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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, R/o ‘Kahlon villa’, 

Opp Tel.Exchange, VPO – Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana-141110






       _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public information Officer,

o/o Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh-160009





FAA- Principle Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Mini Sectt-PB, Sec-9,Chandigarh-160009



       _______ Respondents

AC No. 337 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon appellant in person
Shri Simar Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The respondent seeks some more time, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 9.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Rabi Ghosh; s/o Sh. Ganesh Ghosh,Servant Room,

Top Floor, Govt’s  Flats, Commando Complex, 

Phase-XII, Mohali-160065.






______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police, Hqrs., 

Sector 9, Chandigarh-160017.

FAA-Inspector General of Police (Hqrs.), 

Sector 9, Chandigarh-160017.   




        _______ Respondents

AC No. 671 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

H.C. Purshotam on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing without intimation and the case was adjourned to enable him to file his rejoinder to the plea of the respondent that the Right to Information Act, 2005 is not applicable to the Punjab Armed Police.  Hence, the appeal is not maintainable.  The appellant has not filed any reply/rejoinder and is absent today without intimation.  In view of the notification issued by the Punjab Government exempting the Punjab Armed Police from the purview of the Act ibid, the present appeal is not maintainable and is dismissed.











              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villag, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhatian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.





_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Ludhiana -141001.

FAA-the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana-141001.

          _______ Respondents

AC No.675 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon appellant in person.

H.C. Suresh Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Out of the nine points of information, only two still remain pending for which the parties have agreed to meet so that relevant file is inspected by the appellant.  Copies of the documents required by the appellant, thereafter, may be supplied to him.  With this direction, the case is closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villag, Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhatian Bet, Ludhiana-141008.





_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Jalandhar-144001.

FAA-Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar-144001.

                      _______ Respondents

AC No.676 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon appellant in person.

ASI Baljit Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



ASI Baljit Singh representing respondent-department confirms that the original record was sent to the Inspector General of Police, Zonal-II, Jalandhar by the Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar vide No.2613/PC dated 22.6.2010.  In view of this, the appeal case is closed.












              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.)-142022 


         _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Maximum Security Jail, Nabha-147201


                     _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2034 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Baljit Singh, Assistant Superintendent of Jail, Nabha on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has confirmed that record is not available, vide No.2428 dated 21.9.2010.   In view of this, the complaint case is closed.









              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Kewal Krishan #A-51, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.






          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Engineer, P.W.D. ( B.& R), Patiala.

          _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2163 of 2010

Present: -
Shri Kewal Krishan complainant on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Fakir Chand Sharma, Circle Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department

ORDER



Considering the facts and circumstances of the case and denial by the respondent on oath that he never received the request from the complainant seeking information, it would be appropriate that the entire matter should be inquired by the Chief Engineer (Hqrs), Public Works Department (B & R), Patiala.  If after an inquiry, it is established that the request of the information-seeker was received, then appropriate action against the concerned official shall be taken by the Chief Engineer.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Vidya Sagar Phool, 101-D,

Kitchlu Nagar,Luldhiana-141001.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District and Sessions Judge, 

Ludhiana-141001.

    




_______ Respondent.

CC No. 2454 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri  Gopal Krishan, Clerk of Court on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing on 7.9.2010 without intimation and he is again absent today without intimation.

2.

The respondent has filed a written reply vide No.3615 dated 21.9.2010 stating that the request of the information-seeker was not accompanied by the requisite fee and this fact was intimated to him by the PIO vide letter No.5394 dated 27.7.2010.  Since the complainant did not remove the deficiency even after due and adequate notice to him his request for information was rejected.

3.

I have considered the plea of the respondent. In view of this and non appearance of the complainant on two consecutive dates after due notice, I deem it fit to close this case.




     



              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Jagmohan Singh Bhatti,

National Human Rights Council, #919,

Phase-IV, Sector 59, SAS Nagar (Mohali)-160059.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Provisioning), Punjab,

Chandigarh-160017.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.2477 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent places on record letter No.11037 dated 21.9.2010 and seeks time, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 12.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, Advocate,

D-15, Marg 13, Saket-17, New Delhi-110048.



       _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District and Sessions Judge, 
Ludhiana-140001.

FAA-District and Sessions Judge, 
Ludhiana -140001.

                                                                      _______ Respondents

AC No.683 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Kirpal Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Gopal Krishan Clerk of Court on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent seeks one adjournment, which is allowed.  

2.

To come up on 8.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, Advocate,

D-15, Marg 13,Saket-17,New Delhi-110048.


           _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Judge (Senior Division), 
Ludhiana-140001. 
FAA-District and Sessions Judge, 
Ludhiana -140001.

                                                          _______ Respondents

AC No.689 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Kirpal Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Gopal Krishan Clerk of Court on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent submits a written reply stating that the information sought by the present appellant was duly furnished to him.  This, however, is denied by the appellant.

2.

Let the respondent place on record of the present appeal case copies of the documents said to have been supplied to the appellant, in response to his application for information dated 11.3.2010.  

3.

To come up on 8.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Joga Singh s/o Shri Amrik Singh,

r/o Wadala Kalan, Tehsil Baba Bakala, 
Amritsar-143001.
                                                                     _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural), 

Amritsar-143001.






      _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2553  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 8.9.2010, the respondent had confirmed in writing that challan has been presented in the Judicial Court and all connected documents had also been filed alongwith the challan.  The complainant was absent without intimation and the case was adjourned to enable the complainant to file his rejoinder.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation though due and adequate notice was given to him.  In view of the continuous absence of the complainant and submissions made by the respondent, I do not find merit in the present complaint and dismiss the same.








              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Dr. Pardeep Dutta s/o Dr. P.K. Dutta,

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, New Delhi-110048.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The PIO/Inspector General of Police (Hqrs),

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh-160017.


 
       
           ______ Respondents

CC No.2554 of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Pradeep Dutta  appellant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has filed a fresh written submission, which is taken on record vide diary No.18129 dated 22.9.2010. A copy of this be sent to the respondent.

2.

 The respondent shall also explain why penalty proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be drawn for non-compliance of the statutory period of 30 days.

2.

To come up on 10.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.











              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Kuldip Singh Khaira

Co/o Vigilance Citizens Forum, Gill Road Chapter,

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.



             _______ Complainant.
      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






             _______ Respondents

CC No. 1845 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira complainant in person.

Inspector Piara Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has handed over the information to the complainant today at the time of hearing.  The complainant seeks time to peruse the same, which is allowed.

2.

To come up on 10.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.









              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Hakam Singh, #2556,

Ward No.11, Nagar Council, Kharar, 
District Mohali-140301.
                                                                     ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer 

 o/o the Director General, Vigilance Bureau(Flying Squad),
 Punjab, Chandigarh-160017.








                                _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1595 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Hakam Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the PIO/Director General, Vigilance Bureau (Flying Squad), Punjab, Chandigarh. 

2.

 Issue fresh notice for 10.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Amrinder Singh (Advocate),

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA, 

House No.06, Sector-5, Chandigarh-160018.

                      _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o The Inspector General of Police (Headquarters), 

Punjab, Chandigarh- 160017.


 


           _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2574  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Amrinder Singh complainant in person.

H.C. Purshotam  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant seeks time to peruse the reply filed by the respondent on the last date of hearing on 9.9.2010.  Time is allowed. 

2.

 To come up on 8.11.2010 at 10.30 A.M.



     








              (R.I. Singh)

September 22, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Mrs. Kamlesh Bhatia c/o Mr.Rajinder Bhatia

Advocate, Chamber No.158, New Court Complex,

Jalandhar-144001.






_______ Appellant..

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana (Punjab).

FAA-Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana (Punjab)

 
             _______ Respondent.

AC No. 665 of 2010

ORDER



This case was disposed of on 30.8.2010, as the respondent had stated that the information had been supplied in writing to the appellant, who, however, was absent without intimation.  Now the appellant has moved a fresh petition for re-opening and re-hearing of the appeal case on the ground that ASI Bhagwant Singh, who appeared on behalf of the respondent-department, had deposed falsely that the information had been supplied.  The appellant has categorically stated that she has not received the information and that she could not attend the proceedings on the last date of hearing due to her ill-health.  It has further been submitted by her that notice should have been sent to the PIO/Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar,  whereas notice was served only to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

2.

A perusal of the record of the case file shows that Deputy Commissioner of Police-cum-PIO office of the Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar had confirmed vide his letter No.26-A/RTI dated 28.8.2010 that the appellant had been furnished the information vide No.352/D/RTI dated 28.4.2010.  A copy of this letter was also placed on record.  Copies of these documents be sent to the appellant and let her confirm whether these meet her requirement or not.  Further action on her application, for reopening the case, will be taken only after hearing from her.








             (R.I. Singh)
September 22, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner

    







   Punjab

