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

Sh. Tarjinder Singh,

H.No. 496/3, Mohalla Sikhanwala,

Chatti Gali, Patti, Distt. Taran Taran.   


__________ Appellant
 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Circle Education Officer,

Jalandhar.

                  



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 301   of 2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. Tarjinder Singh, complainant in person 

ii)     
Sri Ajit Singh, Sudpt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The information asked by the appellant in his application for information dated 19-4-2008 is required to be provided by the PIO, office of the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Secondary Education, Chandigarh.  A copy of the application is accordingly sent to the latter with the direction to give the required information to the applicant within 30 days from the date of receipt of these orders.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Satnam Singh,

President, Universal Human Rights Organization,

Bajra Colony, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana-141007.


  


__________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana City, Ludhiana.              



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 282   of 2008

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

ii)     
S I  Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has sent a reply to the appellant to the effect that copies of the statements required by him have not been found in the police file and the challan in this case has been put up in the concerned Court and therefore documents required by the appellant should be obtained from the Court.  The appellant on the other hand states that these statements have not been submitted along with the challan in the Court and therefore they must be available in the police records.  He has attached copies of the statements recorded by the SHO, PS Div. 6, Ludhiana on 2-7-2001, 13-7-2001 and 3-8-2001 and claims that these have been taken by him informally from the police personnel at Thana level, and wants the respondent to either give the attested copies of these statements or to make a definite statement about their whereabouts.  Copies of the statements have been sent by him to the respondent as well.
In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to take the following action:-

1. He should apply for permission to the concerned Court for examining the documents submitted with the challan in order to determine whether the statements, the attested copies of which are required by the appellant, are included therein or not.

2. In case the concerned statements have not been submitted in the Court, but










----contd….2/







---2---


have undoubtedly recorded by the SHO, PS Div. 6, Ludhiana as mentioned 
above, the respondent has to make a definite statement about there 
whereabouts because the statements must be located and attested copies given to the 
appellant.



Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




                Punjab 

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

Sh. Satnam Singh,

President, Universal Human Rights Organization,

Bajrra Colony, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana-141007.



  




__________ Appellant

   Vs.


Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

             



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 242   of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Satnam Singh, appellant  in person 

ii)     
DSP  Surinder Singh Walia, and ASI Bithal,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The application for information of the appellant dated 10-3-2008 has asked for the details of all the recoveries of banned items made by the Punjab Police in the entire State, since 1985 including the final fate of the recovered items. The information was justifiably denied by the PIO on the ground that a disproportionate amount of time and effort would be  required in its collection to the detriment of the public interest. The appellant, however, submits that he does not need information about the individual cases of recovery of banned items and only wants to know the general policy of the Department which governs the  disposal of banned items such as opium, poppy husk, heroine, smack etc. That is,.he wants to know in what manner  such banned items recovered by the Police are disposed of.  The respondent is directed to give this  information to the appellant within 10 days.

Adjourned to 10 AM on  23-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Davinder Singh,

Guru Ram Dass Nagar,

Behind Bhisham Park,

Peer Khana Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.



  




__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Ludhiana.

             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1239   of 2008

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

ii)     
Sri Ashwani  Kumar, Record Keeper, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant in the Court today that the information required by him is available in the revenue record and he can obtain the same by depositing the fees prescribed by the Government for this purpose.


Disposed of.







  

      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Varinder Aggarwal,

Jalta Sitara,

B-2, 2015/2-A, Shiv Puri,

Ludhiana.




  


           __________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1255   of 2008

Present:
None.

ORDER


The application for information of the complainant in this case has asked for vast and vague information which the respondent cannot be expected to collect or compile. It is a sound general principle that a public authority cannot devote a disproportionate amount of its time and resources in the collection of information, thereby neglecting its normal duties, which would  adversely affect the public interest.

Disposed of.







  

       (P.K.Verma)








   State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Surjit Singh,

H.No. 248, Street No. 8,

Near Khalsa School,

Khanna,  -141401  Distt. Khanna.


  





__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1263   of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  complainant . 

ii)     
DSP J.S.Bhullar and Sri Vinod Bhushan, Legal Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


The complainant has made a written submission to the Commission that he has already received the information required by him in CC-1073/2008.


Disposed of.








  

     (P.K.Verma)








  State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Shamsher Singh,

# 234, Street No. 4,

Khalsa School Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.



  




__________ Appellant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Courts,

Chandigarh.

             



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 256  of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)     
Sri  Kamal Kant,  Dy. Registrar, Admn,   on behalf of the        
respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the appellant in this case has asked for information concerning the PCS (Judicial Branch) 2003 examination,  which has been refused by the PIO since it is covered by Rule 4(c)(i) of the “High Court of Punjab and Haryana (Right to Information) Rules, 2007”.  The exemption claimed by the PIO has been upheld by the first appellate authority and since the refusal of the PIO to disclose the information is in consonance with the aforementioned Rules, I find no reason to differ from the orders of the first appellate authority.

For the above reasons, this Second Appeal fails and is dismissed.


A copy of the short reply of the respondent, submitted by him, addressed to the appellant, may be sent to him along with these orders.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




 Punjab
Encls----1

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

Sh. R.S. Walia,

H.No. 260, Model Town,

Ambala City, Haryana.



  





__________ Appellant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.


             



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 258  of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the appellant  
ii)     
 DSP Gursharandeep Singh,City-1,Mohali, and DSP Prithipal               Singh, Crime Branch, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the appellant has been sent to him by the respondent vide their letter No. 10947-48/C dated 3-9-2008.


The appellant has requested for an adjournment.


The case is adjourned to 10AM on 23-10-2008 to give an opportunity to the appellant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which has been provided to him.







  

        (P.K.Verma)








    State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141003.




  


                         __________ Appellant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.


             



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 260  of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira, appellant  in person 

ii)     
 DSP  Nirmaljit Singh,O/O ADGP,Law and Order,on behalf of the    respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In response to the application for information of the appellant, the respondent has provided to him copies of the reports received by him from the concerned SSPs, Jalandhar, Kapurthala, Bathinda, Ludhiana, Sangrur and Amritsar City on the representation dated 22-11-2007 which the appellant had made to the DGP, Punjab.  The appellant, however, states that the following information has not been given to him:-
1. The action taken by the office of the DGP, Punjab on the reports sent to him by the SSPs.

2. Incase there was no delay on the part of any SSP in sending his report, the action, if any, which was taken by the office of DGP, Punjab.


The above information should also be provided by the respondent to the appellant before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Ms. Reema,

51, New Lal Bagh Colony,

Patiala.




  


__________ Appellant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.


             



  __________ Respondent

AC No. 298  of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sri  Rajesh  Kumar, on behalf of the appellant  
ii)     
DSP Surinder Kumar Walia, and ASI Bithal,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The amended application for information of the appellant dated nil, received by the respondent on 18-3-2008,  has asked for the details (name, rank, number and age)  of the police personnel who have been given exemption  from the upper class course since 1982.   The respondent states that it would take a disproportionate amount of time and resources to collect this information from all over the State.  I agree with the respondent that he cannot be expected as the PIO, office of the DGP, Punjab, to collect information from other PIOs of the department. However, the appellant insists that there is a Register in the “E” Branch of the DGP’s office in which details of the exemptions granted by the DGP to various police personnel from passing the upper school course are entered.  The respondent is directed to check up the position and in case such a Register is maintained, a copy thereof should be made out and given to the appellant, so that the information to the extent that it is available therein is given to him.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 23-10-2008  for confirmation of compliance.







  

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Ramesh Talwar,

(Correspondent Shree Ram Kanya 

Mahavidyalya High School, Amritsar) 

678-680, Navrang, Bagh Jhanda Singh, 

Amritsar.   

                                   

         _________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab

Deptt. of  Secondary Education, 

Mini Secretariat, Sec-9,

Chandigarh.




  


__________ Respondent

CC No. 1487   of 2008

Present:
i) Sri Ramesh Talwar, complainant in person.


ii)None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

It is a matter of regret that orders of the Court dated 28-8-2008 have been ignored by the PIO and he has neither given the required information to the complainant nor has he attended the Court either personally or through the concerned APIO.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 23-10-2008 by which date I expect that the complainant will  be given the information which he requires, and the PIO or the concerned APIO is once again directed to be present in the Court on that date along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Parshotam Dass,

M/s Parshotam Dass & Co.,

Shop No. 174, Grain Market,

Mansa
.


   




__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Market Committee,

Mansa.
     



 


 __________ Respondent

CC No. 1484   of 2008

Present:
 None.
ORDER

Heard.

Both the complainant and the respondent are absent from which I conclude that the orders of the Court dated 28-8-2008 have been complied with and the information required by the complainant has been given to him.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Mohan Singh,

B-I/610, Street No. 4,

Partap Nagar, Kotakpura,

Distt. Faridkot.



  
     __________ Appellant

 Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab  Ex-Servicemen Corporation.,

SCO 89-90, Sector- 34-A,

Chandigarh.





____________ Respondent

AC No.  419   of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Mohan Singh, appellant in person


ii)  Sri D.S.Bhatia,  PIO-cum-Financial Controller,. 





PESCO.

 ORDER

Heard.

The information has been supplied by the respondent on each and every point in the applications for information of the appellant.  The respondent has also given a point wise reply to the alleged deficiencies pointed out by the appellant in the information provided to him in his letter dated nil.  Actually, these alleged deficiencies are a criticism of the manner in which the office of the respondent has dealt with various issues and communications, which does not fall within the scope of the RTI Act.  There is no deficiency in the information provided to the appellant in response to his applications for information, as summed up in annexures “A” and “B”  referred to in various orders of this Court.

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







  

     (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




       Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB



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

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H.No. 50/30 -A, Ram Gali,

N.M. Bagh, Ludhiana.
V/s

The Public Information Officer,

Department of Information and Technology,

Government of Punjab,

Chandigarh










CC -  960/2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the  complainant  


ii)        S. Manohar Lal Bunger, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has submitted a suitable response to the application for information of the complainant, in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 7-8-2008. The complainant however has withdrawn his complaint in a written communication addressed to the Commission. 

Disposed of.






  

      (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

H.no. 130-A, Gali No. 2,

G.T.B. Colony, Mundian Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana.

  
   





__________ Complainant

   Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.                             



  __________ Respondent

CC No. 1429   of 2008

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



ii)
 Sri Harbhajan Lal, Bill Clerk, on behalf of the respondent..
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has submitted a detailed account of the history of the pension case of the complainant and has today informed the Court that the pension case has been sent to the Accountant General, Punjab.


The complainant  has made a submission that since his service for the period 24-6-2006 to 31-7-2006 has now been verified , he may be given the salary for the same. I expect that necessary action in this regard will be taken by the office of the D.C. Ludhiana, and a reference will be sent to the Government for creation of a supernumerary post for this period, because a post of senior assistant is not available for drawing the pay of this period of the complainant.


Disposed of.






  

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 18, 2008




      Punjab
