witness. The application is open ended and vague and also concerns third parties  with whom the complainant obviously has no connection, since his emphasis  is on one of the witnesses . Nevertheless, the respondent has managed to locate and give  to the complainant copies of ten FIRs in which the said Hira Singh was the witness. The complainant states that the information is incomplete but, in view of the nature of the application, the response of the Police Department has been more than sufficient.

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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




    Punjab  

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

Sh. Surinder Pal,

W.B-272, Ali Mohalla, 

Rajeshwari Engg. Works,

Jalandhar City.
 

  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2260 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Surinder Pal,  
complainant in person.
ii)  
  S. Nirmal  Singh, Sr. Asstt. ,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information of the complainant in this case was transferred by the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, to the Department of Science and Technology, which has informed the  complainant vide letter dated 6-5-2009 that the Hon’ble High Court did not direct the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab,  to constitute a committee to look into the complainant’s case and therefore, the question of supplying any inquiry report to the complainant, for which he had applied , does not arise.  The complainant states that he has not received this letter and a copy of the same has therefore been given to him in the Court today for his information.


The letter dated 6-5-2009 mentioned above states that the Punjab Pollution Control Board has already furnished to the complainant  the information  regarding action taken on it in pursuance of the directions of the Hon’ble High Court,  vide its letter dated 5-3-2009. 


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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




   Punjab  

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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

B-42/226, Ghumaran Wali Gali,

Old Lal Bagh, Patiala- 147001.
  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  2273 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
 Sri Vikrant Sharma,Advocate,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has supplied complete information to the complainant vide his letter dated 17-9-2009.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




      Punjab  

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

Sh. Harbans Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

H.No. 119-A, Gali No. 3,

Backside Central Jail,

Dashmesh Nagar, Patiala.

  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  2274 of 2009
Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
  S.I. Sadhu  Ram,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the entire remaining information has been given to the complainant personally on 23-9-2009 and he is satisfied with the same.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009



              Punjab  

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh Bajwa,

Bajwa House, College Road,

Qadian, Distt. Gurdaspur




___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1367 of 2008

Present.
None

ORDER

The respondent has sent a fax message to the effect that the records were inspected by the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13-8-2009 on the specified date, 22nd September, 2009, and he was satisfied with the same.  The proceedings of the meeting in which  this has been recorded has been signed, amongst others, by the complainant also.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




      Punjab  

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

Sh. Didar Singh,

# 564, Block-10,

Neem Wala Chowk,

Ludhiana.



  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh, 

Joint Director, Food & Supplies, Punjab,-cum-PIO,

 Sector 17, Chandigarh.








__________ Respondent

CC No.  1950  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant 

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


Heard.


The respondent has brought the  68th Report of the  PAC in original. A perusal of the same shows that there is no para\ No. 2 on page 3 of the Report, as mentioned by the complainant in his application.  This information has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




      Punjab  

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

Sh. Guljar Singh,

and Sh. Didar Singh,

s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Village Maujpur, PO – Bhagomajra-via-Landran,

Teh. & Distt. Mohali, Punjab.

                __________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali. 




_________ Respondent

CC No. 856   of 2009

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

ii)     
DSP  Gursharan Singh and S.I. Jarnail Singh,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. 


Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


25th September, 2009




      Punjab  
