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

Shri Kanwal Preet Singh, H. No.6/369/2009,

Adarsh Galli, Garad Bazar, Tarntaran.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (E), Amritsar.
     ______________ Respondent

CC No.   2681      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Kanwal Preet Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Today, this case was fixed for confirmation, nothing contrary has been heard.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Jagwinder Singh Pandher, 34, Shakti Nagar, 

Near Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana-141002.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, 
Department of Education (Schools),Chandigarh.________________ Respondent

CC No.   2698      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Nitish Goyal on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Joginder Singh, Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, 

Kot Baba Deep Singh (Boygs), Amritsar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Education, Chandigarh.               ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2694       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Parvesh Malhotra on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case being similar to that of CC-3626/2009 against the same public authority, both the cases are clubbed.  

2.

Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Kiranjot Kaur, V.P.O. Saidpur, 

Via Thatta Jadid, Distt. Kapurthala.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Education,

Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh.
                     ________________ Respondent

CC No.  2678       of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Hardial Singh Dhanota,

Vocational Lecturer, H.No.1108, Gali No.4, 
Vedant Nagar, Moga.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Education Officer (SE), Moga.    ________________ Respondent

CC No. 2625  of 2009

Present-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Kuldip Singh s/o Late Shri Raghunath Dass,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur-146001.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,
Chandigarh.



                     ________________ Respondent

CC No.   2769      of 2009

Present:-
Shri Jagat Singh on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Jagat Singh appearing on behalf of the complainant states that the asked for Information has not been provided to the complainant.  Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Amrit Pal Singh s/o Shri Manjeet Singh,

VPO Phul Khurd, Tehsil & Distt. Roopnagar.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal, Govt. College, Roop Nagar.
________________ Respondent

CC No. 3058 of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Sh. Puran Singh,

Member Block Samiti, Jandiala Guru, V.P.O. Nizampur, Via Verka,

Tehsil & District Amritsar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.
The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Welfare Officer, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1499 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Lakhbir Singh complainant in person.

Shri Harbhajan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Amritsar alongwith Shri Maninder Singh, Senior Assistant.
ORDER



Inspite of a clear direction given to Shri Harbhajan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Amritsar regarding  fixing  of  date & time with the complainant for supply of the information,  he  left his office on the plea that he has to attend an urgent meeting with the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar. When such a date and time was fixed, he should have intimated the Deputy Commissioner about the same but he failed to do so. Taking a serious note of this lapse on his part, he is directed to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for the delay in supply of the information.  As regards the issue of five persons whose list was provided by the complainant as to why they were not sanctioned the amount, the only plea taken by him was that it is the then District Welfare Officer, Shri Sarabjit Singh Randhawa who can reply about the same. He further pleaded that the file does not speak anything about their cases having been rejected. In view of the fact that the required information is not forthcoming from the District Welfare Officer, I impose a fine on Shri Harbhajan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Amritsar @ Rs.250/- per day w.e.f. 8.12.2009 i.e. the date when meeting was fixed by him with the complainant till the information is provided or till the next date of hearing.  The Director SC/BC Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh will effect the recovery of fine from the salary of Shri Harbhajan Singh and deposit the same in the Govt. Treasury under  the appropriate Head.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

CC

The Director SC/BC Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh 

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

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Sh. Puran Singh,

Member Block Samiti, Jandiala Guru, V.P.O. Nizampur, Via Verka,

Tehsil & District Amritsar.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Welfare Officer, Amritsar.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 1500 of 2009

Present:-
Shri Lakhbir Singh complainant in person.

Shri Harbhajan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Amritsar alongwith Shri Maninder Singh, Senior Assistant.
ORDER



About ignoring of 140 applications, the plea taken by Shri Harbhajan Singh is that the relevant record is not traceable and the staff available at that time has been transferred.  A scheme which was introduced by the Government with a view to help the poor Section of Society is not being properly implemented by the officials concerned.  PIO o/o the Director SC/BC Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to collect the requisite information and supply the same to the complainant forthwith.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

CC

PIO o/o the Director SC/BC Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh 

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

Shri Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

Chamber No.158, New Courts Complex, Jalandhar City. ________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Principal, Apeejay College of Fine Arts, Mahavir Marg, 

New Jawahar Nagar, Jalandhar City-144001.
       ____________ Respondent

CC No.  3573       of 2009

Present:-
Shri Rajinder Bhatia complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-departmemnt.

ORDER



Shri Rajinder Bhatia complainant states that similar complaint in CC-3516/2009 against the same respondent-department is pending before Shri P.P.S. Gill, State Information Commissioner for hearing on 13.1.2010.  If this case is also transferred to that Bench, it will be convenient for both the complainant as well as the respondent-department.  CIC may pass appropriate orders.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

CIC

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

Shri Randhir Singh Dhillon s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Vill. Kothi Pone,  Post Office, Jagraon-142026.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, Jagraon Cooperative Sugar Mill Ltd., Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.



          ________________ Respondent

CC No.    3555     of 2009

Present:-
Shri Randhir  Singh complainant in person.
Shri Gurcharan Grover, Chief Accounts Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Gurcharan Grover, CAO appearing on behalf of the respondent-department states that the Mill being in the process of liquidation, the salary not only to Shri Dhillon complainant but also to  the 188 permanent and 237 seasonal employees has not been paid since April, 2008.

2.

In view of the above, nothing can be done at this stage, case is disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Randhir Singh Dhillon s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Vill. Kothi Pone,  Post Office, Jagraon-142026.

__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, Jagraon Cooperative Sugar Mill Ltd., Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.



________________ Respondent

CC No.    3572     of 2009
Present:-
Shri Randhir  Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurcharan Grover, Chief Accounts Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Position in this case is the same as explained in CC-3555/2009.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Randhir Singh Dhillon s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Vill. Kothi Pone,  Post Office, Jagraon-142026.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the General Manager, Jagraon Cooperative Sugar Mill Ltd., Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.


                      ________________ Respondent

CC No.    3570     of 2009
Present:-
Shri Randhir  Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurcharan Grover, Chief Accounts Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In the normal course, it would have been stated that  as the asked for information relates to third party,  Section 11 of Right to Information Act, 2005 is applicable in this case.  However, the person about whose salary information has been sought has appeared on behalf of the respondent-department.  Therefore, the process of Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 is met by way of asking the question.  Shri Grover stated that he is on deputation from Sugarfed, Punjab, Chandigarh and as such his salary is being paid by Sugar Mill being caretaker in the process of liquidation.  Shri Grover further stated that his salary is being paid to him by the Mill by selling scrap etc. and whatever is available there including the old funds otherwise there is no source of income.
2.

In view of the position explained above, nothing can be done at this stage.  Case is disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Randhir Singh Dhillon s/o Shri Gurdev Singh,

Vill. Kothi Pone,  Post Office, Jagraon-142026.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Nakodar Cooperative Sugar Mills Ltd., 
Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar.   

            ________________ Respondent

CC No.    3571     of 2009
Present:-
Shri Randhir  Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurcharan Grover, Chief Accounts Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


Copy of the attendance register from Nakodar Cooperative Mills has been provided.  Shri Grover explained that he is having dual charge of Nakodar Cooperative Sugar Mill and Jagraon Cooperative Sugar Mill to help in the liquidation process of Jagraon Cooperative Sugar Mill. He attends various court cases and other legal formalities.  Copy of attendance register by Nakodar Cooperative Sugar Mills has been handed over to the complainant.

2.

In view of the above, case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Rajiv Singla c/o Singla Mobile Service,

Piran Wala Gate, Sunam-148028.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

CC No. 3560 of 2009
Present:-
Shri Rajiv Singla complainant in person.

Mrs. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant, Shri Rajiv Singla who retied as Assistant General Manager has asked for the information about the Rule/section under which leave salary of a retired employee can be withheld.  Smt. Navinder Kaur, APIO stated that to the best of her knowledge, leave salary and General Provident Fund cannot be withheld unless there is some case/chargesheet is pending against a person.  Smt. Navinder Kaur, APIO will ascertain full facts and inform the complainant accordingly.
2.

Case stands adjourned to 18.1.2010.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Head constable Emmanuel Mall, No.1129/Gurdaspur 

Behrampur Road, Ghumahra Mohalla, Gurdaspur.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur.
 _________ Respondent

CC No.  3519 of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Head Constable Devinder Pal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Devinder Pal Singh appearing on behalf of the respondent-department produced personal file (c"ih fw;b) of the complainant.  However, copy of the order wherein his service of two years is forfeited is not available in the said file.  Shri Devinder Pal Singh will procure a copy of the same and place in his personal file.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 4.1.2010. 








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Smt. Krishana Devi w/o Sh. Tarsem Lal, VPO Sarna,

Guru Nabha Dass Colony, 
Tehsil Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Senior Superintendent of Police, Gurdaspur.___________ Respondent

CC No.  3513       of 2009

Present:
Shri Vijay Kumar on behalf of the complainant without any authority letter.

Head constable Devinder Pal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Devinder Pal Singh, Head Constable states that the information has already been supplied to the complainant which was dealt in CC-2786/2009 before the bench headed by Shri P.K. Verma, State Information Commissioner.  On the next date of hearing, Shri Vijay Kumar should bring authority letter from the complainant. To see if the asked for information is similar to that of CC-2786/2009 that file may be produced for my perusal.

2.
Case stands adjourned to 4.1.2010.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Varinder Singh s/o Shri Gulzar Singh,

Mohan Nagar, Bhawanigarh, Distt. Sangrur-148025.

--------Complainant







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

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

CC No. 2466    of 2006
Present:-
Shri Varinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Mohan Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Baljit Singh and Sh. Sanjeev Kumar both Senior Assistants on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Varinder Singh complainant admitted that information sought in  this case is similar to that of  CC-1958/2009 which was dealt by the Bench headed by Shri Surinder Singh, State Information Commissioner and was disposed of.  Under the Right to Information Act, 2005, there is no provision of appeal/review of the order. 
2.

In view of the fact that another Bench had dealt the matter, this bench can do nothing.  Case stands disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Hardip Singh (Maj. Retd.), Guleh Palace,

VPO Sarhali Khan, Tehsil and Distt. Tarntaran-143410.__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

CC No.  3649  of 2009

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

ASI Hardev Singh alongwith Head Constable Mangal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



According to ASI Hardev Singh, the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant.  He has also enclosed a copy of acknowledgement dated 15.12.2009 saying that he has got the information as such his case may be treated as closed.

2.

In view of the acknowledgement given by the complainant, case is treated as closed.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Jitendra Sodhi, H. No.2549-A, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh-160047.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Education, Chandigarh.  ________________ Respondent

CC No. 3623 of 2009
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Balbir Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Complainant has asked for the information about Mrs. Shelly Sodhi who is stated to be his wife.   Since information sought is about third party, the  procedure given under Section 11 of Right to Information Act, 2005 has to be followed according to which a letter should first go to third party i.e. Mrs. Shelly Sodhi for seeking his comments as to whether asked for information  may be supplied to his husband or not.  After receiving the reply from third party, PIO has to pass a speaking order for supplying or denying the information.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Joginder Singh, Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Kot Baba Deept Singh (Boys), Amritsar.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Education, Chandigarh.

_______________ Respondent

CC No. 3626  of 2009









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Varinder Kumar, S.S. Master,

Government Senior Secondary School, 
Rauni Distt. Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Government Senior Secondary School, 
Rauni, Distt. Ludhiana.      



________________ Respondent

CC No. 3663  of 2009

Present:-
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Varinder Kumar, S.S. Master,

Government Senior Secondary School, 
Rauni Distt. Ludhiana.




__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Government High School, 
Bhadal Himat, Distt. Jalandhar.     

________________ Respondent

CC No. 3664        of 2009
Present:-
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Brijesh, Official Principal on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information about Sr. No.1 regarding the children of PTA members should be provided within 15 days. The remaining information stands supplied.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Varinder Kumar, S.S. Master,

Government Senior Secondary School, 
Rauni Distt. Ludhiana.



__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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



________________ Respondent

CC No. 3665 of 2009
Present:-
Shri Varinder Kumar complainant in person.

Shri Balbir Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Deepak, Record Keeper on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



It is unfortunate that a letter written by District Education Officer, Kapurthala to the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh for sanction of time-barred claim has not been dealt with whereas Shri Balbir Singh, Superintendent states that no such letter was received by their office.  Smt. Neelam Bhagat, PIO office of the Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh should appear on the next date of hearing with full details.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 19.1.2010.









 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Dr. Sukhchain Singh s/o Shri Wazir Singh,

H. No.312, Sector 49-A, Chandigarh.


__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director Medical Education and Research Education, Punjab, Chandigarh.






___________ Respondent

CC No.   3166      of 2009
Present:-
Dr. Sukhchain Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Gurinder Kaur APIO alongwith Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Dheeraj, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department, Dr. K.D. Singh, PIO o/o Principal, Medical College, Patiala, Dr. Jaswant Singh, PIO and Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant both from o/o the Principal, Medical College, Amritsar. 
ORDER



Ms. Gurinder Kaur APIO states that information stands provided to the complainant, case is disposed of accordingly.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

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

Shri Surinder Mittal s/o Shri Harbans Lal Mittal,

#196, Lane No.4, New Green Model Town, Jalandhar.
__________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Kapurthala.



                     ________________ Respondent

CC No.  3995  of 2009
Present:-
Shri Surinder Mittal complainant in person.
Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police (Detective), Kapurthala alongwith Hawaldar Onkar Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


This complaint was received from Shri Surinder Mittal, complainant in which he has requested that copies of certain documents should be provided to him in 48 hours treating his application under Section 7(i) of Right to Information Act, 2005 being his life and liberty is endangered.

2.

A perusal of the office file and record produced by Shri Balbir Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police, indicates that Shri Surinder Mittal complainant had asked for certain documents relating to a complaint made by Ms. Sandeep Kaur dated 7.11.2008 to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala.  The SSP, Kapurthala had sent the same to the Station House Officer (City), Phagwara for necessary action who in turn marked it to Sub Inspector Gulzar Singh who conducted the inquiry and examined the said        Ms. Sandeep Kaur.  No other witness had appeared on her behalf.  According to the report submitted by Shri Gulzar Singh, SI, he intimated Shri Mittal on mobile phone but he did not join the inquiry and after completing the inquiry, he submitted his report dated 20.12.2008 to Station House Officer (City), Phagwara.
3.

According to the reports obtained by Shri Mittal from Crime Branch, Shri Amrik Singh Chahal deposed before DIG CID Crime Investigation that he forwarded the report to DSP, Phagwara who returned the same with his comments dated 6.1.2009 directing SHO to examine Shri Mittal before finalizing the case.  In the meantime, on receipt of another complaint dated 10.1.2009, Police Station (City), Phagwara registered FIR No.15.  The issues are taken one by one on which Shri Mittal has sought specific information:-

(a) Regarding Sr. No.1 and 2:- Shri Balbir Singh, DSP has produced a copy of enquiry report submitted by Shri Gulzar Singh which was sent to the complainant vide their letter No.488-RTI dated 24.12.2009 but Shri Mittal says that he has not received the same. Copy of the same handed over to the complainant.  However, the comments of SHO, Phagwara and DSP, Phagwara are not available, these need to be collected and supplied to the complainant.
(b) Regarding Sr. No.3:- Copy of Inquiry report of Shri Gulzar Singh, Sub Inspector has been handed over to the complainant.

(c) Regarding Sr. No.4:-  Station House Officer, Police Station, Phagwara forwarded the report through Deputy Superintendent of Police, Phagwara which was seen and filed by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala.  Copy of the same has been handed over to the complainant.

(d) Regarding Sr. No.5:- As already mentioned above, during inquiry no witness was examined by Shri Gulzar Singh as is evident from his inquiry report.

(e) Regarding Sr. No.6:- Position is same as mentioned at Sr. No. ‘a’ above.

(f) Regarding Sr. No.7:- It is stated that original complaint dated 10.1.2009 has been forwarded to the Court alongwith Challan, however, a copy of the same on which endorsement has been made is in the police file which is available in Naib Court though normally it should be with Assistant District Attorney/Deputy District Attorney or at police station concerned.  According to copy of FIR No.15 dated 10.1.2009 Shri Amrik Singh the then SHO, Phagwara had registered case himself so there was no orders passed by him to any of his subordinate, hence, question of providing any report/recommendation does not arise.

(g) Regarding Sr. No.9 and 10:-  Complainant has sought certified copies of proceedings/inquiries done by officials of P.S. (City), Phagwara on the said complaint dated 10.1.2009, As mentioned at Sr. No. ‘g’ above, SHO directly registered a case and started investigation.  About providing copies of the same, the same is hit under Section 8(i)(h) of Right to Information Act, 2005 as providing the information may impede/obstruct the proceedings pending before the Trial Court as such the information is not to be provided.

4.

In view of the above, information regarding Sr. No.1, 2 and 6 needs to be provided.  As regards the information about the remaining points, the answer is clear. 

5.

 It is further seen that the case is of January, 2009 and now it is pending trial before the competent court of law while the complainant has filed a Civil Writ Petition for quashing the said FIR/Judicial Proceedings.  In this case, it is, therefore, held that clause of endanger to Life and Liberty is not applicable.
6.

Shri Balbir Singh, DSP promised that comments of SHO and DSP will be provided to the complaint within a week.  Accordingly case stands adjourned to 8.1.2010.








 ( R. K. Gupta)

December 28, 2009.         



State Information Commissioner.

