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

Sh. Tarlochan Singh,

F/o.Ms.Navjot Kaur,

Vill & PO Ghungrana,

Distt- Ludhiana.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Baba Farid University of Health & Science,

Sadiq Road, Faridkot- 151203.



__________ Respondent
CC No. 3567   of 2009
 Present:
i)   
Sh. Tarlochan Singh, complainant in person.
ii)  
Sri Saurabh Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent has informed the complainant that Baba Farid University of Health Sciences  granted provisional affiliation for B.Sc (Nursing) first year course to Bengal Institute of Health Sciences, Raikot on 28-11-2008. They have taken a stand that the remainder of this point of the application  is not covered under the RTI Act, 2005. The information which has been asked for at items B  and D of the application for information is not available in the University. Insofar as item C is concerned, the complainant has been asked to submit requisite details for locating the Supreme Court judgement.

While the reply given by the respondent to the complainant is in order, it should be possible for the respondent to convey the reasons for not admitting the complainant’s daughter to the Ist year B.Sc. (Nursing) examination, which was held in 2008, which should  be done before the next date of hearing.
               Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-01-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secy. Universal Human Rights Organization,

Vill-Rasulpur(Malla),

Tehsil-Jagraon,

Ludhiana.

  
   


  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent
AC  No. 925   of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the appellant.
ii)  
DSA Mr. Arshdeep Singh Gill, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the appellant is the prime accused in a murder case in which SHO, Mr. Darshan Singh Ball is the inquiry Officer and S. Iqbal Singh has resorted to giving all manner on frivolous applications for information under the RTI Act simply to put pressure on the Inquiry Officer and  to harass him.

A perusal of the items of information mentioned in the application dated 30-04-2009 of the appellant  supports this contention of the respondent and I therefore agree with the first appellate authority that the respondent has rightly refused to entertain this application,  which has been filed by him.

Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh. Sukhjinder Singh,

S/o. Sh.Naher Singh,

20, Adarsh Nagar, Near Barewal Chungi,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Superintendent, 

Central Jail, Ludhiana.




__________ Respondent
CC  No. 2366   of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of  complainant.
ii)  
Sh. Iqbal Singh, Assistant Suptt.-cum-APIO,  on  behalf of 
the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The application  for information of the complainant in this case has asked for the details of the parole and medical treatment availed by  other convicts,  which cannot be given to him since the information is exempted from disclosure  under Section  8(1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh.Ramesh Kumar,

S/o. Karam Chand,

Village Dadwan, P.O.Dhariwal,

Distt-Gurdaspur.-143519 
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdaspur.





__________ Respondent
CC  No. 3450  of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Krishan Lal, brother of the complainant.
ii)  
H C Mr. Davinder Pal Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that it was not possible to locate the information required by the complainant on the basis on the scanty details given in his application for information.  The complainant has today clarified that the inquiry was held by the S.P.(HQs), Gurdaspur on the orders of the National Commission for Scheduled Castes, conveyed to the SSP, Gurdaspur vide their letter No. Pb/1/2007/APCR dated 02-01-2008. These orders were made by the National Commission on a complaint made by the complainant Mr. Ramesh  Kumar to the Commission.

It should now be possible for the respondent to locate the concerned papers and to give the information required by the complainant, which should be done before the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 10 AM on 08-01-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh. Navdeep Singh,

S/o. Sh.Karan Singh,

# 1105, W-3, Chakki Wali Gali,

Baba Ishar Singh Nagar,

Moga-142001.
  
   


  
________ Complainant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjabi University,

Patiala.






__________ Respondent

CC  No. 3452   of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None on  behalf of the complainant. 
ii)  
Sri  Vikrant  Sharma,  Advocate,  on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The information asked for by the complainant in this case is a matter involving equivalency of qualifications.  The University has informed him that  as per the decision of the Syndicate, an equivalency certificate can be  given only to any individual who is or has been a student of the University and since the complainant has not studied in the Punjabi University, he cannot be given this certificate. In view of this, the complaint is rejected and the case is disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh. Lakha Singh,

S/o Sh. Maddar,

R/o. Gali Dabwali, Baba Naamdev,

Village Ghumaan,Tehsil- Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.
  
   


  
________Appellant
Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Divisional Forest Officer,

Dalhousie Road, Pathankot



__________ Respondent
AC  No. 943    of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh.,P.C.Rana, Advocate,  on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
Sri  Onkar  Singh, Dy. DFO, Pathankot,  on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent requests for some more time for locating the information required by the complainant which could not  yet  be done since it relates to old records.  The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 14-01-2010 by which time the respondent should locate the information and supply it to the complainant.  A copy of the same should also be brought to the Court for its record on the next date of hearing.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh.Pradeep Kumar,

S/o S. Ved Parkash,

H.No. 231,Jaidhu Colony-3

Mukatsar

  
   


  
________ Appellant 
Vs.


Sh.B.M.Chadha,

Distt  Food and Supplies Controller-cum- 
Public Information Officer, 
Mukatsar






__________ Respondent
AC No.  803   of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf on appellant.   

ii)  
Sh. Vasakha Singh, Auditor,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has in his written reply to the notice issued to him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005,  made the following submissions:-

1) The remaining information has been supplied to the appellant and the costs of Rs.500/- has also been sent to him in compliance with the orders of the Court dated 20-11-2009.
2) The delay which has been caused  in this case pertains to the  period prior to his joining as DFSC-cum-PIO, Mukatsar and he is therefore not responsible for the same . The details of the vehicle required to be given to the complainant was hired by the   previous DFSC, from whom the information had to be obtained. In the end, the respondent has submitted that he took immediate action on receiving the notice from the Commission, before which he was even not aware that any such application was pending  in this office.








Contd…2

                 AC No.  803   of 2009






---2---



 The reply of the respondent has  been  found to be satisfactory and the notice issued to him under the RTI Act, 2005 is  hereby dropped.
Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh.Sashi K Chenden.

Village Jatwad , P.O.Dhamana,

Teh – Anandpur Sahib,

Ropar.


  
   


  ________ Appeallant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala.


.



__________ Respondent

AC No.  650 of  2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Sashi K Chenden,   complainant in person.

ii)  
Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Suptt.,  on  behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

A perusal of the information supplied by the respondent to the complainant shows that complete information has been provided to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 05-11-2009.

Disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh. Madan Lal,

Railway Hospital,

B/Block, Railway Colony,

Amritsar-143001.
  
   


  ________ Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Punjab Technical University,

Jalandhar.





__________ Respondent

AC No  694  of  2009

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

ii)  
  None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The Dean (Academics) of the Punjab Technical University has sent a message that one Mr. Nirmal Singh has been appointed as inquiry officer in this case and his report shall be supplied “as and when received from the above inquiry officer”. This message of the respondent is not at all satisfactory because the inquiry was entrusted  to Sh. Nirmal Singh on 24-12-2009 in compliance with the orders of the Court which had been passed about 2 months earlier on 30-10-2009, and the Inquiry Officer was given one week to complete the inquiry, which expires on 31-12-2009. Secondly, no indication  has been given to the Court about the  date by which the report will be given by  the inquiry officer. In the above circumstances, the respondent is directed to make sure that the inquiry is completed within the next one week and that the report is submitted to the Court on the next date of hearing.  .

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-01-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh. Ashok Kumar, J.E. (Retd.),

11322, Pavillar Nagar,

HaIbowal Kalan,

 Ludhiana- 141001.  
   

                      ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Registrar,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1855 of 2009

Present:

i)  None on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Sh. Nirmal Sharma Suptt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the 



respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has submitted that the reply to the complaint dated 04-10-2009 of Sh. Ashok Kumar along with the information required by him was given to him on 05-11-2009 under proper receipt, which has been submitted to the Court for its record.


In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken on Sh. Ashok Kumar’s complaint dated 04-10-2009.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh. Jasmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Rajinder Singh,

449, New Jawahar Nagar,

Jalandhar.

  
   



  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






__________ Respondent

CC No.  1910 of 2009

Present:
i)   None on behalf of  complainant .
ii)  DSP Mr.Raj Jeet Singh  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.
The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 19-11-2009 have been complied with and the remaining information has been given to the complainant.
Disposed of.








 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh.Darshan Singh,

Grading Asstt.( Retd. ),

H.No -1324 / 3, Ragho Majra,

Gail No-2,

Patiala.

  
   


  ________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 
O/o.Director , Department of Agriculture, Punjab,

SCO 85-88, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.





__________ Respondent

CC No.  2607 of  2009

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

ii)  
Sh.Pritpal Singh, CIF-cum-APIO, Sh.Ashwani Kumar, Asstt. 
Marketing Officer and Sh.D.P.Mangla Suptt., on behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the orders of the Court dated 05-11-2009 could not be implemented because a sanction is required to be obtained by the Agriculture Department from the Finance Department for the issuance of the orders. He requests for some more time to complete the action required to be taken .
The orders dated 05-11-2009 were issued about 8 weeks back and this case has not been given the attention which it deserves. Another opportunity is now given to the respondent to make suitable amends and to comply with the aforementioned orders of the Court.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 11-03-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



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

Sh.Dev Raj,

S/o Sh. Mohan Lal,

Mohalla Bhularia Wala,

H-No 6679,

Bathinda.

  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o.Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent
CC No. 2895 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant.
ii)  
DSP(D) Mr. Harvinder Singh Randhawa , on  behalf of the 
respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has made a written submission dated 28-12-2009, a perusal of which shows that the applications for information of the complainant dated 27-02-2009 and 17-04-2009 have been adequately dealt with . In response to the first  , the complainant was informed that he has merely mentioned FIR No. 247 and not the concerned police station, in the absence of which the information cannot be located. The information for which the complainant has applied vide his application dated 17-04-2009 has been given to him by the respondent and the complainant has also acknowledged its receipt on 30-04-2009 . On the last date of hearing, the complainant stated that he has not got the information with reference to point nos 1,2 & 6 of his application dated 17-04-2009, and the respondent was therefore directed to bring with him the information which had been supplied  to the complainant to the Court .
Point No. 1 of the application for information is not a valid item under  the RTI Act, 2005 since it only alleges that the respondent has deliberately ignored this item of his application dated 27-02-2009. Item no.2 is also a complaint.  It 







 
 Contd….2/

CC No. 2895 of 2009





---2---

states that certain accused in FIR No. 247 had not been granted bail. In so far as point no. 6 is concerned,  the respondent states that  action on the concerned complaint of the complainant has only now been completed and the required information has been brought by him to the Court, which should be sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information. 

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



             Punjab  
Encl…………

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

Sh. Devinder Kumar,

S/o.Sh.Radha Krishan,

R/o.Village-Kangar,

P.S.Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

District- Ropar.
  
   


  
________ Complainant

Vs.


Public Information Officer, 

O/o. Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ropar.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 2890  of 2009

Present:
i)Sh. Devinder Kumar,  complainant in person.



ii)DSP Mr. Harmeet Singh,  and  SI  Mr.Daljit Singh on behalf of the 

respondent.
ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that Mr. Jaswinder Pal and Mr. Harkesh Kumar has been mentioned as individual witnesses in the inquiry report by the SHO Harpreet Singh, PS Nurpur Bedi, but their statements have not been  found in the records, from which  the only conclusion which  can be drawn is that their statements were not recorded.  The complainant has however produced the two concerned witnesses in this Court, who claim that their statements were recorded and that they have also signed the same. In the above circumstances, I direct the present SHO, S I .Daljit Singh, PS  Nurpur Bedi,  to record the statements of Mr. Jaswinder Pal and Mr. Harkesh Kumar and give  attested  copies of the same to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-01-2010 for confirmation of compliance.









 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


29th December, 2009



             Punjab  
