 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Nirmal Singh,

S/o Sh. Mehar Chand,

Vill. NawanGram, PO Sadoa,

Tehsil Balachaur, Distt. Nawanshaher.


___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Personnel, Govt. of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

AC No. 559 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. R.P. Saini, Supdt. Grade-II, PP branch, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been supplied to him vide  letter dated 15-12-2008, to his satisfaction.
 
Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.S. Walia,
S/o Sh. Anant Ram Walia,

# 260, Model Town,

Ambala City




.


___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali




__________ Respondent

AC No. 581 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Brijender Kaushik, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
DSP J.S. Khaira, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The information mentioned at Sr. No.  1 & 2 of the application for information of the complainant dated 8-8-2008 has been provided to him by the respondent. The respondent has claimed exemption from giving the information asked for at Sr. No. 3 of the application namely, copies of the jiminis relating to investigation of FIR No. 80 dated 17-04-2007, on the ground that the challan in this case has been submitted to the court and the case is under trial. The respondent, however, seeks some time for preparing his arguments in support of the exemption being claimed.


The case is adjourned to 10 AM on 22-01-2009 in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh for further consideration and orders. 


    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

s/o Sh. Bhola Singh,

VPO Talwandi, Via- Bhadorn,

Tehsil Tapa, Distt. Barnala- 148102.


___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.



.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 2860 of 2008

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

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

In response to the application for information of the complainant, the respondent has informed that his complaints dated 7-7-2008 and 29-8-2008 have been inquired into and a copy of the inquiry report has also been sent to him, according to which the complaints have been found to be false and have, therefore, been filed.

 
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajendra Singh Panwar,

S/o Sh. Bhagat Singh Panwar,

Vill. Pipola, PO Jakhnidhar,

Distt. Tehri Garhwal, Uttarakhand- 249123






.

___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.



.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 2858 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rajinder Singh Panwar complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sh. Hari Om Sharma Supdt., and S. Harpal Singh , Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.
 
Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

Vill. Kamma, PO Isru, Tehsil Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna.



.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 2841 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. Anil Kumar, DSP, on behalf of the respondent .
ORDER


Heard.
 
The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent to the complainant’s satisfaction. 
 
Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal.

S/o Sh. Bachittar Singh,

H.No. 201-204/100,

Block-J, B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana.







___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Secretary,

Deptt. Of Vigilance, Govt. of Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

AC No. 552 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. D.S. Grewal, complainant in person. 

ii)     
 Sh. B.L. Walecha, Supdtt. Vigilance, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
 
The complainant in this case has asked for certified copies of letters and correspondence between the office of the Principal Secretary, Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and the Department of Vigilance on the subject of the sanction of his prosecution. The respondent has claimed exemption from giving the information under section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005, since the challan in this case has already been put up in the concerned Court of law. The complainant has been able to show that he already has copies of the correspondence which took place between the Director, Vigilance Bureau and the Department of Vigilance on the same subject and I see no valid reason for claiming exemption in respect of the letters written on the subject by the Principal Secretary, Home, to the Secretary, Vigilance, and vice versa. The objection of the respondent is therefore overruled and he is directed to supply the information asked for by the complainant vide his application dated 5-8-2008 within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.


Disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office, Goniana Road,

Bathinda.







___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Chief Secretary, 

Govt. of Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






   __________ Respondent

CC No. 2824 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. Jagdish Mittar, Supdt., Cabinet Affairs branch, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent in this case has correctly advised the complainant that since his application for information asks for information which pertains to different departments of government, each of which has its own PIO, he should make fresh applications for the information which he desires to each of the concerned PIOs.
 
Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Parshad Jindal,

# 499, Model Town,

Bathinda.







___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Patiala.




.






   
__________ Respondent

AC No. 582 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the  appellant. 

ii)     
 Sh. Rajiv Kumar, AETC-cum- PIO. 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has given information to the appellant only in respect of point no. 1 and 2 of his application of information. A commitment has been made by the respondent in the Court today that information pertaining to point nos. 3, 4 and 5 of the application for information will also be sent to the appellant within 7 days from today.
 
Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Patel Nagar, Malvia Street,

Patel Nagar, College Road,

Barnala, Distt. Barnala.





___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Patiala.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, 

Barnala.




.






   
__________ Respondent

AC No. 577 of 2008
Present:
i)   
 Mohinder Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)     
 Sh. Vipin Kumar Pathak, ETO, on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent in this case has claimed exemption under section 8(1)(d) of the RTI Act,  to giving the details of the action taken by the department  regarding  evasion of VAT by  M/s Bansal Tyre Company, Barnala, which is a third party and is entirely unrelated to the applicant. The objection of the respondent is upheld and this case is disposed of.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brish Bhan,

S/o Sh. Sarup Chand,

# 33, Kahangarh Road,

Pattran, Patiala.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab,

Patiala.




.






   
__________ Respondent

CC No. 2700 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 Sh. Rajiv Kumar, AETC-cum-PIO. 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant is not available in the form in which he wants it, in the records of the Head Office. This information would be required to be collected from the various officers of the department in charge of the districts. However, the collection of information by one PIO from other PIOs is not part of the framework of the RTI Act. Therefore, if the complainant requires any information from the districts, he is required to make an application for the same to the concerned PIO.

 
In the above circumstances no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO Bhattian-Bet,

Ludhiana – 141008.




   
    …………………Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o, Principal Secy. to Govt. of Pb.

Dept. of Home Affairs & Justice.

Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.   


         ………………Respondent

AC No. 424 of 2008
Present:
i)   
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, appellant in person.



ii)     
DSP (HQs) S. P. Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.


In compliance with the Court’s orders dated 12-12-2008, full details of the claims made by the respondents in respect of security provided for the cricket matches played at Mohali have been provided by the respondent to the appellant.  Insofar as the six matches mentioned at point No. 2 of the application for information are concerned, the representative of the PIO present before the Court has confirmed that payment in respect of these six matches were not raised by the respondent.

The appellant states that it is not sufficient for the respondent to state, after a lapse of so many months from the date of his application, that the matter concerning the payment for the security provided for the cricket matches at  PCA stadium is under consideration of the Government. The fact is that   at sr. No. 2 of his application for information, the appellant has asked for information about the present status of the case and its location.  This information has been provided to the appellant because he has been told that the case is still under consideration and the location of the case therefore is also the Government. Insofar as the information asked for by the appellant at point No.1 of the application for information is concerned, I find that the information itself would serve no ostensible purpose, whereas a disproportionate amount of time and resources would be required to be devoted by the respondent for its compilation. 
 
No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.                                                                                                                                                           






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dilraj Singh Sekhon,

H. No. HIG-722, Phase IX,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







………..Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jalandhar-1, Jalandhar.






………………Respondent

CC No. 1325 of 2008

Present: 
i)
Sh.  Rajdeep  Singh  Cheema,  Advocate  on  behalf  of 


complainant


ii)
None on behalf of the respondent. 



ORDER

The respondent has made a written submission to the effect that the 
Additional Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar, who is conducting the  inquiry in this case will take some more time to complete the inquiry and an adjournment has been requested. The  request  of  the respondent is granted and the case is adjourned to 10 AM on  6-2-2009, on which date it is expected that the report of the inquiry will be submitted to the Court by the representative of the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.






  

 (P.K.Verma)







          State Information Commissioner

January 16, 2009





      Punjab
PS.
 After the hearing of the case was over, the report of the Deputy Commissioner Jalandhar was received through FAX. A copy of the same is sent to the complainant along with these orders for his information and if he wishes to make any submission with regard to the same, he may do so on the next date of hearing.

Encl----1

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

Sh. R.S. Walia.

260, Model Town,

Ambala City.




  
     


________ Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt Police,

Mohali.

 






__________ Respondent

AC No. 263 of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sh. Brjinder Kaushik, Advocate on behalf of appellant.
ii) 
DSP J. S. Khaira   , on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

Heard.

The report of the SP (HQs) Sh. Harjinderjeet Singh, mentioned in the orders of the court dated 09-01-2009, has been given to the complainant in the court today. Certain annexures mentioned in the report have not been given to him. The complainant makes two  further submissions, in respect of which he will put up his arguments on the next date of hearing: -

1. The dispatch register in which the dispatch of the report of SP Harjinderjeet Singh, to the SSP, Mohali, has been entered, has been tampered with. 

2. The respondent is liable to be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act.


The respondent is directed to give attested copies of the annexures of the report of SP Harjinderjeet Singh to the complainant on the next date of hearing and also come prepared for arguments concerning the two points mentioned above.

Adjourned    to   10 AM   on 22-1-2009 in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 
17-C, Chandigarh for further consideration and orders. 

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January 16, 2009





      Punjab

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

Sh. Davinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Parkash Singh,

# 1004, UT3,

Sector-1, Talwara Township,

District Hoshiarpur - 144216





  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.







________________ Respondent
CC No. 2964 of 2008

ORDER


The application for information dated 23.06.2008 of the complainant concerns the enquiry done in FIR No. 381 dated 29.10.2007 which is related to a third party.  He is given an opportunity to make his submissions in this regard at 10 AM on 20-02-2009.









  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   January 16, 2009




     Punjab

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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,
S/o late Sh. Ayodhya Prashad,

H. No. 78/8,

Park New Mandi,

Dhuri, District Sangrur.





  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 2991 of 2008

ORDER


The application for information dated 10.10.2008 of the complainant concerns the enquiry done in FIR No. 339 dated 13.08.2007, which is related to a third party.  He is given an opportunity to make his submissions in this regard at 10 AM on 20-02-2009.









  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   January 16, 2009




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

Sh. Joginder Singh,

S/o Sh. Hari Singh,

# 119, Gali No. 2, School Wali Gali,

Saheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Amritsar.



  


 
No: PSIC/Legal/2009/



                     Dated Chandigarh, the      January, 2009

Subject:
Denial of information under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

CC No. 2979 of 2008
nkg ih d/  fpB? gZso fwsh 6a11a2008 fijVk fe gzikp ;{uBk ewh;B Bz{ ;zpXZs j? d/ jtkb/ ftu nkg dk fXnkB fibk ;wkfie ;[ofynk nc;o, nfwqs;o d/ gZso BzL 1721 fwsh 28-11-2007 tZb fdtkfJnk iKdk j? fi; d/ okjh U[BK B/ nkg B{z ;{fus ehsk W fe nkg dh g+AB;B 3$2007 s'A w[V ukb{ eo fdsh rJh W ns/ brksko g?B;B ik ojh W . fwsh 3$2003 s'A 2$2007 d/ pekfJnk ;zpXh w[y dcso s' tkX{ piN dh gqtkBrh T[gozs ndkfJrh eo fdsh ikt/rh.









  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   January 16, 2009




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

Sh.Iqbal  Singh,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Orgn.,

VPO  Rasulpur, Teh. Jagraon,

Ditt Ludhiana.


  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh







________________ Respondent

AC No. 629 of 2008

ORDER


The information asked for by the appellant in his appeal dated 2-12-2008 would require the PIO to consult a large number of files and to specially collect information from each of the police districts in the State.  The public authority concerned would thus be required to devote its time and resources to the collection of aimless information by neglecting its normal duties, to the detriment of the public interest.


For the above reasons, this second appeal against the decision of the first appellate authority conveyed vide his letter No. 4937 dated 4-11-2008, is dismissed. 









  (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner

Dated:   January 16, 2009




     Punjab

