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

Sh. Ravinder Sharma,

H No-21870, Shiv Mandir Wali Gali,

Civil Station, 

Bathinda-151001.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3390 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant in person.

ii)  
ASI Mr. Baldev Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

 The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent on 18-11-2009 and 23-11-2009. The complainant is not present and no request has been received from him for an adjournment. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided to him.
Disposed of.








(P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh.Sandeep Talwar,

Sr.Manager (CF),

PAFC Ltd, Plot No. 2A,

Sector 28-A,

Chandigarh.  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.





__________ Respondent
CC No.  3445 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.Ram Ji Dass, on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
Sri Vikrant Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

A suitable reply has been sent by the respondent to the complainant’s application for information dated 04-09-2009, vide his letter dated 01-10-2009.
Disposed of. 

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner
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16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Bishan Singh,

H No-1014, Phase 7,

SAS Nagar,

Mohali.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 3335 of 2009

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

ii)  
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The application for information was made by the complainant on 24-02-2009. Apart from an interim reply sent to the complainant, no action has been taken by the respondent on the application. The notice for the hearing of this case today was issued on 19-11-2009, and thereafter the respondent has informed the complainant that the information required by him along with the concerned documents has been sent by the ADC(Development), SAS Nagar,  to the DRO-cum-PIO, vide his letter dated 13-07-2009. However, nothing has been received by the complainant so far. The respondent has also not appeared in the Court today either personally or through an authorized representative. 


From the above, it is clear that the officials dealing with this case in the office of the DC, SAS Nagar, have treated the application of the complainant in a casual manner and have violated the provisions of the RTI Act. In these circumstances, I direct the DRO-cum-PIO to immediately send the required information to the complainant and personally appear in this Court on the next dated of hearing along with a copy of the information sent to the complainant.
 Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2010 for further consideration and orders.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                                        Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh.Ajay Kumar,

S/o Sh.Raj Kumar,

Teachers   Colony,

 Maur Mandi, 

Bathinda-151509
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent
CC No.  3405 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Smt. Sunita Sharma, ETO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant vide letter dated 03-11-2009 that his complaint dated 07-09-2009 , made against the firm, M/s. Bharat Box Factory,  has been inquired into , but no adverse  material or documents regarding  evasion  of tax have  been found.  
Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Sahib Ram Bhaadu,

Vill- Bodi Wala Pitha, 

P.O-Khui Khera, Tehsil Fazilka,

Distt. Ferozepur.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Ferozepur.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 3313  of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

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


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that an inquiry has been held into his complaint but no action has been found to be called for against Sri Raj Kumar Sharma,  under the Punjab VAT Act, 2005.  The respondent has further stated in the Court today that the business being run by Sri Raj Kumar Sharma is not registered  with the Excise and Taxation Department and, therefore, the department has no jurisdiction over it. 
Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Shivji Ram,

H No-434A, W.No.2,

Khalifa Bagh Colony, Dhuri Road,

Sangrur.

  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. District Manager,
PUNSUP, Sangrur.





__________ Respondent
CC No.  3403 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)  
Sh. Bhan Chand, Deputy District Manager-cum-PIO & Sh.Vimal Kumar, Accountant.
ORDER


   Heard.

  This complaint has been made with reference to an application for information dated 30-05-2009 made by the complainant to the Managing Director PUNSUP, which is the subject matter of CC-3293/2009, which was considered and disposed of vide the orders of this Court dated 05-12-2009. Apart from this, the complainant has enclosed a representation made by him to the Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, which does not constitute an application for information. No action is therefore required to be taken on this complainant. In case there is any other application for information with reference to which the complainant has any grievance, he is at liberty to submit the same to the Commission for further necessary action under Sections 18 & 19 of the RTI Act.
Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Satvir Singh,

Kothi No-2015, Sector-69,

Mohali.

  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Principal Secretary to Govt, Punjab,

Secretariat Administration (General),

Chandigarh.









__________ Respondent
CC No.  3428 of 2009
Present:

i)   
 Sh. Satvir Singh complainant in person and  Sh. 
        

Karnail Singh,father of the complainant.



ii)  
Sh. Som Singh, Under Secretary, and Sh. Mohinder 



      Singh Prashar, Suptt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case has sought for the details of the personal property owned by an employee of the Punjab General Administration Department. The PIO has taken appropriate action under Section 11 of the RTI Act and informed the complainant that this information pertains to a third party and cannot be disclosed.
I find that the action taken by the respondent is in accordance with the RTI Act, and no further action is required to be taken in this case.

Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Yogesh Sood,

Prop. Sood Enterprises,

Dera Baba Nanak Road, Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Financial Commissioner Development (Agriculture),

Punjab, Chandigarh.




__________ Respondent
CC No.  3440 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Yogesh Sood, complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Inderjeet Singh, Suptt., Agriculture-I and Sh.Pritpal Singh, Chief Inspector Fertilizer-cum-APIO,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


      Heard.

      The information required by the complainant at point nos. 1 & 2 of his application for information has been given to him duly attested by the respondent in the Court today. Insofar as point no. 3 of the application for information is concerned, the comments  on the complaint dated 30-08-2008 by the Director of Agriculture, Punjab, were sent by him  to the respondent on 15-12-2009, and this also has been attested and given to the complainant 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







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Shakti Paul Sharma, Advocate,

S/o Dr. K.P. Sharma,

H No-116, Sector-7,

Panchkula-134109
  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health Sciences,

G.G.S. Hospital Complex, Sadiq Road,

Faridkot- 151203.





__________ Respondent

AC No.  891 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant 

ii)  
Sri Saurabh Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has given a reply to the complainant vide his letter dated 06-08-2009. Ld. Counsel for the respondent seeks some time to find out whether there are  written records in connection with the letter dated 06-06-2009 of the complainant and whether there is any objection to disclosing the  question booklet on an application for information.
The complainant is also not present.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2010 to give an opportunity to the parties to make further submissions.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. Varinder Thakur,

S/o Sh.Trilok Singh, 

H. No- 18-B, New Janakpuri,

Ambala Cantt-133001.

Haryana.

  
   


  
________ Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana. 






__________ Respondent
AC No.  897 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Varinder Thakur, appellant in person.

ii)  
HC Mr. Davinderpal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The appellant in his application for information dated 21-06-2009 has asked for a copy of the FIR and up-to-date investigation report on the complaint made on 11-05-2009.  The respondent has informed him that the complaint is still under investigation and the details of the investigation cannot be disclosed to him under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act . While the exemption being claimed by the respondent is upheld, it would also defeat the objective of the RTI Act if information which is sought is not given to the applicant indefinitely  under the cover of Section 8(1) (h) of the Act.  The respondent is therefore directed to expeditiously complete the investigation and to give him attested copies of the record concerning the investigation after it has been completed, in case it is proposed to file the complaint.  In case, however, it is decided to register a FIR on the basis of the investigation which has been carried out, the disclosure of 
                                                                                                   ----p2/-

AC No.  897 of 2009




---2---

information should be considered afresh under the provisions of the Act ibid. In case the investigation into the complaint is not over before the next date of hearing, the Inquiry Officer should appear in the Court along with the records of the investigation carried out till that date, for the perusal of the Court.
Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-02-2010 for confirmation of compliance.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab
16th December, 2009  

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

Sh.Madan Lal,

S/o Sh.Om Parkash Jain,

Gali No-18, Parinda Street,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda.


  
   

  ________ Appellant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

AC No. 625 of 2009

Present:
i)   Sh.Madan Lal, complainant   in person.

ii)  Sh.Mohinder Singh Chawla, AFSO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


   Heard.

  The information consisting of 1203 pages originally sent by the respondent to the appellant was delivered to him by courier on 16-11-2009. The appellant claims that only 900 pages were delivered to him and, therefore, the full information consisting of  1203 pages, which has been got prepared and brought by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 13-11-2009,  has been handed over to the appellant in the Court today. 
Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab

16th December, 2009  

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

Sh. F.C.Mittal,

H.NO-25 C, Ratan Nagar,

Tripiri Town,

Patiala.


  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Assistant Inspector General Police,

Govt. Railway Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC No 2790 of 2009
Present:
i)   
 Sh. F.C.Mittal, complainant in person.
ii)  
 DSP Mrs. Sukhdev Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


There are seven items of information mentioned in the application for information of the complainant dated 28-04-2009. A point wise response was given by the respondent to the complainant vide his letter dated 28-10-2009, during the hearing of this case on 29-10-2009. The complainant submitted a list of alleged deficiencies when this case was heard on 26-11-2009 and the same was handed over to the respondent with the direction to bring his written response to the same on the next date of hearing (today).

In compliance with the Court’s orders, a written reply has been submitted by the respondent to the list of alleged deficiencies submitted by the complainant. A careful consideration of the deficiencies pointed out by the complainant and the reply of the respondent reveals that the position regarding the same is as follows:-

1)
A copy  each of  the  complaint  given  by  Smt. Seema Rani and the FIR which had been lodged has already been given to the complainant but the respondent has nevertheless brought the same to the Court,
which may be sent to the complainant along with these orders   for his information. In  so  far  as    the   submission   of proof  for the purchase of  gold  by  Smt. Seema Rani  is   ---p2/-  
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concerned ,  the respondent states that whatever information was available in their record has already  been given and proof  of purchase for gold has  not been given by  Smt.  Seema  Rani  at the time when  the FIR was registered.
2)  
The objection of the  respondent  to  the  disclosure  of  the information for which the complainant has applied regarding 
the inquiry held at Sunam on 01-05-2007 on an anonymous complaint is hereby upheld. The complainant has no connection 
whatsoever with the inquiry and the RTI cannot be used for making applications which have no connection with 
public interest but only results in wastage  of  time  and resources of the concerned public authority.

3)
The respondent states that apart from the statement of ASI Nand Singh,
no other statement was recorded 
during the inquiry held on 01-05-2007 and none other has been  found in the record.


4)
The respondent has already given to the complainant copies 


of the TA bills of DSP Mrs. Sukhdev Kaur and her tour 



programme regarding her visit to Sunam and Dhuri on 01-



05-2007. The objection being raised by the complainant regarding 


submission of proof that the officer had visited these places is 


purely imaginary. 








5)
The information regarding the inquiry held by DSP Mrs. Sukhdev 


Kaur into the complaint of the complainant   on   01-05-2007   has 


already been provided to him and there in no other record available 

with the respondent other than what has already been given.


6)
The respondent has correctly informed the complainant that 



an inquiry is held into the anonymous complaint or   not 



depending on the merits of the case and at the discretion of the 


competent authority. 










----p3/-
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7)
 The respondent    has    informed the complainant that all 



available   records have   already been   given   to him   in 



connection with  the  complaint made by him regarding the 



alleged theft of  his  property. The complainant   has  also 



inspected the records of the respondent  and  copies  of  all 



documents required by him after the  inspection  has  also 



been  given  to  him vide the respondent’s letter dated 18-04-09.


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

Disposed of.

 




  

  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner







                              Punjab
16th December, 2009  

