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:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant .


ii)   
Sub Inspector Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been inspected by him but he was not satisfied and, therefore, did not take copies of the concerned documents from the respondent. The Court has now seen the application for information of the complainant in the file of the respondent and it is quite clear that the complainant has asked for copies of the proceedings concerning letter No. 6020-21/PA which the respondent states had been received from the Punjab State Human Rights Commission. The respondent is accordingly directed to send a copy of the notings of the concerned file dealing with this letter from the Human Rights Commission.  A copy of the inquiry report of the inquiry conducted into the complaint received vide letter No. 3181-IVS dated 11-3-2005, which has also been mentioned in the complainant’s application as the “subject matter” of the required information, may also be sent.

Since the complainant has requested for an adjournment, an opportunity is given to him to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which will be provided to him,   at 10 AM on 17-10-2008.


It will not be necessary for the respondent to attend the Court on the next date of hearing.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Sita Ram,

# 744/1, Street No. 7,

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Patiala.






___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Deptt. Of Water Supply and Sanitation,

Govt. of Punjab, Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC No. 392 of 2008

Present:
i)    
 Sh. Sita Ram, complainant  in person.
ii)   
 S. Sat Parkash ,Supdt –cum-APIO, Sh    A.P. Garg. SDO (Mechanical) and Sri Kuldip Singh,Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent in as much as a copy of the letter of the Finance Department issued on 30-8-1980, referred to in the letter of the Executive Engineer(Mechanical), in  his letter dated 8-5-2007, has been provided to the complainant.  In the annexure of this circular of the Finance Department, the existing scale of Electrical Charge-man has been shown as  Rs. 100-160/- ( w.e.f. 1-2-1968) and this is the basis of the letter written by the Government vide No. 3338-39 dated 17-8-2007, mentioned in the application for information of the complainant.


No further information is required to be given to the complainant with reference to his application dated 5-10-2007. In case any other information concerning scales of pay is required by him, he would be required to make an appropriate application under the RTI Act,  to the concerned department.
Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

S/o Malkit Singh,

VPO Rasulpur (Mallah),

Tehsil- Jagraon- 142035.





___________Appellant

 Distt. Ludhiana.     





Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q.,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent

AC No. 348 of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant  
ii)   
Sh. V.K.Sharda, Supdt and ASI Bithal, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him vide the respondent’s letter dated 24-9-2008.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagtar Singh,

Gandhi Nagar, Jalalabad (W),

Distt. Ferozepur.





___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.


                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1751 of 2008

Present:
i)    
  None on behalf of the complainant  


ii)   
 ASI  Ram Swaroop, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Mehnga Ram,

S/o Sh. Mansa ram,

VPO- Dhol Baha, P.O- Haryana
Distt. Hoshiarpur.





___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Hoshiarpur.


                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1775 of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Mehanga  Ram, complainant  in person.


ii)   
 DSP  B. S.  Dhillon, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information which the SHO, PS Haryana, Distt Hoshiarpur was able to locate with reference to the application for information of the complainant dated 2-7-2008, has been handed over to him in the Court today.


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







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




       Punjab
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)   
DSP  Jagdeep Singh Sidhu,Sub Division Chheharta, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is ready for delivery to her but it could not be sent because the Indian Postal Order  for the application fees sent by the complainant was wrongly addressed and could not be encashed.  The respondent informed the complainant to deposit the required fees and collect the information  vide his letter dated 2-7-2008, but the complainant states that this letter was not received by her.
The total fees payable by the complainant is Rs. 28/-. She may deposit the IPO (uncrossed) in favour of the PIO/SSP,Amritsar City, in the office of the respondent, who will then dispatch the information required by the complainant by post.
An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which will be provided to her at 10 AM on  17-10-2008.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Hardip Singh,

Vill. Chhina Retwala,

PO   Dehriwal Daroga,

Teh & Distt. Gurdaspur.




___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.


                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1881 of 2008

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


ii)   
Hd.Constable Surinder Kumar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent, to his satisfaction.

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Major Lal,

H.No. 2179, Street No. 4,

New Kuldeep Nagar, Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.


                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1830 of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant .


ii)   
Sub Inspector Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent,  to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Major Lal,

H.No. 2179, Street No. 4,

New Kuldeep Nagar, Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.


                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1868 of 2008

Present:
i)    
None on behalf of the complainant .


ii)   
Sub Inspector Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, to his satisfaction.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Vasudev,

s/o Sh. Bima Ram,

H.NO. 1450, Sector 21, 

Panchkula.






___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & justice, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1817 of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Vasudev, complainant  in person.


ii)   
S. Rajinder Singh, Supdt, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The records of the case brought by the respondent to the Court have been  seen and it has been found that the advice of the Additional Director, Prosecution and  Litigation, Sh. M.S.Gill,  had been taken into consideration  while taking a decision on the complaint of the complainant in this case.


Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Bhushan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Dharam Chand,

H.NO. B-8/279, Bahia Street, Patiala Mandi,

Rampura Phul, Distt. Bathinda.



___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Punjabi University, Patiala.
                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1814 of 2008

Present:
i)    
None  on behalf of the complainant .


ii)   
Sh.  Vikrant Sharma, Advocate , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been prepared by the respondent and he was informed within 30 days of the date of receipt of his application that he is required to deposit Rs. 110/- ( @ Rs. 2/-  per page for 40 pages and Rs. 30/-  as postal charges) for the same but the complainant has not yet done this.  The respondent makes a commitment that the information required  by the complainant will be  sent to him as and when the prescribed fees of Rs. 110/-is deposited by him.


The complainant has requested for an adjournment and the same is allowed, subject to the condition that the complainant will deposit the amount of Rs. 110/- with the respondent within 7 days of the date of receipt of these orders, after which the respondent will send the required information to the complainant within 10 days .


In case the complainant does not deposit the prescribed fees, the case will be deemed to have been disposed of with the direction to the respondent to give the information to the complainant as and when he deposits the same.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 24-10-2008 to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which will be obtained by him.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Rachhpal Singh,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

Teacher’s Colony,

Gali No. 7, Raj Kala Manch,

Faridkot.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs & justice, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.
.
                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 1798 of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Rachhpal Singh,  complainant  in person.
ii)   
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Assistant and HC  Jarnail Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the letters mentioned by the complainant in his application for information were sent to the DGP, Punjab, for comments. The representative of the office of the DGP,Punjab, present before us, states that comments on item no. 2 & 4 mentioned in the complainant’s application were sent to the Government along with the file on the subject (complainant agrees that the contents of all the four documents mentioned in his application are the same), according to which the appeal of the complainant against his dismissal is still under consideration.  Head. Constable  Jarnail Singh states that there are 137 appeals from dismissed  constables which are pending  and a decision on the complainant’s case will be taken on its turn.

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

. 






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

S/o S. Saudagar Singh,

H. NO.48, Mohindra Colony,

Amritsar-143001.





___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sec-17A,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC- 1611 of 2008

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

ii)
Sh.Iqbal Singh Sethi, Supdt., and Ms. Balvinder Kaur,Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the 1respondent.


ORDER

Heard.

In compliance with the orders of the Court dated 5-9-2008, a copy of the relevant notings has been provided to the complainant.  

Disposed of.






  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 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)     
None,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has informed the Commission that the information required by the complainant has been sent to him by Regd. Post on 23-9-2008.  The case is accordingly adjourned to 10 AM on 17-10-2008 to give an opportunity to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information which he has received.


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


  





  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh. Gurjeet Singh Uppal,

S/o Late Sh. Harbans Singh,

# 157, Vill-Matour, Sector 70,

Mohali.
 





___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC- 1668 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Gurjeet Singh Uppal, complainant in person


ii)     
DSP Rachhpal Singh & S I  Jatinderpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The respondent states that the complaints filed by Ms. Narinder Kaur ( wife of the complainant) on 3-8-2007 and 27-4-2008 have been inquired into, resulting in the registration of a case   (FIR No. 213/2008 PS Phase I, Mohali) and the information required by the complainant therefore cannot be given to him as it would impede the process of investigation, and the respondent has, therefore, claimed exemption from its disclosure under section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act.  The exemption being claimed by the respondent is upheld with the directions that the information required by the complainant should be given to him after a final decision has been taken in this case.

Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




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

Sh.Gurjail Singh,

Vill. Bahmna,

The. Samana,

Distt. Patiala.





          ___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Samana,

Distt. Patiala.


                  



_______ Respondent

CC No. 866  of 2008

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


ii)          Sh. Gulzar Singh,Asstt.Registrar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

The information required by the complainant has been  given to him by the respondent vide his letter dated 28-11-2007 and the inquiry report regarding the complainant’s complaint dated 10-9-2007 has also been sent to him vide his letter dated 17-9-2008.


No further action is required to be taken of the letter dated 21-8-2008 of the complainant.


Disposed of.







  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


September 26, 2008




       Punjab
