STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pargat Singh,

S/o Sh. Sangat Singh,

Vill .  Gaga, PO&Teh. Lehragaga,

Distt. Sangrur, Punjab.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurdwara Parbandhak Committee,
Amritsar.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3041 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 S.  Ajaib  Singh, Advocate, and  S. Narata Singh, President , Gurdwara Patshahi Nouvi, Gaga,on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been brought by the respondent to the Court.  A copy of the same is sent to the complainant along with these orders.


Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
Encl--1
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Makhan Singh,

S/o Darbara Singh,

Mohalla Mana Da, VPO Phadaur, 

Tehsil Tapa,

Distt. Barnala -148102. 






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Barnala.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3046 of 2008

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

ii)     
  None   on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that the information required by him has been given to him by the respondent.


Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Joginder Singh,

S/o Sh. Ralla Singh,

H. No. 1504, W. No. 9,

VPO.  Payal, 

 Distt. Ludhiana-141416.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director,    Distt. Sainik Welfare,

Ludhiana.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3012 of 2008

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

ii)     
 None   on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent has informed the complainant that the Municipal Council, Payal, which is concerned with his complaint, has reported that it is politically motivated and baseless.


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

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ashwani Garg,

Journalist Dainik Tribune,

Shivaji Market, Samana,

Distt.   Patiala.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller, 

Patiala.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3020 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 Sh. Ashwani   Garg,  complainant in  person. 

ii)     
  Ms. Sweety   Devgan,  F&S Officer, Samana,  on behalf of the    respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, who has pointed out certain deficiencies which were discussed in the Court and as a result thereof, the respondent is directed to give the following additional information to the complainant  :-
1. The names and addresses of all the depot holders who are functioning under the Food & Supplies Officer, Samana.

2. The total quantity of stocks issued under each item to the depot holders in the month of January, 2009 and the balance reported by them at the end of the month to the concerned Inspector.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 19-2-2009 for confirmation of compliance.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Jaswant Kaur Grewal,

W/o late Sh. Harnek Singh,

Vill.  Kheri  , Via-  Lalton,

Distt. Ludhiana. 






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Ludhiana.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3037 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 Sub Inspector, Ms. Surinder Kaur on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent submits that the inquiry report which had been sent by the SSP, Ropar to the DIG (Range), Ludhiana,  has been submitted along with the challan in FIR No. 244 dated 27-11-2006,  PS Sadar, Ludhiana  to the concerned Court  in which the case is still under trial. The complainant is therefore advised to apply to the concerned Court for the information required by him.

Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

C/o A.S. Laukha, Advocate,

# 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh. 






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Patiala.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3066 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sri    A.S. Lauka, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 None  on behalf of the respondent ( after the hearing, S.Labh Singh,Supdt.)
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been brought to the Court by the respondent after the hearing was over.  The same may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.

An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information at 10 AM  on 26-2-2009.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
Encl----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Brij Lal Sharma,

C/o A.S. Laukha, Advocate,

# 2017/1, Sector 45-C,

Chandigarh. 






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Bathinda.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 3051 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sri      A.S. Lauka, Advocate,   on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 None     on behalf of the respondent 



(After the hearing, Sri  Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt)
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been brought to the Court by the respondent after the hearing was over.  The same may be sent to the complainant along with these orders.


An opportunity is given to the complainant to point out deficiencies, if any, in the information at 10 AM  on 26-2-2009.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
Encl----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

# 201-204/100, Block -  J,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.



  


__________ Appellant

Vs.

.Public Information Officer,

O/o The   Principal Secretary,

Deptt. Of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab,

Punjab,Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.
              



  __________ Respondent
AC No. 241   of 2008

Present:
i)    
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, appellant in person.
ii)   
Sh. Ashok Khanna, Jr. Staff Officer, and Ms. Ranjit Kaur, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

The deficiencies pointed by the appellant were discussed in the Court in the presence of both the parties and the position regarding them is as follows :-

1. In response to the information applied for at point ‘A’ (i) (ii) and (vi), the respondent has informed the complainant that the Rules which have been applied in the case of his premature retirement are ‘the Punjab Civil Services (Premature Retirement) Rules, 1975’.  The information asked for by the appellant has therefore been provided to him and there is no deficiency in the same.

2. The information asked for by the appellant at ‘A’ (iii) and (iv) concern cases of allegations against third parties and the respondent has informed the appellant that no premature retirement notice /charge sheet have been issued to the concerned officers.  Copies of notings of these cases cannot be supplied to the appellant since the information pertains to allegations of misconduct against third parties.
3. The contents of the ACR of a third party and copies of notings relating thereto asked for by the appellant at   ‘A’ (v) cannot be supplied to him since it relates to a third party.










contd.. p2/-
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4. The exemption being claimed by the respondent in respect of the documents applied for at ‘B’ (i) (iii) and (v) will be  verified by the Court  in order to see whether the documents come within the purview of the first proviso to Section 24(4), at 10 AM on 5-2-2009.

5. Insofar as the deficiency mentioned in respect of ‘B’ (iv) is concerned, the respondent has informed the appellant that the information earlier given to him, that the adverse remarks earned by him regarding “doubtful integrity” were based on vigilance inquiry No. 427 of 2005, was a mistake on the part of the PIO and in actuality, there is no record in the ACR about the basis on which these remarks are based.  A copy of the ACR has also been supplied by the respondent to the complainant.   Thus, there is no deficiency insofar as this point is concerned.
 
No further deficiency has been pointed out by the appellant.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 5-2-2009 for examination of documents by the Court as mentioned in sub para (4) above.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Dinesh Berry,

Berry Farm, Opp; Fauji Dhaba,

Dugri Road, PO Millerganj,

Ludhiana- 141003.







___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.








__________ Respondent

CC No. 2751 of 2008

Present:        i)   
None   on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
Sub Inspector, Ms. Surinder Kaur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The report of the SSP, Ludhiana on compliance of the orders of the Court dated 9-1-2009  has been submitted by the respondent and taken on record.  A copy thereof may be sent to the complainant for his information.  Insofar as point no. 14 of the application for information of the complainant is concerned, the respondent stated that there is no mention of the names and designation of the officers who visited the site in the report dated 16-4-2007.The respondent is directed to send a copy of the report of the DSP dated 16-4-2007 to the Court for its record.

No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to comply with the Court’s directions at (ii) at page 2 of its orders dated 9-1-2009, in due course.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
Encl--1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Gurdev Singh,

S/o Sh. Nasib Chand,

192/2, Baba Jeevan Singh Nagar,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.








__________ Respondent

CC No. 2675 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 



ii)     
Sub Inspector, Ms. Surinder Kaur, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information so far supplied to the complainant contains the result of the inquiry conducted into his representation dated 5-8-2008 by the DSP (Industrial Area), S. Harmohan Singh.  Since, however, the complainant  was  not satisfied with this inquiry, the  SP(D) has instructed the DSP to conduct a fresh inquiry into the representation.  This inquiry is still in process.

In the above circumstances, this case is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send a copy of the inquiry report and orders of the SP(D) thereon after the same has been completed.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Balvir Kaur,

W/o Sh. Shamsher Singh,

Dashmesh Nagar, Gali No. 4,

Patiala Road, Sangrur. 




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o District Manager,

Punjab Agro Food Grain Corporation,

Mehlan Road, Sangrur.




__________ Respondent

CC No. 2638 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant . 



ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


Neither the complainant nor the respondent are present. A notice has been served on the PIO by the orders of the Court dated 8-1-2009 to show cause at 10 AM today as to why the penalty prescribed in Section 20 of the RTI Act,2005 should not be imposed upon him.  The PIO, however, has requested for an adjournment because he is on leave.  The   request    is allowed and   the case is adjourned to 10 AM on 

12-2-2009 for consideration of the respondent’s reply to the show cause notice and confirmation of compliance of the other directions given   in the Court’s orders dated 8-1-2009.
    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, 1st  Floor (Court No-2), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office,

Goniana Road, Bathinda.




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Higher Education and Language Deptt.,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.








__________ Respondent

CC No. 2826 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
S. Balkar Singh Sidhu, Asstt. Director,on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Heard.

The respondent has informed the Court that the information required by the complainant has been supplied to him.  The complainant is  not present.

Disposed of.

    (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


January   29, 2009





      Punjab
