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

Sh. Bhushan Kumar,

V-11, 2nd Floor,

Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-27.



  
     ___________ Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab,

School Education (Primary)
Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





____________ Respondent

CC No. 2148 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant .


ii) 
Sh. Narinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. Varinder Kumar,DRP, on behalf of 



the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information desired by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 23-11-2007.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.







                              (P.K.Verma)








                  State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34,1st  floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

 Sh.  Surinder Pal, Advocate,
C/o Lawyers for Social Action,

H. No. 539/112/3, Street 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana- 141007.

    


        __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chairman, 

Zila Parishad, near old Distt. Courts,

Ludhiana.






_________ Respondent

CC No. 1116 of 2007

Present:
i)    Sh. Surinder Pal, complainant in person.

ii )   Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Dy. CEO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The complainant states that the copies of the documents which have been provided  to him have not been attested by the respondent. These copies have been handed over to the respondent, who will attest the same and send them back to the complainant.

2.
The complainant states that in response to point 3(iii)(b) of his application for information, the respondent has supplied copies of the applications of candidates  submitted by them prior to 25-11-2006 (the date of the advertisement inviting applications), and desired to know as to how this can happen.  The respondent has clarified that applications received  prior to 25-11-2006, in respect of an earlier advertisement, were considered along with the applications of candidates who have applied in response to the advertisement dated 25-11-2006, in accordance with a decision / directive of the Rural Development and Panchayats Department.  It was for this reason that it was considered appropriate to supply to the complainant copies of the  earlier applications as well.  

3.
The complainant states  that  a candidate,  Mr.  Navdeep Saini’s application has been shown as rejected in the information provided to him and his name also does not figure in the copy of the final list of successful candidates, given to him in response to point 3(iii)(c) of his application,  yet he states that Mr. Navdeep Saini has joined and  is working as ETT Teacher.  The respondent has clarified that it is correct that Mr. Navdeep Saini had not been selected earlier and he was selected subsequently in accordance with a directive received from the department of Rural Development and Panchayats.
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4.
A copy of the police verification  in respect of Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur was not given to the complainant through over sight.  A copy of the same has been supplied to him in the Court today.










           
5. 
The character and antecedents verification reports of three candidates are still awaited from the office of the Distt. Magistrate, and the same will be supplied to the complainant on their receipt.


Since the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant have been suitably taken care of by the respondent, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.







                               (P.K.Verma)








               State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhushan Kumar,

V-11, 2nd Floor,

Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-27.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 2149 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None      on behalf of the complainant .


ii) 
 DSP  Balwinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent vide his letter dated 9-1-2008, addressed to the Commission, has described the action taken on the application for information of the complainant dated 29-8-2007. A copy of the letter has been sent to the complainant. The Court is satisfied with the action taken by the respondent.  No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.








                               (P.K.Verma)








               State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhushan Kumar,

V-11, 2nd Floor,

Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-27.



  
    ___________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.





______________ Respondent

CC No. 2150 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None      on behalf of the complainant .


ii) 
  DSP( City-II,)  Kesar  Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information asked for by the complainant vide his application dated 24-5-2007, has been supplied to him by the respondent.


The complainant is not present.


Disposed of.










(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhushan Kumar,

V-11, 2nd Floor,

Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-27.



  
    ______________ Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.





______________ Respondent

AC No. 374   and   375    of 2007

Present:
i) 
None    on behalf of the appellant.


ii) 
  DSP( City-II,)  Kesar  Singh,, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

These two cases are being taken up together since the applications for information concerning them are identical.


The information desired by the complainant in both these cases has been brought by the respondent to the Court, to the extent that it is available in his office vide his letters dated 9-1-2008, copies of which have also been sent to the complainant.  The information has been seen and has been found to be in order.

Disposed of.







                              (P.K.Verma)








              State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhushan Kumar,

V-11, 2nd Floor,

Rajouri Garden,

New Delhi-27.



  
     _________________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. ,Punjab, 

Deptt. Of Home & Justice,

Mini Sectt. Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

AC No. 376 of 2007

Present:
None

ORDER

Neither the appellant nor the respondent are present. The case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give a suitable response to the appellant under the RTI Act, with reference to his application for information dated 3-7-2007, within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders, if not already done.









(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Binder Singh,

S/o Sh. Jeet Singh,

Central Jail, Ludhiana.



  
     _________________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.




________________ Respondent

AC No. 369 of 2007

Present:
i) 
 None   on behalf of the appellant.


ii) 
  S I Amarjit Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information asked for by the appellant was provided to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 3-10-2007 and the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant in his letter dated 12-10-2007, were also removed by the respondent and additional information provided to the appellant vide  their letter dated 10-11-2007.


Insofar as the information concerning private vehicles used by the then SHO, PS City Jagraon, is concerned, the respondent has submitted that this information is not available in the records of PS City,  Jagraon.


Disposed of.









                  (P.K.Verma)








               State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. Joginder Singh,

905, Phase-2,

Goindwal, Distt. Tarn-Taran.



  
     _________________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,(Budget & Estab. Officer) 

O/o The Secretary to Government, Punjab,

 Vigilance Department, Mini Sectt.
Sector 9, Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

AC No. 366 of 2007

Present:
i) 
   None    on behalf of the appellant.


ii) 
   Sh. Parveen Kumar, Budget & Estabtt. Officer, on behalf of the 



           
respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the appellant was provided to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 12-9-2007, and a reply to the appeal made by him before the first appellate authority has also been sent to him on 11-12-2007.


I also find that the reply given to the appellant in response to his application for information is complete in all respects and no further information is required to be given to him by the respondent with reference to his application dated 17-11-2007.


Disposed of.









   (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Jagat Singh,

B-3/MCH/235,

 Near Bahadurpur Chowk P.O.,

Opp. Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur.





  _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  The Secretary to Government,  Punjab
Defence Services Welfare Deptt.,

Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh.


________________ Respondent

CC No. 2101 of 2007

Present:
i) 
None  on behalf of the complainant .


ii) 
 Sh. N. K. Duggal, Supdt, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 5-10-2007, has been supplied to him by the respondent  vide their letter dated 16-11-2007.


In view of the vast amount of information which has been asked for, the slight delay in supplying the same is negligible and reasonable.


Disposed of.









                    (P.K.Verma)








                 State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Prabhjot Singh,

M/s Anand Agricultural Implements,

Backside Maqbool pura, Police Post,

Anand Nagar, G.T. Road,

Amritsar.





  
     _________________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.






________________ Respondent

AC No. 363 of 2007

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


ii) 
 S. Manminder Singh, S.P.(D), on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent in this case has correctly informed the complainant that the information that he has asked for  regarding the application made by Sh. Khushpal Singh, dated 10-11-2006, cannot be given to him since the FIR registered on its basis is still under investigation.

The respondent in the Court today has made a statement that a cancellation report in respect of the FIR will be submitted to the Court shortly, and copies of any information required by the complainant  can be obtained by him from the concerned Court.


Disposed of.











(P.K.Verma)










State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. Daljit Singh Gill,

SDO(Civil), New Anaj Mandi,,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.
  
   


__________ Appellant

  Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Mandi Officer,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Sangrur.


  



______ Respondent





AC No. 278 of 2007

Present:
i) 
Sh. Daljit Singh Gill,  appellant  in person.
ii) 
  Sh.Amarjit Singh, Liaison Officer-cum- APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard. 

The respondent states that Shri S.K.Sarkaria, MLA, former Chairman, Punjab Mandi Board, has stated that he does not know the name of the T.V. Channel which had shown to him the C D allegedly showing that Sh. Daljit Singh Gill is accepting a bribe.  The Chief Engineer has also submitted an affidavit to the fact that he does not know the name of the TV Channel.


In view of the above, and since the name of the TV Channel is not mentioned anywhere in the records of the Punjab Mandi Board, this information is  not capable of being given to the complainant since it does not exist in the records of the office.


The appellant insists that the circumstances of the case show that the name of the TV channel is known to the respondent but he is deliberately not revealing the same. In view of the fact, however, that the name does not find mention in any record of the office of the respondent, and has also been stated by the concerned officers that it is not within their personal knowledge, this allegation on the part of the appellant is a mere conjecture and if the information does not exist, it cannot be provided to him.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Anand Mohan Singh,

209-Green Park, Near General Bus Stand,

Jalandhar City.



  
    _______ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.





_________ Respondent

CC No. 1796 of 2007

Present:

i) None  on behalf of the complainant



ii) Sh. H.S. Deol, Distt. Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the 




    respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


In this case, the respondent  had  informed  the complainant vide their letter dated 29-11-2007, about the procedure
 required  to be adopted by him in order to obtain a copy of  a registered document from the office of the Sub Registrar.  The complaint in this case was made on 22-9-2007, and has therefore, become out of date.  Nevertheless, the respondent has taken exemplary action  in bringing with him to the Court, a copy of the document desired by the complainant and the same may be sent to the latter  along with a copy of  these orders.


Disposed of.









     (P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008

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

Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

R/o Vill. Dumenwal P.O. Jhaj,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 1792 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent vide his letter  dated 4-1-2008.

The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided to him.


Disposed of.











(P.K.Verma)










State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Swaran Singh, 

K. No. 438, Sector 65, 

Mohali


  


    ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1833 of 2007

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



ii)
 ASI  Jaspal  Singh,     on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent.  The names of the persons in the report of Shri  Varinderpal Singh, S.P. HQ,  have been mentioned in the FIR which was lodged on the basis of the report and a copy of the FIR has been provided to the complainant.  The names of the persons, who were exonerated  in the report dated 13-9-2003, has also been obtained by the respondent from the concerned Court since the report in question had been sent to the Court  as part of the challan, which was filed on 28-4-2004.

Disposed of.










(P.K.Verma)










State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Surinder Singh Walia,

# 91, Sector 16-A, 

Chandigarh.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

General Administration, Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 440 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Surinder Singh Walia , complainant  in person.




ii) Sh. Kuldip Rai,Under Secretary,Secretariat Admn.,-cum-APIO.

ORDER

Heard.


The information pertaining to point no. (vi) of the complainant’s application for information dated 12-12-2006, has been given to him in the Court today.  The respondent has stated that when the name of the complainant was changed from Shamsher to Surinder Singh Walia, it was changed as Surinder Singh Walia alias Shamsher.  The complainant wants to know the position regarding his request for dropping “alias Shamsher”  from the changed name.  He has been informed that the words “alias Shamsher”  were added to the changed name on the advice of the Department of Personnel and the matter is being referred to that Department for dropping the same. 

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










(P.K.Verma)









State Information Commissioner


10th January, 2008
