STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kuldip Singh s/o Sh. Gurdhara Singh, 

r/o Prem Nagar, Gali No.1, Kotkapura.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot.
                               ________________ Respondent

CC No.  3434  of 2009

Present:- 
Shri Kuldeep Singh complainant in person. 

Shri Gurmeet Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police alongwith ASI Amandeep Singh and constable Birbal on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER 

           

In this case, allegations of corruption were leveled by some private individuals against the complainant in October, 2008 and instead of registering an FIR, inquiry was ordered to be conducted against him.   Complainant had approached the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court by way of Crl. Misc. No. 20937-M in which the Hon’ble High Court passed an order on 3.8.2009.  Complainant again approached the Hon’ble High Court vide Crl. Misc. No. 27567-M of 2009 which was disposed of with the observations that  the respondent i.e. State shall   take action as per law and conduct  inquiry by a senior police officer.  Now the complainant seeks copy of the affidavits given against him by private individuals. 

2.  

Shri Gurmeet Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Faridkot states that inquiry is being conducted by the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Ferozepur range as per the orders dated 10.8.2009 of the Director General of Police, Punjab.  He further stated that inquiry is in progress and Deputy Inspector General has yet to give his report.  He further clarified that no FIR has been registered so-far.  Under Section 8(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, information which may impede investigation or prosecution of the offender should not be disclosed.  In this case, inquiry is still going on though without registration of a FIR.   Hon’ble High Court has already observed that action should be taken as per law on the basis of inquiry conducted.  I refrain from making any observations except that the complainant should not be victimized for  approaching this Commission. 

3.  

With the above observations, case stands disposed of. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh,

Ex Panch, Village Bahmna, 
Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh.          



________________ Respondent

CC No.  3426 of 2009

Present:- 
Shri J.S. Rana on behalf of the complainant Shri Gurjail Singh .
Shri Munishwar Chander, Joint Director-cum-PIO alongwith Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant. 
 

ORDER 

            
Information stands provided, case is adjourned to 15.1.2010 for confirmation.  
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh,

Ex Panch, Village Bahmna, 
Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh.         




 ________________ Respondent

CC No.  3425 of 2009

Present:- 
Shri J.S. Rana on behalf of the complainant Shri Gurjail Singh .
Shri Munishwar Chander, Joint Director-cum-PIO alongwith Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant. 
 

ORDER 

           

It is stated that the information is being collected and will be supplied to the complainant shortly.  

2.  

Case stands adjourned to 15.1.2010. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Major Singh s/o Shri Narain Singh,

Village Banwala,  PO Dutal, 
Tehsil Patran, Distt. Patiala.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 
Patiala.                     


________________ Respondent

CC No.  3424       of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Harjinder Kaur, Senior Assistant o/o the Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala alongwith Mrs. Joginder Kaur, Superintendent o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala and Mr. Parshotam Dass, Clerk o/o the Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Samana. 

ORDER 

           

 In this case, information was sought about the third party which has already been provided without following the proper procedure.  Nothing can be done at this stage. 

2.

Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Varinder Kumar Sharma s/o Shri Ajmer Lal,

VPO Ghaga, Tehsil Patran, District Patiala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Registrar Cooperative Societies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh.                    



________________ Respondent

CC No.   3399      of 2009

3399/2009 
 

Present:- 
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person .
Shri Munishwar Chander, Joint Director-cum-PIO alongwith Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent and Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant. 
 

ORDER 

            
Shri Munishwar Chander, PIO states that he has deputed Shri Inderjit Singh, Junior Assistant to get the relevant file scrutinized from the complainant and supply him the necessary information. 

2.  

Case stands adjourned to 15.1.2010 for confirmation.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Anti Corruption Council, 

H.O. Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, 
Mission Road, Pathankot.




__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Director of Factory, Circle No.3, Kartar Singh Market,

M.C. Building, Gill Road, Ludhiana and another.________________ Respondent

AC No. 856 of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Shri Malkiat Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri M.P. Beri, Deputy Director  
 

ORDER 

           

 Information stands supplied vide their letter dated 6.7.2009. 

2. 

 Case stands adjourned to 15.1.2010 for confirmation.
 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Anti Corruption Council, 

H.O. Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,
 Mission Road, Pathankot.




__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Director of Factory, Circle No.2, Kartar Singh Market,

M.C. Building, Gill Road, Ludhiana and another._______________ Respondent

AC No. 859 of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Shri Malkiat Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri M.P. Beri, Deputy Director  
 

ORDER 

           

 Information stands supplied vide their letter dated 6.7.2009. 

2. 

 Case stands adjourned to 15.1.2010 for confirmation.
 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Anti Corruption Council, 

H.O. Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, 
Mission Road, Pathankot.




__________ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Director of Factory, Circle No.1, Kartar Singh Market,

M.C. Building, Gill Road, Ludhiana and another. _____________ Respondent

AC No. 857 of 2009

 Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Shri Narinder Singh, Deputy Director Factories, Circle-I, Ludhiana alongwith Shri Malkiat Singh, Superintendent o/o the Director Factories, Punjab, Ludhiana. 
 

ORDER 

           

Information stands supplied to the complainant.  Case is adjourned to 15.1.2010 for confirmation. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Birpal Singh Lumba, Village Bahmna, Tehsil Samana,

District Patiala.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Malwa Gramin Bank Ltd., Sangrur.
___________ Respondent

CC No.  3378       of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.
            
Shri B.K. Verma, Manager for the respondent-department. 

ORDER
            
Shri B.K.Verma appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that Malwa Gramin Bank, Sangrur was set up under the orders of Government of India and this bank has 50% share holding of Government of India, 35% of the sponsored bank i.e. State Bank of Patiala and 15% of Punjab Government.  No other financial assistance/aid is given by Government of Punjab or working of the bank is interfered in any manner.    Thus, this bank is under the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission and not under the Punjab State Information Commission.  Same view was taken in CC-687/2008 regarding Punjab Gramin Bank by another bench of this Commission headed by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner.  I have no reason to disagree with the findings given in CC-687/2008.  Complainant may approach the Central Information Commission, if he so desires.
2.  

 Case is disposed of accordingly.
 

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Kumar Aggarwal, 1525/1, St. No.33,

Preet Nagar, New Shimlapuru, Ludhiana-10.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Lord Mahavira Foundation c/o Samaj Rattan Hira Lal Jain,

38, Atam Nagar, Ludhiana.

                ________________ Respondent

CC No.   3333      of 2009

Present:- 
Shri Balbir Kumar Aggarwal complainant in person.
            
None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER 

            
Complainant has stated that Lord Mahavira Foundation is a private body but land was given to it by Improvement Trust, Ludhiana at concessional rates for construction of college and besides this, the Govt. also provided cash grant for starting a Homeopathic college.  However, he is not clear about the present status of the same.
2.  

Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,  in another case,  has held that even though the Christian Medical College, Ludhiana and Dayanand Medical College, Ludhiana are not receiving any grant from the Government  but still they are public authority. The Division Bench is to hear that case on 8.1.2010 and further action will be taken in this case thereafter. 
3.  

Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010.
 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Rakesh Goyal, 33-R,

Model Town, Jalandhar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar. _____________ Respondent

CC No.  3318       of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Kulwant Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police, Special Branch, Jalandhar alongwith ASI Daljit Singh on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER 

            
Shri Kulwant Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police states that the complainant has been informed that the case being under investigation, information cannot be given to him as provided under Section 8(i)(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Even though the plea taken by the respondent-department carries weight yet another date is given so that the complainant can make submission, if any.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 11.1.2010. 

(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Harchand Singh s/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

r/o Gobindpura Jawaharwala, 
Tehsil Lehra, Distt. Sangrur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Manager, Central Coop. Banks Ltd., 
Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.      

________________ Respondent

CC No.    3314     of 2009

 Present:- 
Shri Baghel Singh son of Shri Harchand Singh complainant. 

Shri Ajmer Singh, Manager, Sangrur Central Cooperative Bank, Sangrur. 
 

ORDER 

            
Information stands supplied, case is disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Simla Garg w/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

H. No.40, Central Town, Village Daad, 
P.O. Lalton, Distt. Ludhiana-1420022.


__________ Appellant. 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintendent of Jails, 
Ludhiana and another.                      

________________ Respondent

AC No.  879       of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

            
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Jails, Ludhiana. 

ORDER 

            Information about three points i.e. 1, 2 and 4 has been supplied.  Information sought about point at Sr. No.3 is vague.  
2.  

Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010 for confirmation.
 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Simla Garg w/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

H. No.40, Central Town, Village Daad, 
P.O. Lalton, Distt. Ludhiana-1420022.


__________ Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintendent of Jails, 
Ludhiana and another.                      

________________ Respondent

AC No.  878       of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

            
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Jails, Ludhiana. 

ORDER 
 

            
Information stands supplied to the complainant.  Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2009 for confirmation.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Smt. Simla Garg w/o Shri Sham Lal Garg,

H. No.40, Central Town, Village Daad, 
P.O. Lalton, Distt. Ludhiana-1420022.

__________ Appellantt 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintendent of Jails, Nabha.    ________________ Respondent

AC No.  877       of 2009

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant. 

            
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Jails, Ludhiana. 

ORDER 
 

            
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Jails, Ludhiana states that Shri Arun Kumar, convict was shifted to the maximum security Jail, Nabha on 6.6.2009 because of brawls in which he was involved in Central Jail Ludhiana.  He further states that complainant has already been informed about it.  The step taken by the respondent-department is not as per law.   In case such information was to be sought from other authority, the proper course was that Superintendent Jail; Ludhiana should have transferred the request to Maximum Security Jail, Nabha under intimation to the complainant.   The respondent, in this case, be shown as Superintendent Jail, Nabha instead of Ludhiana. 

2.  

Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010 when Superintendent Jail Nabha will be present. 
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Arvinder Kumar, H. No.1261, Sector 20-B,
 Chandigarh.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/O HOUSEFED, Punjab, Chandigarh.
           ________________ Respondent

CC No.   2639      of 2009
Present:- 
Shri Prem Chand father of Shri Arvinder Kumar, complainant. 

Shri Jaspal Singh, Accounts Officer (Banking)-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Amit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER 

            
Shri Amit Sharma states that in another case, HOUSEFED has already filed a CWP before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  for deciding the question whether HOUSEFED is public authority or not. That case is reported to be listed before the Hon’ble High Court on 23.12.2009. Similar case in CC-1159/2009 was adjourned sine-die awaiting the findings of Hon’ble High Court.  It will be appropriate to adopt the same procedure in this case also. 

2. 

Case stands adjourned sine-die.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Arvinder Kumar, H. No.1261, Sector 20-B, 
Chandigarh.






__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/O HOUSEFED, Punjab, Chandigarh.

           __________ Respondent

CC No.   2567      of 2009

Present:- 
Shri Prem Chand father of Shri Arvinder Kumar, complainant. 

Shri Jaspal Singh, Accounts Officer (Banking)-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Amit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER 

            
Shri Amit Sharma states that in another case, HOUSEFED has already filed a CWP before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court deciding the question whether HOUSEFED is public authority or not. That case is reported to be listed before the Hon’ble High Court on 23.12.2009.  Similar case in CC-1159/2009 was adjourned sine-die awaiting the findings of Hon’ble High Court.  It will be appropriate to adopt the same procedure in this case also. 

2.  

Case stands adjourned sine-die.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sukhpal Singh s/o Shri Amar Singh,

r/o Village Palashor, Tehsil Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.______________ Respondent

CC No.  3167 of 2009
Present:- 
Shri Sukhpal Singh complainant in person. 

Shri Charanjit Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police alongwith Shri Chamkaur Singh, Assistant Sub Inspector, Hawaldar Shamsher Singh and Reader to DSP Shri Pardeep Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department. 

ORDER 

           

In pursuance of the order dated 7.12.2009, though the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur is not present but he has deputed Shri Charanjit Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police alongwith the concerned original file.  As admitted by Shri Chamkaur Singh, ASI, the reports of inquiries conducted in this case by Inspector Joginder Singh, SHO, Police Station, Sangrur, Shri Lal Singh Deputy Superintendent of Police (D), Sangrur are available in the file. Later on Deputy Superintendent of Police, Dhuri conducted the inquiry and sent his report to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.  Reports sent by the Police Department were not accepted by Sub Divisional Magistrate (J), Dhuri who ordered further investigation.  Under Section 8 (i)(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, if disclosure of any information is likely to impede investigation and prosecution of witnesses, such information need not to be provided. In view of the directions given by Sub Divisional Magistrate (J), Dhuri, the case is still under investigation and is yet to be finalized.  Hence, asked for inquiry report cannot be supplied at this stage. 

2.  

In the order dated 7.12.2009, referred to above, it was stated that inquiries reports have been destroyed which is found to be wrong.  Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur should take appropriate administrative action against the concerned official for trying to mislead the Commission by giving wrong information. 

3.  

Complainant stated that if enquiry report cannot be given to him, he may be informed about the name of the officer who is conducting the inquiry in pursuance of the order of Sub Divisional Magistrate (J), Dhuri.  Normally supplementaries are not allowed in the Commission but in the instant case, it is reported that Deputy Superintendent of Police, Dhuri is conducting the inquiry. 

4.  

Case stands disposed of accordingly.
(R.K. Gupta)

    State Information Commissioner.

December 18, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony, Sangrur.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, 
Chandigarh.                     



________________ Respondent

CC No.  1953       of 2009
ORDER



It has been brought to my notice that orders  passed  in both the cases bearing CC-1953/2009 and CC-1954/2009 wherein Shri Sham Lal Singla is the complainant have been  inadvertently  typed in one another.  So the order which has been issued in CC-1953/2009 be read for CC-1954/2009 and vice-versa. 









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 18, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Sham Lal Singla, B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.





__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur.
_______________ Respondent

CC No. 1954  of 2009

ORDER




It has been brought to my notice that orders  passed  in both the cases bearing CC-1953/2009 and CC-1954/2009 wherein Shri Sham Lal Singla is the complainant have been inadvertently  typed in one another.  So the order which has been issued in CC-1953/2009 be read for CC-1954/2009 and vice-versa









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 18, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jasdeep Singh Malhotra. Staff Correspondent,

Hindustan Times, SCO-43, Near PUDA Building,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. ________ Respondent

CC No. 458  of 2007

ORDER



As per the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court dated 28.7.2009, a Bench consisting of myself and Shri P.P.S.Gill was constituted by the Chief Information Commissioner which had originally heard this case. This Bench gave full hearing to Shri S.S. Johal, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Moga to present his case orally as well as in writing.  Shri Johal appeared on 4.12.2009 and made his submission in oral as well as in writing.  Orally, his contention was that he never came to know about the hearings of this case by the Commission and as such no punitive action should be taken against him. The same fact has been reiterated in his written submission. 
2.

We gave a patient hearing to Shri Johal.  In view of the fact that Right to Information Act, 2005 does not allow any appeal/review, we refrain from giving any direction about the penal action to be waived or otherwise.  The appeal of Shri Johal is disposed of accordingly. 








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 18, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.









( P.P.S.Gill)








State Information Commissioner.

