STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar Singhal,

# 6832/164, Wartan Ganj,

New Town, Mittal Road,

(2870 New Rakba),

MC-XII-B, 3/227,

Moga – 142001.
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police (Headquarter),

Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.
 





         ………………Respondent
CC. No. 925 of 2008
Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the  complainant  .


ii)   
Sh V.K.Sharda, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been sent to him.

Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Er. Tarlochan Singh Bhatia,

# 850, Urban Estate, Phase II, 

Focal Point, Ludhiana.
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

 





         ………………Respondent
MR No. 58 of 2008

In CC No. 1601 of 2007
Present:
i)    
Er. Tarlochan Singh Bhatia, complainant  in person.


ii)   
DSP Prithipal Singh, Crime Branch, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant has raised  an objection that documents mentioned by him in his application dated 11-6-2007 have not been provided by the respondent but rather, only the report of the  inquiry which was made on his complaint against Sri  Man Singh s/o Sri Gian Singh has been given to him.  The respondent on the other hand states that there is no document or any other information on the subject of the complaint against Sri Mann Singh, which is available in their records, and the available information  has been supplied to the complainant.

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






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harinder Pal Singh,

22375, Street No. 3,

Shant Nagar, Bathinda.
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Project Cell,

Department of Irrigation,

Punjab.

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 594 of 2008
Present:
i)    
Shri Harinder Pal Singh, complainant  in person.


ii)   
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent vide his letter dated 19-6-2008 has informed the complainant that no action is called for on the representations of Sri K.S. Jeeda as the Government was on its own taking various steps to   protect the interest of the State and its  river waters. The complainant has asked for a detailed status report in respect of his representations but the Government has stated that since no action was taken on the representations there is no status report which can be given to the complainant. A copy of the letter of the Government dated 19-6-2008 has been supplied to the complainant in the Court today.

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






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Col. (Retd) R.D.S. Virk,

# 1601, Sector 33,

Chandigarh.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Govt., Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 1221 of 2008 
Present:
i)    
Sri   Advocate, on behalf of the complainant .


ii)   
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

Ld. Counsel for the complainant has requested for an adjournment of this case.  The same is allowed and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 14-11-2008.

Neither the PIO nor his representative is present in the Court today.  The respondent should ensure that he is properly represented on the next date of hearing.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab

A copy is forwarded to Shri Dhanbir Singh Bains, Principal Secretary to Government,Punjab, Local Government Department,  603/6, Mini Sectt,Sector 9, Chandigarh, for information and necessary action.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.



   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General of Police (Pb.)

Punjab Police HQ, Sector 9,

Chandigarh




         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 2397 of 2007
Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the  complainant  in person.


ii)   
Sri R.S.Riar,Addl,Advocate Generl,Pb, and Sh. V.K.Sharda, on 


behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant is not present. No request has also been received for an adjournment.


After the case was last heard on 26-3-2008, the only objection which the complainant has conveyed regarding the information given to him in 9 CDs, is that the respondent should provide either digitally signed CDs or a certified hard copy of the information, without which he would not be able to produce the same in a Court of law. The respondent states that they have found out that there is no method to digitally sign the CDs, and a hard copy of the information was not asked for by the complainant in his application. On the other hand, the respondent has shown the certificates issued by him vide his memo. Nos. 2150 and 2360 dated 23-6-2008,  to the effect that the information  provided by him is complete and correct. The respondent has, further, again reiterated before this Court that the information given by them in the 9 CDs to the complainant is complete and correct to the best of their knowledge and belief. The respondent can produce the same in a Court of law along with the signed certificates sent by the respondent and their statement as recorded in these orders.

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







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Vasudev,

# 1450, Sector 21,

Panchkula.
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police (Headquarter),

Punjab Police Headquarter, 

Chandigarh, Punjab. 

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 984 of 2008
Present:
i)    
Shri Vasudev, complainant  in person.


ii)   
DSP  Prithipal Singh,Crime Br. on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The  complainant  has   already   received   the   required  information   in  CC-1315 /08..

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sarbdeep Singh Virk, IPS,

Former Director General of Police, Pb.
# 1068, Sector 27-B,

Chandigarh.
 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
Home Affairs and Justice,

Chandigarh. 

 





         ………………Respondent
C.C. No. 768 of 2008
Present:
i)    
Sri Amit Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.


ii)   
None  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that he has received the required information but the respondent has not yet produced any postal receipt in support of his  contention that the information was sent by him by registered post on 29-2-2008.  The complainant was informed that the respondent has sent a photostat copy of the concerned page of the dispatch register in his office which shows that a registered letter was dispatched to the address of Sri  S.S.Virk, IPS, 1068, Sector 27-D, Chandigarh on that date.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri J.S. Khushdil,

Additional District & Sessions Judge,

Bathinda.
 




   
    …………………Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh. 

 





         ………………Respondent
A.C. No. 55 of 2008
Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant .


ii)   
Sh.Paramjit Singh,Joint Registrar-cum-PIO and Sh. Kamal 



Kant,  Dy. Registrar-cum-APIO.
ORDER

Heard.

In its orders dated 28-4-2008, a Division Bench of this Commission had pronounced as follows:-

The question  which squarely  falls  for determination in the instant appeal is whether the provision  in Rule 4(a)of the  Rules
 creates a distinct category of exempted information in addition to the categories  of information rendered exempt from disclosure  by the provisions of Section 8 of RTI Act. If the answer to this question  is in the affirmative , we as an adjudicatory authority would be within our jurisdiction to pronounce upon its validity and decide the question of supply of information accordingly.


Since the question involved pertains to the exercise of his statutory authority under the RTI Act by the Hon’ble Chief Justice of the Punjab and Haryana High Court, it would be appropriate if this case  is continued to be heard by a Division Bench and I therefore refer it to CIC for  constituting the required Bench for hearing this case.









  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Renu Bala,

Mohalla No. 6,

# 23, Jalandhar Cantt.

 




   
    …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.

 





         ………………Respondent
CC No. 287 of 2008 
Present:
i)    
Mrs. Renu Bala, complainant  in person.


ii)   
Sri Gagan A. Singh, DSP, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The compianant has made a written report of the result of the meeting with the SSP,Jalandhar in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 23-6-2008.  It has been stated therein that the Jalandhar Police has registered an FIR on 8-8-2008 against Sri Anjana Kumari in Police Station,Jalandhar..

The complainant further submits that since the information required by her  was not given to her within the prescribed period of 30 days, a penalty  should be imposed on the respondent. However, deliberate or malafide delay on the part of the respondent is not apparent from the facts of the case, and this submission of the complainant is therefore declined.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi, Advocate,

W-4/80, Railway Road,

 Doraha - 141421

 




   
    …………………Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala. 

 





         ………………Respondent
A.C. No. 180 of 2008
Present:
i)    
Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi, Advocate, complainant  in person.


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

Heard.

The respondent  has intimated to the complainant the method by which  interstate transactions of a Company are frozen if it does not file its return in time, but the information required by him is the provision, if any,  in the Punjab VAT Act,2005 under which this is being done by the Department.  This information should be provided by the respondent to the complainant within seven days from today.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sarbdeep Singh Virk, IPS,

Former Director General of Police,

# 1068, Sector 27-B,

Chandigarh. 



                                      …………………Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs and Justice,

Punjab. 

&

Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner,

Revenue (Punjab).


&

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

H.Q.-cum-State Police Information Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh. 
                              ………………Respondents
C.C. No. 769 of 2008
Present:
i)    
Sri Amit Sharma,Advocate, on behalf of the complainant  


ii)   
Sri Malkiat Singh, Tehsildar,Kharar,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

Vide his rejoinder dated 30-7-2008, the complainant has contested the exemption being claimed by the respondent from giving the information asked for in paras (iv) to (viii) and (xi) under Section 8 of the RTI Act,2005.  Vide their letter dated 4-8-2008 the Department of Home Affairs, Government of Punjab, had directed the PIO, office of the DGP, Punjab, to file a reply to this rejoinder and to depute the concerned officer to attend  the Court when the afore mentioned case was fixed on 6-9-2008. This hearing however had been cancelled and fixed for today, but no officer from the office of the DGP,Punjab is present in the Court and no reply either has been filed by the PIO/DGP,Punjab to the complainant’s rejoinder.


In the above circumstances, this case is adjourned  and it is expected that the Department of Home Affairs will be represented  by the PIO, o/o DGP,Punjab, and the concerned officer will be present in the Court on the next date of hearing along
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with a reply to the  complainant’s rejoinder.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-11-2008 for consideration and orders. A copy of the complainant’s rejoinder is enclosed for the respondent’s ready reference.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab

A copy is forwarded to Sri Parag Jain, IPS, IGP Hqrs, office of the DGP,Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh for information and necessary action.

  







(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sham Kumar Kohli,

85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 680 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present.  From the letter of the SSP, Ludhiana dated 29-9-2008 with which the documents required by the complainant were sent to him in compliance with the  Court’s orders dated 26-9-2008, it is not clear whether the notings of the concerned file dealing with letter No.  6020-21/PA from the Punjab State Human Rights Commission have also been sent or not.  In case this has not been done, the respondent is directed to send a copy of the notings also to the complainant.

The complainant has requested for an adjournment and transfer of the case to a post lunch Court.  CIC is requested to transfer this case to an appropriate Court.

The respondent or his representative, who is not present, should also be present on the next date of hearing along with copies of documents sent to the complainant.



















  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
CIC

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Usha,

765/9, Vehra Nimawala,

I/S Lahori Gate, Amritsar.




___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar City, Amritsar.
                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1229 of 2008

Present:
i)    
Ms.  Usha, complainant  in person.
ii)   
ASI  Kulwant Rai,o/o SSP,Amritsar on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by complainant has been sent to her by post and copies of the same have also been handed over to her in the Court today.  The complainant is given an opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to her at 10 am on 5-12-2008.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. H.K. Tewari,

HJ- 116, Housing Board Colony,

B.R.S. Nagar, Ludhiana.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar, 

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1443 of 2008

Present:
i)    Sh. H.K. Tewari, complainant In person.


ii)   Sri  Ramesh Chander, APIO,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


After the case was last heard on 19-9-2008, the complainant has sent a list of deficiencies to the respondent who has prepared a point wise reply, which was handed over to the complainant in the Court today.  He may go through the same and in case he is still not satisfied on any point, he may communicate his doubt to the respondent, who will clarify the same within 7 days.


Disposed of. 






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,

Inspector-II, Punsup (Retd.),

VPO Naushera,   Majitha Road,

Amritsar.






___________Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Distt. Manager,

PUNSUP, Ferozepur.




__________ Respondent

AC  325 of 2008

Present:
i)    
    Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma,  complainant   in  person. 

ii)
    None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The complainant states that some information has been provided by the respondent but there are certain deficiencies in the same. He may make a list of the deficiencies and send the same to the respondent, who is directed to give a suitable reply to the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 14-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balwant Singh,

Dhari house, 

Mohalla Guru Nanakpura,

VPO- Bassi Pathana, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

                  ___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Qs.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.
                           __________ Respondent

CC No.  1304 of 2008

Present:
i)
Sri Balwant Singh,  complainant in person.

ii)
Sri V.K.Sharda, Supdt., on behalf  of the respondent.  

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant states that the information required by him has been located and given to him to his satisfaction in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 12-9-2008.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Manjit Singh,

No. 330, Warder,

Distt. Jail Nabha.
 
















___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Superintendent (H.Q),

Central Jail,  Patiala 









__________ Respondent

CC- 1617 of 2008

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




ii)     
Sri Satinder Singh,Asstt. Supdt.Jails,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant claims that the information ordered to be given to him in the Court’s orders dated 5-9-2008 has still not been supplied to him. He has made a written submission in this regard and seeks an adjournment because his Counsel is not present. 


Sri Satinder Singh, Asstt. Supdt., Jails,  who appeared after the hearing of the case, submitted a photostat copy of the pages of the register in which meetings which took place on 26-7-2008 has been recorded. The same may be sent to the complainant for information along with these orders.


Complete information has now been given to the complainant in response to his application for information dated 2.5.2008.  However, since he has requested for an adjournment because his counsel could not be present today, the case is adjourned to 10 am on 5-12-2008 to enable the complaint to make any further submission. It would not be necessary for the respondent to come to the Court on that date.






  

  (P.K.Verma)







State Information Commissioner


October 17, 2008




      
   Punjab
Encl--1
