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

Dr. Micky Verma,

D/o Sh. K.K. Verma,

20-A, Malwa Enclave,

Patiala.


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar, 

Punjabi University,

Patiala.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  469  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Dr. Micky Verma,  
complainant in person
ii)  
Sh.  Vikrant  Sharma,  Advocate, on  behalf of the   respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


Complete information has been  given by the respondent  to the complainant.  The complainant states that the  qualification of the person who has been appointed to the post of Lecturer in Dance on ad hoc basis has not  been reasonably assessed by the respondent.  She has been informed however, that this issue is outside the purview of the RTI Act, 2005, and if she has any grievance in this regard,  she should raise it in the appropriate court.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. Didar Singh,

# 564, Bloack-10,

Neem Wala Chowk,

Ludhiana.


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

CC No.  1951  of 2009

Present:
None
ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. No request for adjournment has also been received from either party. From this I conclude that the complainant does not wish to pursue his complaint any further.


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. Sanjay Babbar,

S/o Sh. Mohan Lal,

Vill. Bhoon, Tehsil Dhar Kalan,

Distt. Gurdaspur.


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Pathankot.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1955  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None  on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
Sri Jang Bahadur Singh, Forest Range Officer, Dhar,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given in the Court a letter dated 6-8-2009 of the complainant, in which he has stated that he has received  the information and that no action may be taken on his complaint.


Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. M.K. Chadha,

S/o Sh. B.N. Chadha,

# 880, Sector 38-A,

Chandigarh.



  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1983 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. M.K. Chadha,  
complainant in person.
ii)       DSP  Swarndeep  Singh and S I Iqbal Singh,on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

1.
 The respondent has raised the point that the complainant in this case has no concern  with the accident or with the persons required to be compensated  by the Insurance Company.  The complainant states that he is an authorized representative of the concerned Insurance Company, which wants this information in the interest of early settlement of the insurance claim.  In order to take a decision on the objection raised by the respondent, the complainant is directed to bring to the Court on the next date of hearing a letter from the concerned Insurance Company confirming that the complainant is their authorized representative, and describing the information which is required by them and the reason for the same.
2.
The respondent has nevertheless provided the information required by the complainant mentioned at sr. nos. 1  & 5 of his application for information.  He states that the information at sr.nos. 3 & 4 is available in the judicial file which has already been submitted to the court along with the challan in this case. This leaves for consideration point no.2.   The complainant has today clarified that the 











………p2/-
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---2---

information which he has asked at point no. 2 pertains to form no. 54 prescribed under rule 150 of the Motor Vehicles Act, which is mandatory to be filled up and  sent to various persons in accordance  with the requirement of Section 158 of the Act ibid.  He further states that this information is not available in the judicial file which has been sent to the court.  The respondent seeks some time to locate this information. The respondent may bring to the Court his reply regarding this point on the next date of hearing


Adjourned  to 10 A.M. on 1-10-2009 for further consideration and orders.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. Paramjeet Singh,

# 9864, Mohalla Guru Nanak pura,

Bathinda-151001.


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2071 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Paramjeet 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. Insofar as a copy of the waiting list is concerned, the respondent  has confirmed that the waiting list consists of only one person and there is no other name in the waiting list apart from Sri Harpreet Singh son of Sri Kartar Singh.

Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. Gurjant Singh,

H.No. 1610, First Floor,

Sector 7-C, Chandigarh.

  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Muktsar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  2058 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Gurjant Singh, 
complainant in person.
ii)  
 A S I  Kulwant Chand , on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


 The complainant has given  a statement to the respondent that he would not like any action to be taken on his application concerning the  allegation of theft in his home.  He states today that  no action is  required to be taken on this complaint.


Disposed of.  






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. Kehar Singh,

S/o Sh. Sher Singh,

Muhar Jamsher, Tehsil Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozepur.


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent 
CC No.  2001  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sri  Yogesh  Kumar  Aneja,  Advocate,    on  behalf  of  the  



complainant

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


Heard.


 The information required by the complainant had been given to him by the respondent in June, 2009.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. H.S. Hundal,
 Advocate,

Distt. Courts Complex,

Phase 3B1, Mohali.




  ________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1676  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None   on  behalf  of  the  
complainant

ii)  
DSP Swarndeep Singh, and  Sub Inspector  Iqbal  Singh,   
on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


This case was fixed for hearing   today in order to give an opportunity to the complainant to make  any further submission with regard to his application for information. However, he has not appeared in the Court.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Dr. K.K. Jindal,

Chamber No. 20, New Courts Complex,

Distt. Courts, Mansa-151505.



  ________ Complainant 

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1673  of 2009

Present:
i)   
 Dr. K.K. Jindal,  complainant in person.
ii)         A S I  Jaswant Singh,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent except for information in respect of (i) (ii) and (v) of sr. nos. 1  & 2 of the list of items on which the information has been asked for.  The respondent states that efforts will be made to locate the remaining information and the result of the same will be intimated to the Court on the next date of hearing. The respondent is directed to intimate the result of his  efforts to the complainant within 15 days from today i.e. on or before  18-9-2009.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 8-10-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar,

s/o Sh. Karam Chand,

H. No. 22/1, Gali No. 2,

W. No. 3, Mohalla Har Gobind Nagar,

PO – Reru, Dhagari Road,

Jalandhar, Punjab. 




__________Complainant

v/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar,  






__________ Respondent

CC No.  995 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of  the  complainant  
ii)     
Sri  P V S Parmar, S.P (D), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has clarified that the application for information dated 22-11-2008 of the complainant had been filed and considered to have been disposed of since the information which he required could not be given to him under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005,   the FIR in respect of which  he had asked for the inquiry report being still under investigation at that time.  The inquiry into the FIR was completed  on 19-2-2009, but the  application for information of the complainant having been disposed of and filed, no further action regarding this application was taken by the respondent.  On receipt of the Commission’s notice, however, the inquiry report wanted by the complainant was given to him without any delay.


In the above circumstances, the explanation submitted by the PIO is accepted and the notice issued to him  vide the Court’s orders  dated 29-6-2009 is hereby dropped.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raghbir Singh,

s/o Sh. Teja Singh,

Under Trial District Jail,

Sangrur, Punjab. 

V/s

__________Complainant

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior  Supdt. of   Police,  

Barnala, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1158 of 2009

Present:

i)   
None on behalf of  the  complainant  

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


Heard.

The respondent has brought to the Court’s notice that another case pertaining to an identical application for information of the complainant  was heard and disposed of by the bench of Hon’ble CIC in CC-1767/2009, in which it has been recorded that the information required by the complainant has been provided to him.


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







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o sh. Aya Ram,

B-III. Vakilan Mohalla,

Purana Bazar, Ludhiana.




  ________ Complainant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1691  of 2009

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


Heard.


The complainant has, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 30-7-2009, sent complete information regarding “FIR 55 dated 26-2-2003” to the respondent vide his letter dated 18-8-2009.

The respondent is now directed to give the information for which the complainant had applied vide his application dated 13-9-2008, to the complainant, within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.


Adjourned to 10 A M on 8-10-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Ms. Amarjit Kaur,

H. No. 7-G,

Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1467 of 2008

Present:        i)   
S.Jagdev Singh, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
Sri  Jagbir Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the complainant has been informed  vide their letter dated 27-8-2009 that the information required by her would be available in the sale file pertaining to plot no. 335-E, which could not be found in the office, but vigorous efforts are being made to locate the file and information will be given to the complainant as soon as it is located.  The respondent states that it will take about 15 days to complete this exercise.

In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 1-10-2009 for confirmation of compliance of the Courts orders dated 12-8-2009.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o sh. Pritam Singh,

Vill. Kuther, P.O. Seunti,

Tehsil Pathankot.





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1621   of 2009

Present:        i)   
Sri Harish K. Verma, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
HC  Davinder Pal Singh,   on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that he has received the information for which he had applied, but this  is a fit case for taking action under Section 20 of the RTI Act,2005 against the PIO, since the information for which he had applied was  ready   with the   respondent as early as on 12-12-2008.  The date of application is 13-2-2009,  but the information was not provided to him within the period  prescribed in  the RTI Act.  The respondent states that the complainant was asked  vide letter dated 23-2-2009  that he should deposit the prescribed fees for the information and the  information was not sent to him because he failed to deposit the fees.  The respondent is directed to show to the Court, on the next date of hearing, the record concerning the letter which was written on 23-2-2009 and its delivery to the complainant.

Adjourned to 10 AM  on 10-9-2009 for further consideration and orders.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

s/o Sh. Hardip Singh,

Village Chhina Retwala,
PO – Dheriwal Daroga,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 




__________ Respondent

CC No.  2630  and   1181   of 2009

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

ii)     
Inspector Piara Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 27-8-2009, copies of the ‘report file’  enclosed  with the correspondence  between  the  Chief Medical Office, Gurdaspur and  the office of the SSP, Gurdaspur, and a copy of the cancellation report which had been prepared by the DSP, Majitha,  have been given to the complainant in the court today. 


             Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


3rd  September, 2009



                Punjab  
