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

Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj,

S/o.Sh.Bag Ram Kamboj,

R/o. Kamboj Hospital, Near Gaushala,

Gidderbaha, Distt- Mukatsar.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mukatsar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.1479   of 2010

Present:
i)   
  Dr. Ravinder Kumar Kamboj, complainant in person .

ii)          ASI Gurmail Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked for details of the action taken on his application dated 08-10-2009, made to the SSP, Mukatsar, which could not be given to him by the respondent so far because the inquiry into this complaint is still pending. Vide his letter dated 27-04-2010, the respondent has informed the Commission that the inquiry has now been completed and has been sent to the ADA (Legal) for his opinion, who has asked for some clarifications and the matter is still under action.  In the above circumstances, the case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to supply to the complainant a copy of the inquiry report along with statement of all the witnesses and all other connected documents,  after the completion of the inquiry.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Malkit Singh,

S/o.Sh. Jit Singh,

Ward No.1, Mohalla  Nanakpura,

Near Mohalla Subhash Nagar, 

Sunam, Distt- Sangrur.


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1476 of 2010

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

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


Heard.


I find that this complaint is without any basis, since all  the records to be found in the respondent’s office in connection with the complaint made by the complainant have been provided  to him. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.1508   of 2010

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

ii)         ASI Bhupinder Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The case concerned with FIR No. 106, police station division no.4 , Jalandhar, the details of which have been asked for by the complainant , is still under prosecution and therefore  exemption has correctly been claimed by the respondent against disclosure for information required by the complainant.

Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.1509   of 2010

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

ii)         ASI Bhupinder Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked for information concerning FIR No. 195, which has been investigated and the trial of the case is also over. The respondent has claimed exemption from providing the information under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005,  but since this case is neither under investigation nor under prosecution, there is no provision  in  Section 8 under which exemption can be claimed from disclosing the information required by the complainant . It is perhaps for this reason that in the note sent by the respondent to the complainant claiming the exemption, merely “Section 8 “ has been mentioned without any mention of the specific clause of the  Section  under which  exemption   is being claimed. I therefore direct the respondent to give information for which the complainant has applied vide his application dated 03-07-2008, within 7 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.  

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1510  of 2010

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

ii)         ASI Bhupinder Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has brought the information required by the complainant, but insofar as the copies of pages of the file No. AG-413/07 is concerned, the respondent has himself stated that the file contains 90 pages,  but it is not clear from the copy brought by him whether all the 90 pages have been provided to the complainant or not.  In order to check this point, the respondent is directed to bring to the Court the original file on the next date of hearing

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

# 6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar.



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1512  of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Rabinder Singh complainant  in person .

ii)         ASI Bhupinder Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant in this case has asked for information concerning FIR No. 196, which has been investigated and the trial of the case is also over. The respondent has claimed exemption from providing the information under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005, but since this case is neither under investigation nor under prosecution, there is no provision  in  Section 8 under which exemption can be claimed from disclosing the information required by the complainant . It is perhaps for this reason that in the note sent by the respondent to the complainant claiming the exemption, merely “Section 8” has been mentioned without any mention of the specific clause of the  Section  under which the exemption is being claimed.  I therefore  direct the respondent to give information for which the complainant has applied vide his application dated 03-07-2008,  within 7 days from today.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for confirmation of compliance.  
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Malkiat Singh,

S/o.Sh. Mohinder Singh,

VPO Khadiala Sainian, PO Bulowal,

District- Hoshiarpur-146113.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1517  of 2010

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

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


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant  that the information  for which he has applied pertains to a raid which he states was carried  out by the police at his residence in 1989,  but the required information is not available in the concerned police station because the concerned record has since been destroyed under the rules. 


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Malkiat Singh,

S/o.Sh. Mohinder Singh,

VPO Khadiala Sainian, PO Bulowal,

District- Hoshiarpur-146113.

  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1518 of 2010
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Malkiat Singh complainant  in person .

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


Heard.


The information for which the complainant has applied has been given to him by the respondent and a reply has also been sent to him in response to the alleged deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in his letter dated 12-02-2010. I find that full information for which the complainant has applied has been  given by the respondent.


Disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagdish Lal,

S/o. Sh. Charanji Lal,

House No.178, Gali No. 2,

Near Public School, Ward No.7,

Mansa. 




  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1220   of 2010
Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

ii)     Sri Harmeet Singh,Range Forest Officer, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been prepared but was not sent to him because the prescribed fees of Rs. 22/- ,  @ Rs. 2/- per page,  has not been deposited by him.  However, since the fees was demanded after the expiry of prescribed period of 30 days within which the information was required to be provided, it is now required to be supplied free of cost under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act. The information prepared by the respondent has been seen and found to be in order.  The respondent is directed to send the same to the complainant within three days from today without any charge.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gursharan Singh  Bedi,DSP,

 Kothi No- 85, Phase II, Urban Estate,

Patiala-147002. 



  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Secretary to Government Punjab,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1315  of 2010
Present:
i)   Sh.  Gursharan Singh  Bedi     complainant  in person .

ii)   Ms.Kamlesh  Kumari,Sr. Assistant, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the required information could not be supplied to the complainant because the concerned file is in the custody of the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, who is on leave for the last 10 days and will be coming to the office on the 10th May, 2010.   In these circumstances, the case  is  adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sri Gursharan Singh Bedi,

DSP,Kothi No. 85, Phase II,

 Urban Estate, Patiala.


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Sh.  B.S.Sudan,

PIO-cum- Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Chandigarh.





 __________ Respondent

CC No.  767   of 2010

Present:
i)   
Sri Gursharan Singh Bedi, complainant in person .

ii)      
 None  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


No body has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  The complainant states that the orders of the Court dated 08-04-2010 have not been complied with and he has not received any information  as directed  by the Court.  In the above circumstances, notice is hereby given to Sh.  B.S.Sudan, PIO-cum- Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Department, Chandigarh  to personally appear before the Court and  to show cause at 10 AM on  13-05-2010, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250/- per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-05-2010 for further consideration and orders.
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Bagga Singh,

S/o.Sh.Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City-152002.

  


________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Ferozepur.






 __________ Respondent
AC No. 256 of 2010

Present :          None.
ORDER


The appellant has sought exemption from personal appearance in the Court and has requested that the information for which he has applied should be made available to him.


The respondent  has not appeared in the Court and seems to have ignored the notice of the Court issued to him  and also the orders dated 08-04-2010.  On the other hand, from the message which has been received  from the appellant , it appears that no response has been given to him by the respondent to his application for information  dated 19-12-2009

In the above circumstances, a final opportunity is given to the respondent to appear before the Court at 10 AM on 13-05-2010 along with a copy of the response which has been sent to the appellant  to his application for information.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Bagga Singh,

S/o.Sh.Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City-152002.

  


________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs,

Chandigarh.





 __________ Respondent

AC No. 259 of 2010

Present :          None.
ORDER

The appellant has sought exemption from personal appearance in the Court and has requested that the information for which he has applied should be made available to him.


The respondent  has not appeared in the Court and seems to have ignored the notice of the Court issued to him  and also the orders dated 08-04-2010.  On the other hand, from the message which has been received  from the appellant , it appears that no response has been given to him by the respondent to his application dated 19-12-2009.

In the above circumstances, a final opportunity is given to the respondent to appear before the Court at 10 AM on 13-05-2010 along with a copy of the response which has been sent to the appellant to his application for information.
 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Bagga Singh,

S/o.Sh.Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur  City-152002.

  


________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.





 __________ Respondent

AC No. 268 of 2010

Present :          None.
ORDER


The appellant has sought exemption from personal appearance in the Court and has requested that the information for which he has applied should be made available to him.


The respondent has made a written submission that no letter has been received from the office of DC, Ferozepur on the subject of the appellant’s representation dated 23-11-2009, and this position has also been explained to the appellant when he visited the office of the respondent on 21-04-2010. 


Disposed of. 

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Bagga Singh,

S/o.Sh.Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmiki Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City-152002.

  


________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.





 __________ Respondent

AC No. 269 of 2010

Present :          None.
ORDER

The appellant has sought exemption from personal appearance in the Court and has requested that the information for which he has applied should be made available to him.

The respondent has made a written submission stating that the information required by the appellant,  consisting of 15 pages, has been received by him personally on 21-04-2010, when he visited the office of the respondent .

Disposed of. 

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Om Parkash Bhatia,

C/o Mr. Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

Chamber No. 158, New Court’s Complex,

Jalandhar City- 144001.

  
   

  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1017 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Om Parkash Bhatia complainant in person. 

ii)        DSP Harpreet Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information supplied by the respondent to the complainant was seen and discussed in the Court and found to  be complete . In so far as the delay which has occurred in this case is concerned, I find,  on consideration of all relevant circumstances,  that it was caused inadvertently due to administrative reasons and  not deliberate or malafide, of which  no adverse notice is  required to be taken. No action, therefore, is called for under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th April, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.Iqbal Singh.

S/o.Sh. Malkiat Singh,

VPO Rasulpur (Mallah), Tehsil Jagroan,

District- Ludhiana.
  



________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

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

Ludhiana




 __________ Respondent

AC No.  285 of 2010

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the   appellant.

ii)         H C Gurjant Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has shown the DDR’s nos. 33 & 37 to the Court in compliance with the orders dated 09-04-2010, and has also reiterated in his letter dated 28-04-2010 that exemption is being claimed from  disclosure of the required information under Section 8 (1) (h) of the RTI Act, 2005, which  may be allowed. After consideration of all the  relevant circumstances of this case including the contents of the concerned DDR’s, I uphold the exemption being claimed by the respondent  and decide that the copies of the DDR’s required by the appellant may not be given to him under Section 8 (1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed of .

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


29th  April, 2010
