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

# 2290, Phase 10,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director, 

Social Security, Women & Child Development, Punjab,

Sector 34,  Chandigarh.
                                 
__________ Respondent
CC No. 183 & 184  of  2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant.
ii)  
 Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Superintendent Grade II-cum-APIO on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


These two cases are being dealt with by this single order since the applications for information with which they are concerned are identical .


On receiving the application for information dated 15-07-2009 of the complainant, the respondent wrote to him vide his letter no.2821 dated 22-07-2009 that  the information for which he has applied concerns third parties and he should therefore ask for specific information which pertains to the complainant or if third party information is required, the purpose, which would disclosed the public interest involved, should also be mentioned,  but no reply was received by the respondent to this letter. 


In the absence of any allegation concerning the recruitment as supervisors of the persons mentioned in the application for information, or mention of purpose for which the information has been asked, which may indicate the public interest involved, the application would come in the category of being whimsical . 
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The complainant has requested for an adjournment. These cases are accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 30-03-2010 to give him  another opportunity to make his submissions in respect of these cases.








            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

# 2290, Phase 10,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.  


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director, 

Social Security, Women & Child Development, Punjab,

Sector 34,  Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent
CC No. 186 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant.

ii)  
 Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Superintendent Grade II-cum-APIO on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


On receiving the application for information of the complainant dated 15-07-2009, the respondent wrote back to him vide his letter dated 22-07-2009 stating that the information for which he has applied concerns third parties and he should specify the exact information required by him, but no reply has been received by the respondent to this communication.

The application for information of the complainant has been seen and considered. I direct that the information for which the complainant has applied at (a), (b) and (c) at page 2 of his application should be provided to him before the next date of hearing. The item mentioned at (d) concerns a lady employee with whose attendance register the complainant has no apparent connection. Therefore,  this item is disallowed . 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 30-03-2010 for confirmation of compliance.








          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi,

S/o. Sh.Baru Ram,

H No- 455, Adarsh Colony,

Patiala.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

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

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 96  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant .

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


Heard.


The information for which the complainant has applied has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 25-02-2010.


Disposed of.







          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Jagpal Singh Dara,

# 3770-C/2, Kundan Nagar, 

Model Town Extn.,

Ludhiana-141002.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent
CC No.  67 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant .

ii)  
 SI Surinder Kaur on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The orders of the SP(D) with which the complaint against Sh. Jagpal Singh,  which was made to the E.O. Wing,   was closed, has been given to the complainant but the respondent states that the file concerned with the complaint,  in which the statements of the witnesses and inquiry report would be available, could yet be located.  The respondent seeks some time to locate the  concerned file.  The case is therefore adjourned to 10 AM on 30-03-2010 for confirmation of   the fact that the information required by the complainant has been located and given to him.







          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Arjan Singh,

S/o. Sh.Mehnga Singh,

# 887/36, Islam Ganj,

Ludhiana.



  


________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 293  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Arjan Singh complainant in person.

ii)  
 SI Surinder Kaur  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by  the complainant  has been brought by the respondent to the Court.  A copy thereof has been made out and given to the  complainant by hand .


Disposed of.









          (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



           Punjab  

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

Sh. Iqbal Rai Jain,

# 33, Sharda Colony, Road No-12,

Queen’s Road,

Jaipur- 302021.
 


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 298  of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant .
ii)  
 SI Surinder Kaur on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information for which the complainant has made an application is available in the judicial file  concerning case FIR No. 185 dated 27-10-2007, which     has    been submitted to the concerned court along with the challan on 
18-01-2008.  The information which the complainant requires can therefore be obtained by him only from the concerned court.

Disposed of.








            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Harjit Singh,

S/o.Sh. Ladha Singh,

# B-I, 1229, Gali No.4/5,

Rajinder Nagar, Kailash Chowk,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.


  

________ Appellant  
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
AC No. 82 of 2010

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant .

ii)  
SI Surinder Kaur on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


In his application for information the complainant has asked for all manner of personal details of one HC Sukhwinder Singh.  These details concern his personal property and loans and the income tax paid by him etc. The information has been rightly denied by the PIO.  Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005 specifically states that the  PIO is under no obligation to supply such information.  The IGP (Zonal-II), Jalandhar has also rejected the first appeal with his speaking orders dated 5-11-2009.  I find  these orders perfectly reasonable and the second appeal is therefore rejected.

Disposed of.







            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Harjit Singh,

S/o.Sh. Mohinder Singh,

# 170 , Punjabi Bagh, Village Jawadi,

Ludhiana.



  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent
AC No. 78  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Harjit Singh, complainant in person.

ii)  
 SI Surinder Kaur on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The answers to the queries raised  by the complainant in his application for    information   was    given  to   him   by  the   respondent     vide   his   letter   dated 
21-01-2010,  which was  not received by him and a copy of the same has been given to him in the Court today.  The complainant alleges that the cancellation report in respect of FIR No. 30 dated 10-02-2007 has not been submitted by the police in any court. The respondent is therefore directed to bring on the next date of hearing the documents which support the contention that the challan has been submitted to the Court on 16-7-2007.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 30-03-2010 for confirmation of compliance.








            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

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

Sh. Narinder Pal Singh,

C/o.Sh. Jaspal Singh,

# 7063, St. No-2, 

Durga Nagar, Daba Road, Kartar Chowk,

Ludhiana.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 234 of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
SI Surinder Kaur on   behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court.  A copy of the same should be sent along with these orders for the information of the complainant. The information consists of the complete inquiry report on the complaint which had been made by Sh. Narinder Pal Singh against Sh. Rajinder Singh Jandhu.  This case is therefore disposed of but in case any deficiency is found and is  pointed out by the complainant, another date would be fixed and summons would be issued to the respondent accordingly.







             (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



             Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Dr. Balbir Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh,

Resident of 45/5,
Passi Road,
Patiala.


                            __________  Complainant.

Vs. 
The Public Information Officer, ( By. Regd. Post )
O/o The District Social Security Officer,
 Roop Nagar.
                                                    ___________ Respondent

CC No. 1818 of 2009
Present :
i)
Ms. Sonia, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER.

Heard.


The respondent is still not present.  Ld. Counsel for the complainant and Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Superintendent-I, office of the Director Social Security Women & Child Development , Punjab, Chandigarh, who is present in the Court in connection with another case,  have  both    not   received   the   orders   dated 05-02-2010 , leading to some doubt as to whether these orders were dispatched by the Commission in time. In the above circumstances, a copy of the aforementioned orders has been given to Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma by hand and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 03-03-2010 for confirmation of compliance of the orders dated 05-02-2010.

          







  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



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

S/o. Sh.Ajit Singh,

Ram Basti, Street No-8-A,

Sangrur- 148001.
  




________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3967 of 2009
Present:        i)    
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)   
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the   
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

In compliance with the orders dated 29-01-2010, the information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 18-02-2010.

Disposed of. 

          







   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


26th February, 2010



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

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

s/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla – 148023.                                                __________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Office of the 
 Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Malerkotla, 

Distt Sangrur, Punjab.                                               __________ Respondent

CC No.  1568 of 2008

ORDER


This case was last heard on 29-01-2010, after which judgment was reserved.


Under consideration in this case is the application for information dated 25-03-2008 of the complainant and the information given to him in response by the PIO of the Municipal Council, Malerkotla. In view of the fact that the complainant  alleged that the information which was given has been falsified, an inquiry was ordered to be conducted into this allegation and the Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Patiala was appointed as the Inquiry Officer, who submitted his report vide his letter No. 15186 dated 14-12-2009, addressed to the Commission.  The Inquiry Officer has concluded that complete information as applied for by the complainant has been given to him.  He has also found that the information which was given is  as it exists in the records of the Municipal  office  and no part thereof has been falsified.


The complainant on the other hand has submitted his written arguments dated 11-02-2010, in which he has tried to show that a copy of the receipt for a sum of Rs. 25,000/- deposited in respect of Plot No. 10, Bus Stand Road,
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CC No.  1568 of 2008
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Malerkotla, was falsified.  A perusal of the arguments of the complainant  however, shows that they consists of unjustified presumptions and seek to question the competence of certain Municipal Council’s officials in accepting rent or issuing receipts.  Such like questions do not  come within the purview of the RTI Act and are required to be raised in the appropriate court of law, where indeed a case of the complainant against his eviction is pending.  The complainant would do well to present his case in the concerned Civil Court instead of levelling allegations against the  respondent in the present proceedings before the Commission,  in which it is not possible to grant any relief of the kind which the complainant expects.  On the other hand, the documents given to the complainant by the respondent in response to his application for information  can ,  at the complainant’s discretion be used by him for the furtherance of his case in the Civil Court in the manner in which he deems fit.


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








            (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner






                                            Punjab

26th February,2010

