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

Sh. Shiv Dutt,

S/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

Vill. Kaloe, P.O. Baich Baja,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.
  
   



  ________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1781  of 2009
Present:
i)   
 Sh. Shiv Dutt, complainant in person
ii)  
  HC Major  Singh, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written report that the complaint No. 3056-P.D. dated 3-10-2006 of Sri Shiv Datt was sent to PS Tanda for inquiry and report.  SHO, PS Tanda has reported that the complaint was received in the PS and was marked to  ASI Ram Nath for inquiry,  but the same has been misplaced by the latter.  Departmental action  has been proceeded against the official for this lapse and the SHO has been directed to obtain a fresh complaint from Sri Shiv Datt and to get an inquiry conducted into the same.  A copy of the written report of the respondent has been handed over to the complainant 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


7th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Amrinder Singh,

# 1442/5, Adarsh Colony,

Behind Thapar College, Near Abowal Road,

PO Sidhwal, Patiala.  
   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  1736  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Amrinder Singh,  complainant in person.
ii)  
 Sri  Vikrant  Sharma,  Advocate, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 3-8-2009.  The information which has been supplied has been discussed at length in the presence of the parties and  it emerges that full information has been given to the complainant except that against sr. no. 3,  the respondent  is unable to state that whether any concession in the minimum percentage required for recruitment of  handicapped persons  as a lecturer is available in the case of a graduate degree.  The respondent has made a commitment that this information will also be supplied to the complainant within seven days from today.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Swarn Singh,

C/o Salig Ram (JE)

Nada Sahib, Panchkula,

Haryana.

  
   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1775  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Swarn Singh,   
complainant in person.
ii)  
Sub Inspector S.   Iqbal  Singh,  on  behalf of the    respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent sent the information required by the complainant  to his given address but he was not found there and he has, therefore, brought the information to the Court and delivered it to the complainant.

Disposed of.  







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd),

167-B, Industrial Estate, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana-141003.
  
   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1757  of 2009

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


Heard.


The application for information dated  1-4-2009 is not a valid application under the RTI Act,2005.


Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





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

Sh. Rajneesh Madhok,

B-XXX/63, Nehru Nagar,

St. No. 2, Railway Road,

Phagwara-144401.
  
   



  ________ Appellant
Vs.


1. Dr. N.P.Singh, Dean (Examination)-cum-   
(By Regd. Post)
Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.
2. Dr. V.K. Arora, Dean (Academic) -cum-   
(By Regd. Post)
Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

AC No.  414  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Rajneesh Madhok,
complainant in person
ii)  
  Sh. Rajinder  Kumar, Clerk, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The  application for information of the complainant dated 17-5-2009 shows 12 items on which information has been asked but most of these are vague or designed as criticism of the functioning of the Punjab Technical University and are more in the nature of a representation for change of policy, and do not ask for any specific document or record which can be supplied.  The following items, however, have been found to be valid items of information which can be provided under the RTI Act:-

Item Nos. 1, 2,3,6 and 12.

Out of these, the information required at item No. 3 and 6 has been provided to the complainant by the respondent in the Court today. For item nos. 1 , 2 and 12, the respondent has made a written submission stating that certain officials of the University have failed to supply the information despite repeated demands. The names and designations of the concerned officials have been given by the respondent’s representative present before us.




…p/2
AC No.  414  of 2009


-2-
 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon me under Section 5 (5) of the RTI Act, 2005, I hereby declare Dr. N.P.Singh, Dean (Examination) as the PIO for the purpose of supplying the information mentioned against point nos. 1 and 2 and Sh. and Dr. V.K. Arora, Dean (Academic) as the PIO for the purpose of supplying the information mentioned against point no. 12 of the application dated 17-5-2009 of the complainant.
Notice is hereby given to Dr. N.P.Singh, Dean (Examination), Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to show cause at 10 AM on 11-9-2009 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information in respect of point nos. 1 and 2 was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of intimation of the application for information, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

Notice is hereby given to Dr. V.K. Arora, Dean (Academic), Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar, to show cause at 10 AM on 11-9-2009 as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information in respect of point nos. 12 was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of intimation of the application for information, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  
 
A copy is forwarded to  the Registrar, Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar for information and necessary action.

(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor , Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Talwinder Singh Sarkaria,

r/o Fouji Di Chakki, 

Backside Chowk Gurdwara Patti,

Sarkar Kot Khalsa

PO.Khalsa College,

Amritsar - 143002.





__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 321 of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sh. Harjinder Singh Sarkaria,   on behalf of the complainant    
 ii)     
Sri Harbhajan Singh, Legal Adviser, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The information required to be given to the complainant in response to his application dated 21-8-2008 has been found to be identical to the information required to be given in response to the application dated 13-1-2009.


Insofar as the information supplied to the complainant is concerned , the following two deficiencies have been pointed out by the complainant which needs to be rectified by the respondent:-

Sr. No. 5
No definite statement has been made by the respondent that the relevant record is not available.  In case it has been destroyed, an affidavit to this effect is required to be submitted to the Commission by the officer in whose custody the record is normally kept.

Sr. no. 2

The respondent should make another effort to locate the letter dated 
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23-7-2002  which, according to the complainant, was a joining letter issued to the   selected candidates for the post of security guard.

Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 11-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Rabinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Gurbax  Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension,

Jalandhar, Punjab.




__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar, Punjab.




__________ Respondent

AC No. 201, 202 and 205   of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rabinder Singh, appellant in person.
ii)     
Sh. Varinder Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Some deficiencies have been pointed out by the appellant in the information provided to him on 3-7-2009.  The respondent has made a commitment that the deficiencies will be removed and the remaining information will be given to the appellant at Jalandhar within the next two days.

Adjourned to 10 A.M. on 4-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,  
c/o Vigilant Citizens Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, # 3344, 

Chet Singh Nagar,
 Ludhiana – 141003.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Faridkot, Punjab.  

__________ Respondent

CC No. 691 of 2009

Present:        None
ORDER


The information required by the complainant was collected by him personally from the office of the Commission.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ajit Lal,

s/o Sh. Atma Ram,

Vill. - Kalyanpur, PO – Dhariwal,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur – 143519,

Punjab. 



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

AC No. 258 of 2009

Present:
Sri  Roshan Lal  on behalf of the appellant . 

Head Constable   Davinderpal  Singh,   on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.


The position which emerges, as a  result of the orders of the Court dated 8-7-2009 and the information brought to the Court by the respondent today, is as follows:-
1.
Information regarding the complaint dated 30-10-2008 of Sri Atma Ram has been given to the appellant.

2.
Information regarding FIR  No. 6 dated 7-1-2003 has been given to the appellant.
The respondent has submitted a written statement  of ASI  Harjit Singh, PS Dhariwal,  that he has not recorded any  statement   of Raj Pal and Avtar Massih and  these have not been found in the records of the respondent. The complainant states that he has not been given a correct copy of the FIR No. 29 dated 22-2-2008.
3.
The respondent has given a written report that no complaint dated 
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10-11-2008  of Smt.Savinder Kaur wife of S. Hira Singh  against the appellant  has been found in the records of the PS.
In order to verify whether a proper copy of FIR No. 29 dated 22-2-2008  has been given to the appellant,  the respondent should bring the record of this FIR to the Court at 10 AM on 13-8-2009.  He should also bring with him the original record concerning the complaint dated 30-10-2008 of Sri Atma Ram.   

 
The complainant states that the statement of ASI Harjit Singh that he did not record any statement of Raj Pal and Avtar Massih is false, since these statements were recorded by him in connection with the complaint dated 30-10-2008 on 7-12-2008 and he claims that he can produce Raj Pal and Avtar Massih as witnesses to prove that the statements were recorded.

Under these circumstances, I direct Sri Lok Nath Angra, IPS, SSP, Gurdaspur, to order an inquiry, by an officer not below the rank of Superintendent of Police,  into the complainant’s allegation that the statements of   Raj Pal and Avtar Massih recorded by ASI Harjit Singh allegedly on 7-12-2008 have been removed from the records and the statement made by ASI Harjit Singh  on 4-8-2009 ( copy enclosed) is false. The report of the inquiry should be submitted to the Court at 10 A.M. on 11-9-2009







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

Encl.__
A copy is forwarded to Sri Lok Nath Angra, IPS, SSP, Gurdaspur, for necessary action.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Sharma,   
s/o Sh. Sita Ram Sharma,

C/o S.R. Sharma and Associates,

51 Hide Market, Opp. Sabaji Mandi,

Near Assian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001,

Punjab. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Amritsar Division,

Amritsar,. Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1043 of 2009

Present:         None on behalf of the  complainant 
Sri Harmeet Singh, ETO,Asr-1 on behalf of the PIO/DETC,Amritsar Division.
ORDER

In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 8-7-2009, the respondent has deputed Sri Harmeet Singh, ETO, to represent him in respect of all the four districts of Amritsar Division.  In future, the respondent in this case has to be designated as DETC, Amritsar Division, Amritsar.

The respondent states that full information in accordance with the orders of the Court dated 8-7-2009 has been sent to the complainant by speed post on 6-8-2009.  The complainant, however, has sent a written message that he has met with an accident and has requested for an adjournment for two months.


The request of the complainant is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10 A.M.  on 16-10-2009, to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to him.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

s/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla – 148023.                                                __________Complainant

Vs.

Sri Ravneet Singh,


The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Malerkotla, 
Distt Sangrur, Punjab.                                               __________ Respondent

CC No.  1568 of 2008

Present:        i)   
Sh. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person. 
ii)     
Sh. Amrik Singh, Accountant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has requested for an adjournment because the inquiry which was ordered to be made in the Court’s orders dated 29-5-2009 will take some time to be completed.

The request is accepted and the case is adjourned to 10 A.M. on18-9-2009 for consideration of the inquiry report.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

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

Sri Harjit Singh,

s/o Sri Balwant Singh.

r/o Talab Mohalla, H. No. T-99,Gali No. 2,

Faridkot.






----complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Office of  the Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot,Punjab





----Respondent

            

            CC No.  980 of 2009 


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

ii)
Sri Paramjit Singh,  Distt Revenue Officer, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been supplied by the 

respondent except for the following:-

1.
Copy of the orders which authorize  the Commissioner or the Deputy Commissioner to constitute  the DPC for promotion to the post of  PA.
2.
Copy of the orders creating the post of PA in the office of the D.C. Faridkot.

Insofar as the last item of information in the complainant’s application is concerned, the respondent has stated that a copy of the instructions or circular required  by the complainant  will be given to him if he can supply the no. and date of the said document.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-9-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


7th  August, 2009





      Punjab  

