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

Sh. Harbans Singh,

S/o. Sh. Baldev Singh,

H No-247, Gali No-1/6,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar, Bareta Road,

Shimla Puri, District- Ludhiana.

  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
AC  No.  144    of 2010
Present:
i)   
    Sh. Harbans Singh appellant in person.

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


Heard.


The respondent states that the application dated 14-05-2008 of the appellant has been found not to have been received in the police station division no.6 . However, the subsequent applications have been inquired into and filed . The appellant has been advised to make a fresh application for copies of the inquiry report into his other applications, which have not been mentioned in the application for information which is the subject matter of this case, if he requires the same.

Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Sh. Shinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. Kehar Singh,

Village- Mirpur Hans,

Tehsil  Jagroan, District- Ludhiana.
  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

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

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent
AC  No. 150   of 2010
Present:
i)   
   None on behalf of the  appellant. 
ii)  
   SI Surinder Kaur  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

 
The appellant has made a written submission that he is satisfied with the information which he has been provided and his complaint may be treated as withdrawn.


Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Sh. Sanjay Kumar,

S/o. Sh. Ram Lal,

# 88,  Shekhpura,

Basti Roxi Road, 

Sangrur.
   


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Sangrur.





__________ Respondent

CC  No.  440    of 2010

Present:
i)   
    None on behalf of the  complainant .

ii)  
    Sh. Balraj Singh, AFSO, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a submission that the information required by the complainant has already been sent to him vide his letters dated 09-11-2009 and 06-01-2010. These letters have been perused and the contention of the respondent has been found to be incorrect. Infact, he has not been able to show any letter which may have been sent to the complainant in response to his application for information dated 12-09-2009 , a copy of which was sent to the respondent with the notice for today’s hearing . One final opportunity is given to the respondent to send a suitable response to this application and to submit a copy thereof to the Court before the next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 06-05-2010 for further consideration and orders.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Smt. Varinder Kaur,

W/o. Late. Sh.Balraj Singh,

# 68, Maya Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna.





__________ Respondent
CC  No.  479    of 2010
Present:
i)   
   Smt.Varinder Kaur complainant in person
ii)  
   HC Jai Singh on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant in this case has applied for all the inquiry reports which may be found in the records of the respondent in respect of FIR No.222 dated 03-09-2008, PS Payal. The respondent supplied to her an inquiry report submitted by the SHO , PS Payal,  on 19-08-2008 vide his letter dated 31-12-2009. The complainant is not satisfied with this information because she states that an inquiry was also conducted by Inspector Gursharan Singh and the statements of the complainant and others were recorded in the presence of this Inspector on 24-11-2008, but there in no mention of these proceedings and no information has been given about the result of the inquiry which was conducted at that time ( November 2008) . The respondent has made a written report today that the challan in this case has been submitted in the concerned court of law on 05-03-2010, and the entire record of this case has also been submitted to the court and any information which the complainant wants should therefore be obtained from the court. Under these circumstances, the complainant is advised 
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to obtain a copy of the entire challan file from the concerned court and then approach the court for the particulars of the information which is still required by her, in case the same in not available in the papers submitted by the respondent to the court.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 22-04-2010 for further consideration and orders. 
(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Pal Singh,

H. No-336, Phase 2, Sector-54,

Mohali.
   


  

________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. The Registrar,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent
AC  No. 151     of 2010
Present:
i)      Sh. Joginder Pal Singh, appellant in person.

ii)   Dr. S.S.Thind, Senior Soil Chemist, Sh.M.L.Khullar Senior   Assistant and Sh.Nirmal Sharma Suptt-cum-APIO on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The appellant states that he has received a reply from the respondent in response to his letter dated 07-10-2009, in which he has pointed out four deficiencies in the  information which had been provided to him in response to his application for information dated 04-08-2009. This reply was received by him after he had made the present complaint to the Commission.


The appellant further states  that he is satisfied with the information/clarification given to him in respect of points 3 and 8, but the precise information required with reference to points 4 and 5 has still not been supplied to him. The respondent states that there in no specific reason which can be found on record for the “discontinuation” of the scheme which is the  subject matter of the appellant’s application from 01-04-2007 to 31-012-2007, because the scheme was never “discontinued” and the staff is recruited on contractual basis for its implementation as and when grants in-aid are received for this purpose from the  ICAR. Therefore, it can be  safely concluded that no staff was 
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recruited from 01-04-2007 to 31-12-2007  because of inadequacy of the grant in-aid which had been received.

In view of the clarification given by the respondent, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Sh. Davinder Singh,

S/o. Sh. S.Nachttar Singh, 

R/o. Village Khiala Khurd,

District- Mansa.
   


  

________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  478    of 2010
Present:
i)   
    Sh. Davinder Singh, complainant in person.

ii)  
    Sh. Varinder Pal Singh, DFO Mansa-cum-PIO.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant vide his letter dated 10-02-2010 which was sent to the complainant by a registered post . According to the records of his office, no charge sheet was issued to Sh. Daljit Singh, Forest Ranger,  during the period of his posting in District. Mansa. Since the complainant states that the aforementioned letter of the respondent was not received by him, a copy of the same has been made out and got attested by the respondent and delivered to the complainant in the Court today.

Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Sh. Baljit Singh,

S/o.Sh. Harsewak Singh,

H No- 324, Gali No-9, Ishar Nagar,

Behind G.N.E. College, Ludhiana.


________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, 

Deptt. Of Home Affairs,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No.   553 of 2010 and AC 155   of 2010
Present:
i)   
   None on behalf of the  complainant .

ii)  
 Sh.Gurmeet Chauhan, Assistant/ DGP’s office, on  behalf of   the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


These two cases are being disposed of by this single order since the complainant and applications for information in both the cases are identical. 


The respondent has shown to the Court that the same applications for information of the complainant as are  the subject matter of these two cases are already under adjudication in the Court of Hon’ble CIC, Punjab, in CC- 552 of 2010, in which the next date of hearing is 01-04-2010. In the above circumstances, parallel proceedings on the same complaint cannot be proceeded with and these cases are therefore disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Sh. R.S. Chauhan,

# 92, Baba Deep Singh Nagar, Opp. GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.   


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller (West),

Zone- D, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.   468 of 2010

Present:
i)   
   Sh. R.S. Chauhan, complainant in person.

ii)           Sh. Janak Raj, AFSO Jagraon on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has made a written statement to the effect that he does not require the information from the respondent and his complaint may be treated as withdrawn.

Disposed of.


(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Sh. R.S. Chauhan,

# 92, Baba Deep Singh Nagar, Opp. GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.   


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.   674 of 2010

Present:
i)   
    Sh. R.S. Chauhan, complainant in person.

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


Heard.


The respondent states that the position regarding the complainant’s representation dated 05-02-2009 is the same as was intimated to him in his letter dated 28-05-2009, namely; that it is still under investigation/inquiry .


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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

Sh. R.S. Chauhan,

# 92, Baba Deep Singh Nagar, Opp. GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.   


  

________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.   668  of 2010

Present:
i)   
    Sh. R.S. Chauhan, complainant in person.

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


Heard.


The respondent states that the application for information of the complainant dated 16-02-2009 was not received in his office and it came to his notice  when a copy thereof was sent to him along with the Commission’s notice for today’s hearing. A complete reply containing full information required by the complainant, has been brought by the respondent to the Court and delivered to him by hand.

Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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.


The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 11-03-2010 in compliance with the orders dated 26-02-2010.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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.


An opportunity was given today to the complainant to make his submissions in respect of his applications for information dated 15-07-2009, but he has not availed the same and is not present in the Court. The complainant did not attend the first hearing in these cases as well.


In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in these cases, which are disposed of. 

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner








               Punjab


30th   March, 2010


The complainant came late to the Court on account of his having to appear in an other matter before another Bench of the Commission. He has agreed to submit his submissions regarding his applications for information dated 15-07-2009, to the Court in writing. This may be done by him within a week and a copy of the same should also be sent by him to the respondent.

To come up for arguments and further consideration at 10 AM on 22-04-2010.




(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner

30th   March, 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, appellant in person.

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

Heard.


The respondent states that the judicial file concerning FIR 30 dated 10-02-2007 could not be traced in their records and nothing can be said about whether  the cancellation report which was prepared in this case and put up for approval was actually approved and sent to the concerned Court or not.  The Inquiry Report of the inquiry conducted into the FIR is  however  available   in the police file and a copy of the same  was handed over to the complainant in the Court today. The complainant submits that the PIO should be penalized for the delay which has been caused in this case . The respondent on the other hand states that the concerned police official dealing with the FIR at PS level has died, because of which some time was taken in the attempt to trace out the  judicial file, and the delay has occurred because of this reason. I find from the circumstances of the case that the delay which has occurred in this case 











p 2/-

AC No. 78  of 2010





----2----

cannot be described as deliberate and malafide and I therefore do not agree with the complainant that any action is called for in this case under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


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 complainant has given a written receipt to the respondent to the effect that he has received the information for which he had applied and his complaint may be treated as withdrawn.


Disposed of.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner









   Punjab


30th   March, 2010


