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

Sh. Gurvinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

VPO Mehma Sarja,

Distt. Bathinda- 151201.




___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1890 of 2008
Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 




ii)     
ASI  Harpreet Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has informed the complainant that  no incident as mentioned in the application for information was reported to the local police authorities, nor did the SHO visit the “place of incident” on 12-6-2007, nor  has any report been prepared concerning the alleged damage mentioned in the application.

In view of the above, no action is required to be taken on this complaint which is disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





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

Sh. Chhaju Ram,

S/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

H.No. 151, Haji Rattan,

Bathinda.

 




___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1901 of 2008

Present:
i)      
None on behalf of the complainant. 




ii)     
ASI  Harpreet Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has informed the complainant that his complaint dated 

3-3-2008 is still under inquiry and  the information required by him cannot therefore be disclosed under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act.  However, this matter is already quite old since the complaint was given to the respondent more than seven months ago and  from the items of information mentioned in his application, it appears that the preliminary inquiry at the Thana level  has already been completed. Under these circumstances, I direct that the inquiry into the complaint dated 3-3-2008 must be completed within three weeks from today, and thereafter the information required by the complainant  given to him within 30 days from today.


Adjourned to 10 AM on  7-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





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

Sh. Iqbal Singh,

S/o Sh. Malkiat Singh,

VPO Rassulpur (Malla),

Tehsil Jagraon, Ludhiana. 




___________Appellant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police H.Qs, Sector 9,
Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 391 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Iqbal Singh, appellant in person 




ii)     
.Sh. V.K.Sharda, Supdt, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The information required by the appellant has been provided to him by the respondent.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner October 3, 2008





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

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No. 78/8, Park Road,

Nawi Mandi Near Railway MalGodam,

Distt. Sangrur, Dhuri-148024.



___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Chief Director, 

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

SCO 60-61, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1917 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the complainant




ii)     
H C Mewa Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard
The information asked for by the complainant in his application dated 15-7-2008 is either vague or concerns third parties and is covered by the orders of the Division Bench of  Chief Information Commissioner dated 16-10-2006, mentioned in the orders of this Court in CC-1916/2008  dated 1-10-2008.  However, the statements and documents which have asked for against items  1 to 14 of his application concern an inquiry conducted on a complaint which was made against him, and therefore there can be no objection to his being given copies of these statements of witnesses  and documents .  This case accordingly is disposed of with the direction to the respondent to send the information mentioned at sr. nos. 1-14 of the complainant’s application for information to the complainant, by post, within seven days from today.

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





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

Sh. Deepak Batra,

s/o Sh. R.D. Batra,

VPO   Pakhowal, Distt. Ludhiana.



___________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Registrar,

Guru Angad Dev Veterinary and 

Animal Sciences University,

Ludhiana.






__________ Respondent

AC No. 387 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None  on behalf of the appellant




ii)     
Sh. Anil Sabharwal,Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard

The respondent states that the application for information of the appellant dated 23-4-2008 has not been received in his office. Nevertheless, he has made a commitment that,  having received a copy thereof along with the Commission’s notice, the information required by the appellant is being prepared and will be sent to him within 30 days from today.

Since more than 30 days have elapsed since the application was sent by the appellant, the information is now required to be provided free of cost.


Adjourned  to 10 AM on 7-11-2008 for confirmation of compliance.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





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

Ms. Balwinder Kaur,

L/C No. 1701/SGR

Police Lines Sangrur,

Govt. Quarter No. 121/PPHC,

Block No. 5, Police Lines,
Sangrur.






___________Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1950 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Ms. Balwinder Kaur,  complainant in person 




ii)     
ASI  Paramjit Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard
The information required by the complainant has been given to her by the respondent in the Court today.

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

Chief Manager,

Punjab & Sind Bank, Railway Road,

Moga.







___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.






__________ Respondent

CC No. 1797 of 2008

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




ii)     
HC  Sukhpal Singh,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent states that the Register of PS City -1, Moga which would reveal the identity of the officer who inquired into the complaint dated 21-8-2007, mentioned in the complainant’s application for information, is in the custody of the CBI, because of which the concerned  file pertaining to the complaint could not be located.  He has now given an assurance that the required information will be obtained from the CBI and the information will be provided to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on  31-10-2008 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





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

Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,

292, Kothey Bhim Sain,

Dinanagar-143531,

Distt. Gurdaspur.





___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Amritsar




__________ Respondent

CC No. 1948 of 2008

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant




ii)     
S I   Gurmeet Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.
The respondent has informed the complainant that no action was taken by the office of the Vigilance Bureau at  Amritsar into the complaint dated 7-1-2008 of the applicant/complainant and that the complaint was referred to higher authorities,  (Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab) for the registration of a FC (fresh complaint).  However, the office of the Director,  Vigilance Bureau, Chandigarh has referred the case to the Secretary, Vigilance Department, Government of Punjab, for obtaining the report of the Administrative Department ( Department of Local Government) concerned with the Dinanagar Nagar Council.  Copies of the letters of the respondent dated 22-9-2008 addressed to the Director, Vigilance Bureau, and dated 15-7-2008 addressed to the Secretary to Government, Punjab, Vigilance Department, which impart the above mentioned information, are enclosed with these orders for the information of the complainant. In view of the above, the message sent by the complainant to the Court that he has not been given proper information by the respondent is not correct.  In case the complainant desires any further information about the action taken by the Secretary, Vigilance Department, Government of Punjab, or the Secretary, Local Government Department, Punjab, he has to make fresh applications to the PIOs of these two offices.
No further action is required to be taken on this complaint, which is disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





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

Sh. Harinder Singh,

Ward No. 3A/81, P.O. Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.




  
  ----------------Complainant.

Vs.

Sri Jagwinderjit Singh Sandhu, 
District Development & Panchayat Officer

-cum- Public Information Officer

Sangrur.






------------------Respondent

CC No.  1103  of 2008

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


ii) S. Baljit Singh Sodhi, BDO,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent.  The respondent has informed the complainant that the list of atta-dal beneficiaries can be obtained from the Department of Food & Supplies.  All the other information has been given to him.


Regarding the notice which was issued to the respondent, he has expressed regrets over the delay which has been caused in giving the  complainant the required information.  He states that the delay was not intentional and will not occur in future.  In view of the submission made by the respondent, the notice given  to him vide the Court’s orders dated 5-9-2008 is dropped.

Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


October 3, 2008





      Punjab
