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

Sh. Lakhvir Singh,
C/o Jurisconsultus,

SCO No. 89-90, Level IV, 

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh 






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,
Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Registrar, 

Punjab & Haryana High Court,


Chandigarh






    _______ Respondents
AC No. 954 of 2009
Present: -
i)
None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)
Sh. Ranjit Singh, APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
This appeal has been preferred by one Sh. Lakhvir Singh against the order dated 27.10.2009, passed by the first appellate authority of the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. 

Notice was issued to the parties. The appellant, however, is absent. He has not given any intimation or sought any adjournment. 

The respondents have submitted a written reply on behalf of the PIO and the first appellate authority, which is taken on record. The case is adjourned to 18.01.2010 at 11.00 AM, to enable the appellant to file his rejoinder.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal,
President, Sant Sipahi Dal (Regd.),

1132/6, Mohala Sujapuria,

Jagraon – 142026.
 

_________ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police (Rural),
Ludhiana at Jagaron.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Inspector General of Police,


Jalandhar. 
__________ Respondents
AC No. 955 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Darshan Singh, appellant in person.

ii)
Sh. Harpreet Singh, HC & Sh. Santosh Kumar, HC, on behalf of the respondents. 

ORDER
The respondent submitted letter No. 1431/RTI dated 19.12.2009, conveying that the information pertaining to office of SSP, Ludhiana (Rural) has been supplied to the appellant and he is satisfied with it. The rest of the information pertains to other districts, which have separate PIOs. The respondent is directed to forward this request of the appellant to the concerned PIOs for further action at their end u/s 6(3) of RTI Act.
Since the information pertaining to the present respondent has been supplied, the appeal case is closed. 









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal,

President, Sant Sipahi Dal (Regd.),

1132/6, Mohala Sujapuria,

Jagraon – 142026.
 

_________ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,
O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.
2
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,


Amritsar.
__________ Respondents
AC No. 956 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Darshan Singh, appellant in person.

ii)
Sh. Nirmal Singh, HC & Sh. Santosh Kumar, HC, on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER
The written reply has been filed vide No. 1289/RTI dated 19.12.2009, by PIO, office of SSP, Ferozepur, which is taken on record. Since the information sought by the appellant vide his letter dated 17.07.2009, addressed to the PIO is yet to be supplied, the case is adjourned to 19.01.2010 at 11.00 AM to give an opportunity to the respondent to supply the same.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Harbhajan Singh,
s/o Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

Seed Farm Road, Sarabha Nagar,

Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur – 152116.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Vigilance Bureau Punjab,
Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3585 of 2009
Present: -
i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)
Sh. Inder Pal Singh, Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent had conveyed to the complainant to deposit the requisite fee as tabulated under the RTI Act, before the information sought by him could be supplied to him. Number of reminders were issued but the complainant failed to deposit the fee, alleged the respondent.

Today, respondent represented by Sh. Inder Pal Singh submitted that the information by complainant has been given to him. The delay was due to non-payment of fee. 

The complainant is absent. He has not given any intimation or sought any adjournment. No cause of action is left in this complaint and the same is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Mohindra Drapers & Tailors,
C/o Daya Kisan Sharma,

SCO No. 84, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh – 160017.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,
Mohali. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3587 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Daya Kisan Sharma, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Jaspal Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The information sought by the complainant has been received by him vide No. 17787/C/RTI dated 16.12.2009. In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Gurmail Singh,
Jathedar, VPO – Khera, 

District Ludhiana 

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3588 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Gurmail Singh, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Gurmail Singh, Patwari & Sh. Ravinder Singh, Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The complainant had sought copy of the judgment dated 21.09.1991, on the basis of which mutation No. 1984 was sanctioned. 

Let the PIO examine his record and convey to the complainant the basis on which this mutation was sanctioned. Copy of the court decree as available in record should be supplied to complainant.
To come up on 18.01.2010 at 11.00 AM.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh,
s/o Sh. Dalip Singh,

R/o Bangsipura, Teh. Jagraon, 

Distt. Ludhiana, Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Ludhiana, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3589 of 2009
Present: -
i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)
Smt. Prachi, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The respondent states that information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant however is absent without intimation. He has also not sought any adjournment. To give complainant an opportunity to confirm that he has received the information, the case is adjourned to 19.01.2010 at 11.00 AM.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




      Punjab

At about 1.30 P.M. complainant has made an appearance and submitted that he has received letter No. 2189/857/I.O./RTI dated 09.12.2009, from PIO, Ludhiana enclosing a copy of letter 1670/LPA dated 03.12.2009. The complainant submits that he had sought a copy of the verification report of the police pertaining to grant of an arms license vide his application No. 360/2006. However, copy of the police verification report has not been supplied to him so far. He has only been informed that SSP has not recommended his case for grant of license and therefore his application has been filed. 


The complainant seeks copy of the police verification report pertaining to his application for grant of license. Since he alleges that the same has not been supplied so far, let the respondent supply the copy before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 19.01.2010 at 11.00 AM. 









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




      Punjab 

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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas,
H. No. 1375, Gali Choubrawali,

V&PO – Verka, Amritsar.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,
Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3604 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Minhas, complainant in person.

ii)
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The complainant has appeared and stated that information has been supplied to him by the PIO vide letter No. 3405 dated 11.12.2009, and he has fully satisfied with the same. Accordingly, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Santokh Singh,
H. No. 1222, Sector 43-B,

Chandigarh.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Housefed, 
SCO No. 150-52, 

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3644 of 2009
Present: -
i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

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

ORDER
This complaint was filed by one Sh. Santokh Singh on the grounds that information sought by him from Housefed under RTI was refused on the grounds that respondent is not a public authority within the meaning of RTI Act. 
Notice was issued to the respondent, who submitted written submission, which is taken on record. 

The complainant is absent without any intimation. He has also not sought any adjournment. The case is adjourned to 18.01.2010 at 11.00 AM to enable the complainant to file his rejoinder.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Baljinder Singh,
s/o Sh. Kuljeet Singh,

C/o H. No. 266, Guru Arjan Dev Colony, 

Bhogla Road, Rajpura Town, 

District Patiala, Punjab. 

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,
Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3691 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Baljinder Singh, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Piara Singh, Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent states that information has been supplied to the complainant through registered post. He has also agreed to supply a fresh copy of the same. The complainant is satisfied. The complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Arun Kumar,
# 220, United Co-Operative House 

Building Society, Sector 68,

Mohali, Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,
Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3697 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Arun Kumar, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Santosh Kumar, HC, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The respondent states that a reply has been sent to the complainant. However, the complainant is not satisfied. Let the respondent file point-wise reply to the information sought by the complainant in his application dated 20.10.2009. 
To come up on 19.01.2010 at 11.00 AM.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Makhan Singh,
s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

Vill. – Bika, P.O. Than Thana,

District Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,
Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Sessions Judge,
Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3706 of 2009
Present: -
i)
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii)
Sh. Lachman Dass, PIO, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The respondent has submitted a detailed reply, which is taken on record. The complainant is absent. He has telephonically requested for a short date, which is allowed. The case is adjourned to 19.01.2010 at 11.00 AM to enable the complainant for filing his rejoinder. 








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Joginder Singh,
s/o Sh. Ralla Singh,

H. No. 1504, Ward No.9,

VPO Payal, District Ludhiana. 

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurudwara Parbhandak Committee,
Amritsar, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3712 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Joginder Singh, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Simarjit Singh, GPA, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
In response to the notice issued in this complaint, Sh. Simarjit Singh has appeared and stated that at the time of seizure of various articles from Shri Darbar Sahib in 1984 at the time of blue star operation, list of articles seized by Army was not given to the SGPC. However, subsequently some of these seized articles were returned to SGPC. At that time, a list of articles returned by Govt. of India was given to the SGPC. However, the complainant has not sought copy of this list in his application in form ‘A’. Hence SGPC has not supplied any information to the complainant. In view of this statement of respondent, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Jagdeep Singh,
s/o Sh. Atma Singh,

Vill. – Matoi, Teh. Malerkotla,

District Sangrur, Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Director General of Police Crime,
Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3714 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Jagdeep Singh, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Gurdial Singh, SP (Crime), on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent has supplied the information sought by the complainant. The complainant is satisfied.  Accordingly, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Ranjodh Singh Sarao, Advocate,
R/o H. No. 1317/1, Sector 70,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali, Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,
S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.  

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3715 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Ranjodh Singh Sarao, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Jaspal Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The complainant had sought information as to whether an amount of Rs. 25 lacs was donated by Quark City, Mohali to Punjab Police. A news item to this effect had appeared in “The Chandigarh Tribune” dated 10.12.2005. 
Notice was issued to the PIO, office of SSP, SAS Nagar, Mohali who vide his letter dated 6621/S/RTI dated 20.06.2009 conveyed that the incident reported in the press pertained to a period prior to 14.04.2006. At that time District SAS Nagar was part of Ropar. All record of that period is available at Ropar. SSP, Ropar however also denied existence of any record pertaining to donation of Rs. 25 lacs. SSP, Mohali, after re-verification of the record confirms vide his No. 15357/C/RTI dated 31.10.2009, that there is no record in Police Station, Mohali pertaining to donation of Rs. 25 lacs by Quark City and that this fact has been conveyed to the complainant. In view of this, no cause of action is left in this complaint and the same is ordered to be filed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




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

Sh. Surinder Pal Singh,
S/o Amarjit Singh,

R/o Defence Colony, Jandoli Road,

Rajpura Town, District Patiala, Punjab.

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,
Mohali, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3737 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Jaspal Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
The stand taken by the respondent is that the matter is under investigation and disclosure of information at this stage will impede the process of inquiry.

The complainant states that his wife and child have been missing for one year and no information has been given to him by police. Further, he states that the investigation has not made any progress. 

The respondent however, agrees that the complainant may visit his office and he will be duly briefed about the progress of the case. With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




      Punjab

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

Sh. Amar Chander Kamboj, Advocate,

Office Gram Rajpura Farm,

P.O. – Jhagarhpuri, Teh. Gadarpur,

Distt. Udham Singh Nagar, 

Uttarakhand.

 

_________ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Mohali, Punjab.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,


Mohali, Punjab.

__________ Respondents

AC No. 915 of 2009
Present: -
i)
None on behalf of the appellant.

ii)
Sh. Jaspal Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing. The case was adjourned to get his confirmation that he has received letter No. 16218/C/RTI dated 24.11.2009.

Today, the appellant is again absent and he has not given any intimation or sought any adjournment. In view of this, the case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




      Punjab

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

Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini,

H. No. HL-216, Phase-I,

S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali - 160055

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Mohali, Punjab.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 3518 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Sh. Kulwinder Singh Saini, complainant in person.

ii)
Sh. Jaspal Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
On the last date of hearing, the respondent had supplied information consisting of 19 pages and the complainant was given one more opportunity to confirm that he is satisfied with the information given to him.
Today both the parties have appeared. As regards the information at Sr. No. 7 of his request seeking certified copies of the statement of Mr. Rupinder Singh Josh, the complainant has been informed by the respondent that no such statement exists in record. The complainant wanted a clarification from respondent as to whether the statement of Mr. Rupinder Singh Josh was recorded or not. The respondent represented by Sh. Jaspal Singh today confirms that since statement of Mr. Rupinder Singh Josh was not recorded therefore no record of such a statement is available in their office. 
Similarly the complainant had sought copies of the statement of Ms. Parminder Kaur. The respondent has clarified that statement of Ms. Parminder Kaur was also not recorded by the Investigation Officer and therefore such a statement does not exist in their record.
With these clarifications, the complainant is satisfied. Accordingly, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


21st December, 2009




      Punjab

