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

Sh.Harsharan Singh,

Panch, Vill- Naranjanpur, 

P.O. Khhalchian, Tehsil- Baba Bakala,

Distt. Amritsar.
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Rural,   Amritsar.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  3433 of 2009

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

ii)  
ASI Sh. Mohan Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that the complainant has no relationship with the deceased Sh.Balwant Singh and further, that the circumstances surrounding his death are still under investigation and the information for which  the complainant had applied cannot be given to him under Section 8(1) (h) of the RTI Act 2005. The complainant states that the deceased Sh. Balwant Singh has remained his employee and he had come to him a  few days before his death with a complaint that   his current employer is not giving to him his due wages and he is therefore interested in finding out about the details of the action being taken by the police, since his employer was an employee of the police department. 

Having heard both the parties, I overrule the objection of the respondent that the application for information in this case is invalid because the complainant is not related to the deceased. However, the exemption being claimed under Section 8(1) (h) of the RTI Act 2005 is upheld and I therefore dispose of this case with the direction to the respondent to give to the complainant attested copies of all documents pertaining to the investigation into the death of the  deceased Balwant Singh, after the investigation is over and has been finalised.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                                          Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh.Iqbal Singh,

R/o Village Rasulpur (Mallah),

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police

Ludhiana (Rural)





__________ Respondent
CC No. 3480 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
HC  Mr.Harmeet Singh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information required by the complainant was denied to him in the first instance by the respondent because it concerns a third party but action was taken by the respondent under Section 11 of the RTI Act 2005, as directed   by the first appellate authority. As a result, the respondent has now made a commitment that the  required information will be given to the complainant within one week.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2010 for confirmation of compliance and  to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information given to him.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Brish Bhan,

S/o. Sh.Saurp Chand,

# 33, Kahangarh Road, 

Patran, Patiala.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Distt. Mandi Officer,

New Anaz Mandi, Sirhind Road,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3488 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
Sh. Gurbhajan Singh Aulukh, Deputy DMO-cum-APIO, Patiala on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information dated 01-10-2009 of the complainant was received by the respondent on 06-10-2009 and on 30-10-2009 he informed the complainant to deposit the prescribed fee of Rs.24/- so that the required information could be sent to him. The respondent states that the complainant has still not deposited the fees and therefore the information has not been given to him.


In the above circumstances this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send the required information to the complainant through registered post after he has deposited the prescribed fee of Rs.24/- .

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Dr. Jaskarn Singh Sidhu,

Ward No-16, Mohalla Radharka,

Mansa-151505.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar, 

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3491 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Dr. Jaskarn Singh Sidhu, complainant in person.

ii)  
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has made a written submission that full information has been provided to the complainant and an adjournment has been requested  in case the complainant is not satisfied. The adjournment has been requested for the reason that the Legal Advisor, Sardar Harbhajan Singh, who normally appears on behalf of the  PIO in this Court,  has met with an accident and has fractured a leg .

The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information that he has received and a list of alleged deficiencies  which he has submitted to the Court, should be sent to the respondent along with these orders with the direction that he should come prepared with a response to the same on the next date of hearing, along with any additional information which is required to be given to the complainant for the removal of his grievances. 


Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2010 for further consideration and orders.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Satwinder Singh,

S/o Sh.Mahinder Singh,

H No-7, Dashmesh Nagar-B,

Jail Road, Patiala.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3086  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
Sri Manjit Singh DFSC-cum-PIO,Patiala .
ORDER


Heard.

The information in this case consists of an inquiry report which was prepared after the inquiry was conducted into the complaint of the complainant dated 05-09-2007.  The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is ready and will be sent to him within three days.
Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Kartar Singh,

S/o. Sh.Achhar Singh,

Village-Jakroar, PO Chashma,

Tehsil- Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur- 145025  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Food & Supply Controller,

Gurdaspur.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3129 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on  behalf of the complainant.

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


Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent who has made a written statement that he is  satisfied with the same. 


Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Ashok Kumar, 

H No- 11322, Habowal Kalan,

Ludhiana- 141001.
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Agriculture University,

Ludhiana






__________ Respondent

CC No.  3028 and 3029   of   2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Ashok Kumar, complainant in person.

ii)  
Sri Nirmal Sharma, Supdt., and Sri Balbir Singh, Store Keeper, on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

These cases are being dealt by this single order since the complainant and the respondent and the subject matter of the applications for information in both the cases are identical.
In these two cases, the complainant has asked for inspection of certain records and the respondent claims that what ever record is available in the concerned office of the PIO has been shown to the complainant. The grievance of the complainant is that the stock registers mentioned at sr. nos. 1, 5, 7, 8 and  9 of his application for information dated 17-07-2009 have not been shown to him and he claims that he has evidence to show that these stock registers  ought to be available in the office of the Sub Divisional Engineer ( Stores ). Similar is the position with regard to items at sr. nos. 2, 3, 4, 6, 15, 16 and 18 mentioned in the application for information dated 26-08-2009 of the complainant.
In the above circumstances I direct Dr.Gurkirpal Singh, Estate 








….p2/-

CC No.  3028 and 3029   of   2009





---2---

officer-cum-Chief Engineer-cum-PIO to inquire into the allegation of the complainant that the stock registers mentioned in the foregoing paragraphs are available in the office of the SDE ( Stores ),  but have still not been shown to him. The inquiry report prepared at the end of the inquiry should be submitted to this Court on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-01-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                                     Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Smt.Tejinder Kaur,

H. No-45, Arora Colony,

Kakoan, Near Mount Carmel School,

Hoshiarpur.

  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Director,

Social Security Women & 

Child Development Deptt, Punjab,

Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh






__________ Respondent

AC No.721 of 2009

Present:
None.
ORDER


The respondent has informed the Commission that the information required by the appellant has been sent to her vide letter dated 19-10-2009.  The appellant is not present and no request has been received for an adjournment.   Apparently, she is satisfied with the information sent to her.
Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh.Satwinder Singh,

S/o Sh.Geja Singh,

Vill- Chaher Majra,

Teh-Kharar,

Distt-Mohali.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

o/o  Executive Engineer,

 Punjab State Electricity Board,

 Plot No. A-2,  66 - KV  Grid Sub Station,

 Near Police Station, Phase-1, Mohali
                    __________ Respondent

CC No. 2865 of 2009

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

ii)
Sh.  Maninder Kumar, SDO, Mullanpur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the complainant in this case concerns the submission of an application for an electricity connection made by a third party. Upon an inquiry made by the Court, the complainant states that his grievance is  that the PSEB has granted an electricity connection to Sri Ram Saroop although it is in respect of construction made by him on  land which belongs to the complainant and he therefore wants to know the rules of the PSEB in this regard.  The respondent states that according to Rule 7.1 of the PSEB Electric Supply Regulations, no proof or any no objection from the concerned landlord is taken from the applicants for domestic electricity connections up to 20 KW.  The respondent has made a commitment that an attested copy of the same  will be given to the complainant today itself.

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




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab
17th December, 2009  

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

Smt .Krishna Devi,

W/o.Sh Tarsem Lal,

R/o. Guru Tabha Dass Colony, Sarna,

Teh- Pathankot,

District- Gurdaspur.




  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.





__________ Respondent

CC No 2786   of  2009

Present:
i)   
   Sh.Vijay Kumar on behalf of the complainant .

ii)  
   None on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur has written to the Commission requesting for 15  more days for the completion of the inquiry which he was directed to institute vide the  Court’s orders dated 20-11-2009.  The request is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2010 for consideration of the inquiry report.

The complainant states that he has not yet been called by the Inquiry Officer nor has he been involved in the inquiry in any manner.  The I O should  take note of this grievance and ensure that the complainant’s statement is duly recorded and that due consideration is given to his requests and suggestions regarding the inquiry. 
 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh.Tarsem Lal Goyal,

Kothi No-154, Phase I,

Urban Estate,

Patiala.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 2886 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Tarsem Lal Goyal complainant  in  perfson .

ii)  
DSP Mr. Davinder Singh, and ASI   Jarnail Singh  on  behalf  of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

There are three items of information mentioned in the application for information dated 30-06-2009 of the complainant.  He states that he has received the information mentioned at sr.nos. 1 & 3 in his application but the respondent has wrongly stated  that no complaint was made by Ms. Menu Goyal on 18-05-2009 at Division No. 4, Patiala which is the subject matter of item no. 2 mentioned in the application.  In support of this contention, he states that Ms. Meenu Goyal has made a statement before a  judicial court that she had made a complaint to the police authorities of Division No. 4, Patiala on 18-05-2009  However, this statement of Ms. Meenu Goyal cannot alter or dilute the fact that  no such complaint  is to be found in the  record of the police station.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009  

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

Sh.Nanak Singh,

1820/6, Street No.2 ,

Pavitra Nagar , Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Chairman, 

Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3118 of 2009

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

ii)  Sh. Mukesh Juneja, Jt. Controller-cum-APIO
, and  Sri O.P.Chopra, Executive Engineer,(PH),Ludhiana)on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that additional information has also been provided to the complainant on 16-12-2009.  The complainant requests for some time to go through this information after which he may make his final submission whether he has any grievance with regard to the information which has been supplied to him. The complainant alleges that his son Maninder Singh, who is the applicant in this case, has been physically intimidated by some employees of the Punjab Mandi Board.  However, he states that he has made a complaint with regard to this incident to the SSP, Ludhiana, who will take necessary action in the matter.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2009 for further consideration and necessary orders.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

17th December, 2009     
