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

Sh. M.R. Singla,

S/o sh. Kulwant Rai,

# 1015, Sector 16,

Chandigarh.


  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.
                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1644   of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant . 

ii)     
Sri Kesar Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a written submission to the effect that no reference of the Government concerning the regularization of 75 AMIE qualified officers, could be located  in the office of the PPSC in the   absence of any specific number and date of the reference which may have been sent by the Government.  However, he states that the complainant’s doubts regarding his own case of promotion have been explained to him both verbally and in writing, and the objective with which he had made his application for information has been fulfilled.


In view of the above, no further action is required in this case, which is disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Mukand Singh,

S/o Sh. Ujjagar Singh,

Shahid Bhagat Singh Colony,

Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda.
  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,

Markfed, Bathinda.
                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1696   of 2008

Present:
    Sri M.S.Brar, Distt.Manager,Markfed,Bathinda- Respondent.
ORDER


The respondent, although he is not present, has sent an intimation to the complainant which purports to have conveyed the information for which the complainant had applied vide his application dated 30-5-2008.  The complainant, on the other hand , while requesting for an adjournment of at least one month, because he is a heart patient and is currently on bed rest on doctor’s advice, has written to the Commission that the information supplied by the respondent is incomplete. In view of the above, a copy of the letter dated 29-8-2008 of the complainant is forwarded to the respondent along with these orders, with the direction that the application for information of the complainant should be carefully reexamined and point wise / para wise reply to the application should be prepared by the respondent and sent to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

The PIO or the concerned APIO should also be present in the Court along with the information sent to the complainant on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





      Punjab

Encls---1






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

Sh. Nishi Kant Nanda,

Vijay Nagar, Rahimpur Road,

Hoshiarpur-146001.
  
   


           __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1719   of 2008
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


September 4, 2008





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Yashpal Singh,

H.No. 994-Z-Type,

Timar Pur, Delhi-110054.
  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.                             



          __________ Respondent

CC No. 1612   of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant. 
ii) Sri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him in full by the respondent vide his letter dated 4-8-2008.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





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

Sh. Dinesh Kumar Sharma,

Ashiana Cottage,

Street No. 9B, Kothi No. 16A,

Anand Nagar-B, Patiala.
  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.                             



            __________ Respondent

CC No. 1731of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the  complainant



ii)     
.DSP  Manjit Singh Brar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The complainant has asked for the information which he desires ‘in person’, but he did not attend the office of the respondent, although he was informed vide the respondent’s letter dated 5-6-2008 that he can come to his office and collect the information.  He has also been informed vide. letter dated 16-7-2008 that a decision about Class III posts  to which a compassionate appointment is made is taken in the office of the DGP and the office of the SSP,Patiala, only issues the order.


This case is accordingly disposed of with the direction to the respondent that if the complainant appears in his office for the required information  (which consists of copies of the guidelines issued by the State Government on the subject) the same should be provided to him by hand after he has deposited the requisite fees.

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





      Punjab 

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

Sh. Hari Singh,

S/o Sh. Hazara Singh,

Gali No.26, Shakti Nagar,

Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali.
  
   


__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1680 of 2008

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




ii)     
DSP  Manjit Singh Brar,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has informed the complainant that the matter arising out of the conviction of  Constable Baljinder Singh, vide orders of the Hon’ble Sessions Judge, Patiala , dated 21-12-2007, is still under consideration and the information will be given to him after a decision is taken in the case.
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





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

Dr. Rajinder Kumar Goyal,

S/o Mohan lal,

Backside Sati Mandir,

Aggarsain Colony, Samana-147101,

Distt. Patiala.


  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.                             



           __________ Respondent

CC No. 1628 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the  complainant




ii)     
 DSP  Jaskiranjit Singh, Samana, and HC. Sukhwinder Singh,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The  respondent has written   to the Commission vide his letter dated 29-8-2008, the office copy of which has been seen by the Court in the file of the respondent,  enclosing  a statement of the complainant in which he has recorded that he  does not  require the information for which he had  applied  and that his complaint made to the Commission may be filed.

In view of the above, no further action  is required to taken in this case, which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,

s/o S.Sukhdev singh,

Near Petrol Pump,

Verka, Amritsar.


  
   


__________ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.     



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1626 of 2008

Present:
None

ORDER


Neither the respondent nor the complainant are present. However, the information which has been asked for concerns the subject of Security and it is confidential and cannot be  supplied to the complainant under the RTI Act.

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





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

Sh. Prithipal Singh Sohal,

# 86, Phase 2, 
Mohali.

  
   


__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Defence Services Welfare, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.



     



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1707 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Prithipal Singh Sohal, complainant in person 


ii)     
 Ms. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary, on  behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant  that his case for being given the monthly maintenance grant is under active consideration and giving to him copies of the file notings at this stage may affect the decision making process.  The respondent states that a decision in the case of the complainant will be taken shortly.  This case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008. It is expected that the required decision will have been taken by then, after which the information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 16-6-2008 should be given to him.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for further consideration and orders.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 4, 2008





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



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

Sh Sanjiv  Pandey,
Senior Reporter, Amar Ujala,
H.No. 5818-B, Sector 38 West,

Chandigarh    






…..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o DGP,Punjab Police HQs

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







….Respondent




CC-216/2008

Present:
i) 
Ms. Gagan Geet Kaur, Advocate, on behalf of the 





complainant .


ii)         S. Lakhmir Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has sent the information which the Court had asked for in its orders dated 7-8-2008 vide his memo. dated 2-9-2008 in which it has been stated that the State Government does not make any regular contribution towards the Police Welfare Fund although there is a provision for government to provide grants to the Fund in the Punjab Police Act, 2007.  The State Government  has only provided a one time grant of Rs. 80 lakhs out of the profits of the Punjab State Lottery, Baisakhi Bumper, 2006, in lieu  of the efforts made by the Police Department to promote the Lottery.  This one time contribution can in no manner be interpreted to mean that the Police Welfare Fund is ‘substantially financed’ by the State Government, as claimed by the respondent.


In view of the above, I rule that the Punjab Police Welfare Fund is not a public authority as defined in section 2 (h) of the RTI Act,2005 and as such, it is not under any obligation to give information in response to an application made under the RTI Act.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner







Punjab 

September 4, 2008
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34 , Ist  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bant Singh,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Near Baljinder Singh Zaildar,

Nalas Road, Rajpura,

Distt. Patiala.





  
     ________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No.    308   of 2008

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

ii) DSP Pritpal Singh, Crime Br.  and Sri Amarjit Singh, Supdt,

iii) Home 6 Br. on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has provided complete information to the appellant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 14-8-2008.

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner







Punjab 

September 4, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34 , Ist  Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

.S.Surinder Kumar Gujral,

s/o Dev Raj,

H.No. 2562, Sector 22-C,

Chandigarh.




  
     ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Patti  (Amritsar).




__________ Respondent

CC No.    1497   of 2008

Present:
i)   
 S.Amarjit Singh Lauhka  on behalf of the complainant.


ii)     
Sri Baldev Singh,Clerk, behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has given the information to the complainant in respect of only 11 out of 60 categories of employees mentioned in the table given in his application for information.  The respondent states that according to the available information, all the other 49 posts have not been sanctioned for the office of the G M, Punjab Roadways, Patti. 

Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner







Punjab 

September 4, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No.32-34, 1st   Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.A.S Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur,

Hoshiarpur


  
   

  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.State Drug Controller &

Licencing Authority,

Punjab, Sector 34,

Chandigarh



                      __________ Respondent

CC No. 1566  of 2008

Present:
i)    
S. Jagat Singh,  on behalf of the complainant . 
ii)   
None   on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
Heard.
The application for information in this case has asked for vide ranging and vast information and the public authority concerned cannot be expected to divert its resources to its collection, to the detriment of the public interest and by neglecting its normal duties.
Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







Punjab 

September 4, 2008
