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

Sh. Kashmir Singh Bhinder,

# 2414, Phase-11,

Mohali.


  
   


__________ Appellant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.                  



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 309   of 2008

Present:
i) Sri  Kulbir Singh Sekhon, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant

ii) DSP  Surinder Singh Walia  and Sri V.K.Sharda,Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.


The information required by the appellant has been provided to him by the respondent vide their letter dated 18-7-2008. The copies of the ACRs have also been provided to him. The counsel for the appellant, however, denied having received copies of the ACRs.

The appellant wishes to place on record  a copy of the judgment of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,  in accordance  with which copies of ACRs must be provided when they  are applied for.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 16-10-2008. It would not be necessary for the respondent to be present on that date.








             (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008.



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

Sh. Kashmir Singh Bhinder,

# 2414, Phase-11,

Mohali.


  
   


__________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.                  



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 310   of 2008

Present:
 i) Sri  Kulbir Singh Sekhon, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant

ii) DSP  Surinder Singh Walia  and Sri V.K.Sharda,Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The information asked for by the appellant in his application dated 12-3-2008 concerns  confidential information of  third parties, which has been correctly denied to him by the respondent under the relevant provisions of section 8 of the RTI Act. The appeal is accordingly rejected.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Harinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Ashok Kumar,

Central Jail, Ludhiana.

  
   
__________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.


                  

__________ Respondent

AC No. 312   of 2008

Present:
i) None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)Inspector Randhir Singh, Khanna and SI   Ms. Surinder Kaur,Ludhiana,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The information required by the appellant  has been sent to him by the respondent care of the  Superintendent, Central Jail,   Ludhiana, vide his letter dated  27-6-2008.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. D.S. Ahluwalia, Advocate,

# 9, sector 10A,

Chandigarh.



  
   

__________ Appellant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Courts,

Chandigarh.


                  


__________ Respondent

AC No. 328   of 2008

Present:
i) Sh. D.S. Ahluwalia, Advocate, appellant in person

           ii)Sri  Kamal Kant, APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The appellant in this case made an application for information to the PIO, Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh, on 12-10-2007, seeking certain information on the subject of a complaint which he had made against an Hon’ble Judge of the High Court.  The PIO sent a reply to the applicant/appellant on 13.10.2007, informing him that the information which had been applied for cannot be supplied in view of Rule 4(a) of the High Court of Punjab and Haryana (Right to Information) Rules, 2007, framed by the competent authority under Section 28 of the RTI Act,2005, which states that information which is not in the public domain or does not relate to the judicial functions and duties of the Court and matters incidental and ancillary thereto,  shall not be disclosed.  


The applicant/appellant made a first appeal to the first appellate authority, who upheld the exemption being claimed by the PIO and dismissed the appeal.


Making his submissions, the appellant stated that the only information which the PIO can refuse to disclose under the Right to Information Act,  is the information mentioned in Section 8 of the Act  ibid, and  the information 

…contd  p. 2/

---2---

for which he has applied does not come within the four corners of this Section. The respondent, on the other hand, submits that the PIO, in refusing to disclose the information for which the appellant has applied, has acted in perfect consonance with Rule 4(a) of the “High Court of Punjab and Haryana  (Right to Information) Rules, 2007”, which he is bound to follow.
Having considered the submissions which have been made, I see no reason to differ from the well-reasoned order of the first appellate authority.  This appeal therefore fails and is dismissed.


Disposed  of.








(P. K. Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7 Near Old Police Station,

VPO Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.
  
   
__________ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Shrimani Guruduara Prabandhak Committee,

Samundri Hall, Amritsar.                  

  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1445   of 2008

Present:
i) Sri  Balbir Singh Sidhu, complainant in person.
           ii)Sri  Ajaib Singh,Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The complainant states that he has received the information which he had applied for to his satisfaction.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Balbir Singh Sidhu,

S/o sh. Inder Singh,

W.No. 7 Near Old Police Station,

VPO Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.
  
   
__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Shrimani Guruduara Prabandhak Committee,

Samundri Hall, Amritsar.                  

  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1446   of 2008

Present:
i) Sri  Balbir Singh Sidhu, complainant in person.

           ii)Sri  Ajaib Singh,Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.


The respondent states that the delay which has been caused in this case is unintentional and he further submits that the information asked for is in the custody of an official who is not available, but would be returning back  within a few days and the information would be supplied to the complainant within 15 days from today.

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








              (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Samsher Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

Mohalla Shanker Nagar,

Gurdasur.
  
   



__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.                  



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1492   of 2008

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant 
           ii)  DSP  Sri  Gurmeet Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Gopal Singh,

Plot No. 7, H.No. 8354-A/5,

Preet Nagarn Sirhind Road,

Patiala.
  
   



__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.                  



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1512   of 2008

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)ASI  Karan Singh, and Sri Harpinder Singh, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The respondent has informed the complainant that no legal opinion was obtained by the ADGP, Law and Order, in respect of FIR 420,  dated 8-12-2004.
Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

Near Ruby Beauty Parlour,

Guru Ram Dass Nagar,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana.
  
   
__________ Complainant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Jail Department, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                  
 __________ Respondent

CC No. 1033   of 2008

Present:
i) Sri  Avtar Singh,  complainant in person

           ii)Sri  D.K.Sidhu, Chief Probation Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the 


respondent.

ORDER
Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, to the effect that an inquiry was held on his complaint and the inquiry officer recommended that the complaint should be filed since there is no truth in it and  this recommendation was accepted by  the DGP, Jails,  Punjab.


The complainant wants a copy of the inquiry report along with copies of the statements of the witnesses,      which   may be given to him by the respondent within
 7 days from today.


Disposed of.








             (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

H.No. 1525/1,

Gali No. 33, Preet Nagar,

New Shimalpuri, Ludhiana.
  
   __________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.


                   __________ Respondent

CC No. 1044   of 2008

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant 
           
ii) S I   Ms. Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been supplied to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.








   (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Dr. Jatinder Pal Singh,

277.    Urban Estate,

Phase 2, Jalandhar.
                                           ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Jalandhar.                              __________ Respondent

CC No. 1052   of 2008

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant 

           ii)SI Naranjan Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The respondent has informed the complainant that the information for which he has applied, consisting of an inquiry report, has been destroyed after a lapse of 3 years from the date of the decision taken on the inquiry report.

In view of the above, it is not possible for the respondent to give to the complainant, information which does not exist.

Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Inderjit Singh,

H.No. 419, New Mehar Singh Colony,

Patiala.


  
   

__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Moga.



          

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1065   of 2008

Present:
i) Sri   Inderjit Singh,  complainant in person

           ii)Sri  Manmohan Singh ETO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent insofar as  E&T Inspector Sri Ashok Kumar  is concerned.  The respondent has been informed that the pay of the other E&T Inspector, Sri  Tarsem Lal Grover, was not  fixed by him since he was transferred to Sangrur on 2-7-2007, but he has written to the AETC, Moga, to send the required information.
In the above circumstances, a copy of the application of the complainant dated 17-3-2008 is sent to the AETC,Moga,  with the direction to give the required information to the complainant within 10 days of the date of receipt of these orders. The name of the AETC,Moga,  should be substituted in placed of AETC, Sangrur  as the respondent in this case.

This is a badly delayed case  and,  therefore,  it is made clear that if these orders are not complied with, the Court will proceed to take action for the imposition of penalties prescribed under section 20 of  the RTI Act, 2005

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









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. R.S. Arora,

B-34/10863, New Patel Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana-141001.



  
     ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Dabwali Road,Bathind


              __________ Respondent

CC No.372 of 2008

Present:
Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno typist, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The judgment in CC-203 of 2007 has not yet been delivered.

In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for further consideration and orders, by which date it is expected that the judgment in CC-203/2007 will have been given.









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Vivek,

Lecturer,

Deptt. Of Mech. Engineering,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001. 



     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.




____________ Respondent

CC No.20 of 2008

Present:
Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno typist, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The judgment in CC-203 of 2007 has not yet been delivered.

In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for further consideration and orders, by which date it is expected that the judgment in CC-203/2007 will have been given.









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Kheta Ram,

Vill. Chriwala Dhanna,

Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepur.


  
    ____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engineering & Technology,

Bathinda.






_____ Respondent

CC No.266 of 2008

Present:
Sri Balvinder Ram, Steno typist, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The judgment in CC-203 of 2007 has not yet been delivered.

In the above circumstances, the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 16-10-2008 for further consideration and orders, by which date it is expected that the judgment in CC-203/2007 will have been given.









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh. Kulwinder Singh.

s/o   Sri Major Singh,

Hostel Mess Govt.Polytechnic College,

Guru Tegh Bahadurgarh,Moga


  
    ____ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/oDFSC  Moga.






_____ Respondent

CC No. 1480  of 2008

Present:
None.
ORDER

An opportunity was given to Sri Kulwinder Singh, complainant in this case, to show to the Court that M/s. Bagha Gas Service, to whom he had applied for information, is a public authority.  The complainant has failed to appear in the Court and it is also otherwise clear that M/s. Bagha Gas Service must be a private agency and not a public authority.
Disposed  of.








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Dr.  Raghbir Singh,

D-7,  251, Street No. 6,

Azad Nagar (Kot Khalsa)

Amritsar-143002





……..
Complainant

V/s.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Registrar,

Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar






……….Respondent








CC No.   1562     of 2008

Present:
i) Dr.  Raghbir Singh, complainant in person

ii)Sri Lakhbir Singh, Asst. Registrar and Sri Harbhajan Singh,Legal Adviser, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information    required   by   the complainant vide his application for information dated nil has been provided in full by the respondent vide his  letter dated 22-4-2008. The position regarding the  constitution   of the Syndicate   w.e.f. 
1-7-2001 has also been intimated by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 2-9-2008, in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 7-8-2008.

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








(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Sh.  Kishori  Lal Sharma,

J/262/100, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.


  
    


        ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Minister,  Punjab,

Chandigarh

. 






________ Respondent





AC No.  295  of 2008

Present:
Sri Rattana Ram, US-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
This case concerns information which has been sought by the appellant from the office of the Chief Minister, Punjab, about the grants given to one Kashmir Singh and his family, who was earlier in Jail in Pakistan and has now returned to Punjab after his release.  The applicant has also asked for information about his own application for similar grants, since he claims that he is also entitled to the same benefits that have been sanctioned for Sri Kashmir Singh and his family.  The PIO, office of the C.M. Punjab, has denied the information which has been sought under section 8(1)(a), which exempts from disclosure information which would prejudicially affect the sovereignty and integrity of India, the  security, strategic , scientific or economic interests of the State, etc.  The appellant made a 1st appeal to the 1st appellate authority who has, in his detailed speaking order, upheld the exemption being claimed by the PIO.


I find no reason to differ with the well reasoned order of the 1st appellate authority.


This 2nd appeal is accordingly rejected.


Disposed of. 









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

Ms. Mandeep Kaur,

w/o S. Avtar Singh,

Balbir Basti, Gali No. 7

Faridkopt.




  
           ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh




  










__________ Respondent

CC No. 1687 of 2008

Present:
Ms. Mandeep Kaur, complainant in person
ORDER



The applicant submits that she wants the information about the educational qualification of Sri  Parampal Singh, PPS, DSP, Abohar, because  he has been a sources of harassment to her in some matter and she would like to find out  whether  there are any deficiencies in his educational qualification.  The applicant has been informed that the third party information which she has asked for  cannot be provided to her under the RTI Act, particularly since no public interest would be served.



Disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



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

S.Bhav  Khandan Singh Shambu,

‘Herbal Heritage Vatika’

Vill. Lamlehri,

PO Ganguwal,Anandpur Sahib.






  
        

   ________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o.The Director,

MRS, Punjab Police Academy,

Phillaur






__________ Respondent

AC No. 344 of  2008

Present:
S.Bhav  Khandan Singh Shambu ,complainant in person

ORDER

Heard.


The information asked for by the appellant concerns a third party with which he has no relationship.  The applicant states that he wants the information for which he has applied because he alleges that Dr D.J.Singh was responsible for a fraudulent transaction involving his brother’s money.  However, this allegation has nothing to do with his working  as a member of the faculty of the Punjab Police Academy, Phillaur.  There is also no public interest which is apparent in the collection of the information for which he has applied .

For the above reasons, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.









(P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


September 11, 2008



               Punjab
