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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.




 


------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Director General of Police (Pb.)

Punjab Police HQ, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.
 
  
 



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

CC No.2397 of 2007

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Hemant Goswami on behalf of the Complainant.


Ms. Harprit Kaur, SP, AIG Welfare on behalf of the Respondent.

On 19.05.2008, the last date of hearing, it was directed that the complete information including deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant be sent by the Respondent within a period of three weeks. 
2.
During the proceedings, it emerges that the information including nine CDs has been supplied to the Complainant on 21.06.2008.  The Complainant requests for time to study the information supplied to him and submit his observations, if any, by 10th July, 2008.  The Respondent will come prepared with his response to the observations which may be submitted by the Complainant.
3.
To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









               (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Daljit Singh Grewal,

Ex. District Commander, Pb.,

Home Guards, H.No-201-204/100,

Block-J, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.




--------------------------------------------- Appellant






Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police-cum-Command

General Home Guards & Director Civil Defence, 

Punjab,


 

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

AC No. 86 of 2008

ORDER

Present: 
Shri Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant in person.


Sh. Ashok Khanna, Junior Staff Officer (Administration) on behalf of 
the Respondent.


On the request of the Respondent, this case is adjourned to 07.07.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Daljit Singh Grewal,

Ex. District Commander, Pb.,

Home Guards, H.No-201-204/100,

Block-J, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.




--------------------------------------------- Appellant






Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police-cum-Command

General Home Guards & Director Civil Defence, 

Punjab,


 

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

AC No.32 of 2008 

ORDER

Present: 
Shri Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant in person.


Sh. Ashok Khanna, Junior Staff Officer (Administration) on behalf of 
the Respondent.


On the request of the Respondent, this case is adjourned to 07.07.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008
 







    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

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

Shri Daljit Singh Grewal,

Ex. District Commander, Pb.,

Home Guards, H.No-201-204/100,

Block-J, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.





--------------------------------------------- Appellant






Vs. 
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police-cum-Command

General Home Guards & Director Civil Defence, 

Punjab,



 

 

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

AC No. 396 of 2007

ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, Appellant in person.

Sh. Ashok Khanna, Junior Staff Officer (Administration) on behalf of 
the Respondent. 

Vide our orders dated 09.06.2008, it was directed that the information demanded by the Appellant be delivered to him within one week from the receipt of the order.  

2.
During the proceedings today, the Respondent states that order dated 09.06.2008 was received on 17.06.2008 and, therefore, requests for more time to supply the information.  Accordingly, it is directed that the information, as has been demanded by the Appellant, be provided to him by 5th July, 2008.  Respondent places on record a letter no. PHG-2008/A-1/RTI/9681 dated 20.06.2008 from the DGP-cum-Commandant, General, Home Guards addressed to the Registrar of the Commission. 
3.
To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








  Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naveen Sharma,

# 3374, Sector 32-A,

Near Mohini Palace, 

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.







-------------------------------------- Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer,  

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 



 

 


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

CC No. 234 of 2008  

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Subhash Chander Sharma father of the Complainant.


Sh. Pardeep Kumar, HRC on behalf of the Respondent.



The case relates to seeking information regarding renewal of stamp vendor’s license.  Initial request was made on 09.11.2007.  On not getting any response, the Complainant has filed the instant complaint in the Commission on 25.01.2008.  
2.

During the proceedings, it emerges that information regarding the exact status of his application was given to him vide letter no. 400/HRC dated 14.03.2008 and letter no. 1100-15/HRC dated 08.10.2007.    
3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  
Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs. Renu Bala,

Mohalla No. 6,

# 23, Jalandhar Cantt.






-------------------------------------- Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer,  

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar. 



 

 

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

CC No. 287 of 2008  

ORDER

Present: 
Mrs. Renu Bala, Complainant in person alongwith her husband, Sh. Raj 

Kumar.


Sh. Harinder Pal Singh Parmar, Deputy Superintendent of Police, on 
behalf of the Respondent.  


On the last date of hearing, that is 28.04.2008, it was directed that the SSP., Jalandhar shall give a personal hearing to the Complainant and satisfy her in respect of the information demanded by her.   
2.
During the proceedings, it emerges that so far the Complainant has not met the SSP., Jalandhar.  The Respondent states that the SSP has remained occupied with the elections and, thus, could not meet the Complainant.  
3.
We, therefore, direct that the SSP, Jalandhar will give a personal hearing to the Complainant and satisfy her in respect of the information demanded by her.  This hearing may be arranged at any time after 07.07.2008 when SSP, Jalandhar rejoins duty after leave.  A report will be submitted by the office of SSP regarding this meeting.  A written submission made by the Complainant dated 23.06.2008 is taken on record.  
4.
To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and also to the DIG, Jalandhar Range, Jalandhar for perusal. 

Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Avtar Singh,

# 105, Walia Enclave,

(Opp. Punjabi University)

Patiala.    






---------------------Appellant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala. 

Public Information Officer,

Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Rajpura.

Public Information Officer,

District Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Patiala. 




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

AC No. 344 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
Sh. Avtar Singh, Appellant in person.

Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the BDPO. 

Sh. Kesar Singh, Kanungo on behalf of the District Revenue 
Officer, 
Patiala. 



On the last date of hearing, that is on 28.04.2008, the Appellant was asked to point out the deficiencies in the information provided to him and the Respondent was directed to remove the deficiencies expeditiously.  
2.

During the proceedings, it emerges that the Complainant submitted his observations on 29.04.2008.  The Respondent states that he has not received a copy of the same so far.  
3.

In view of the foregoing, PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala is directed to provide his response to the observations submitted by the Complainant vide his letter dated 29.04.2008 by 15th July, 2008. 

4.

To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Arjan Singh,

G.T. Road, Near Railway Mall,

Godown Gate, 

Ludhiana. 




--------------------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

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

CC No. 139 of 2008 

ORDER

Present :
Sh. Arjan Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. K.S.Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.


On the last date of hearing, on 28.04.2008, it was directed that Sh. Vikas Partap, Commissioner, M.C., Ludhiana should give a personal hearing to the Complainant and satisfy him in regard to his request for information, The dates fixed for this purpose before the Commissioner, M.C., Ludhiana were 12th May, 2008 at 1100 hours and 13th May, 2008 at 1100 hours.  
2.

During the proceedings today, it emerges that the Complainant has not met the Commissioner since there was a delay in receipt of our order.  

3.

In view of the foregoing, the Complainant will now meet the Commissioner M.C., Ludhiana at 1100 hours on 11th July, 2008.  The Respondent states that he will arrange this meeting with the Commissioner in the camp office.  Commissioner, M.C., Ludhiana shall submit a report after the hearing to the Commission. 

4.

To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


    S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Plot No. 80, Premier Inclave,

Village Nichi Mangli, P.O. Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana. 



…………….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 









...................Respondent.

CC No.1594 & 1595 of 2007
ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. K.S.Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.


On the last date of hearing, on 05.05.2008 no one was present.  However, the Complainant submitted his observations vide his letter dated 29.04.2008 (received in the office of the Commission on 09.05.2008).  
2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent hands over the information to the Complainant, who requests for time to go through the information provided to him.  Accordingly, he may submit his observations, if any, by 15th July, 2008 with a copy to the Commission.  The Respondent will come prepared with his response to the observations, if any, being submitted by the comp.  Complainant requests for compensation for the detriment suffered since the information stands supplied to him after 13 months.    
3.

To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raj Kumar,

Wartan Ganj, # 6832/164, 

M.C. XII-B, 3/227,

New Town, Moga.
 



 -------------------------------------------Appellant 







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive officer,

Municipal Council,

Moga.  

 

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

AC No. 98 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar, Appellant in person. 


Sh. Baljinder Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO and Sh. Amit Pal Singh SPIO on 

behalf of the Respondent. 



On the last date of hearing that is on 05.05.2008, it was directed that both sides are free to state their case on the next date of hearing and that they were free to give their arguments in writing within a period of one month.  
2.

During the proceedings today, it emerges that the Respondent has sent his arguments vide letters no. 760 dated 30.05.2008 and 92 dated 20.06.2008.  Copies of the same have been handed over to the Appellant in our presence.  The Appellant also submits his arguments vide letter dated 13.06.2008.   A copy of this letter is handed over to the Respondent in our presence. Parties may file their replies to the written submissions as noted hereinabove by 15th July, 2008. 

3.

To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
 Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raj Kumar,

Wartan Ganj, # 6832/164, 

M.C. XII-B, 3/227,

New Town, Moga.
 



 -------------------------------------------Appellant 







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar, 

Moga.  

 

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

AC 99 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar, Appellant in person. 


Sh. Reshm Singh, Naib Tehsildar and Sh. Harbans Singh, Kanungo, Moga.


During the proceedings, the Respondent hands over a copy of the information to the Appellant in our presence.  The Appellant states that the same has not been authenticated and stamped. 
2.

The Respondent, accordingly, states that the needful will be done and information will be handed over to the Appellant on 24.06.2008. The Appellant states that he will like to go through the information supplied and will submit his observations, if any, by 15th July, 2008.    

3.

To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma,

151, Parkash Avenue,

Kapurthala.

 



-------------------------------------------Complainant







Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.

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

CC No. 2399 of 2007 

Alongwith CC No. 194 of 2008
ORDER

Present:
Sh. Vijay Kumar Sharma, Complainant in person. 



Sh. Harbilas, Superintendent on behalf of Respondent.



On the last date of , that is 05.05.2008, we had given one more opportunity to DC, Kapurthala to comply with the order directing supply of information.  
2.

During the proceedings today, it emerges that a part of information specifically dealing with.  Item no. 2, has not been supplied.  Respondent states that the file containing the information cannot be traced.  It is, therefore, directed that the information be supplied to the Complainant by 15th July, 2008 and should the file be not traced, an affidavit be filed by the PIO explaining the circumstances resulting in the loss of the file, the steps taken to retrieve it and fixing responsibility for the loss.  
3.

The Complainant requests for the award of compensation for the detriment suffered by him.  This request shall be considered on the next date of hearing.      
4.

To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
 Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008









    (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
www.infocommpunjab.com
Col (Retd) R.D.S.Virk,

House No. 1601, Sector 33,

Chandigarh.





--------------------------------------------- Complainant






Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Govt., Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.


 

 

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

CC No. 1221 of 2008
ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Amit Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Harmesh Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.


The case relates to seeking information regarding specific piece of land in the revenue estate of village Chhat, Tehsil Dera Bassi, District Mohali.  Initial request was filed by Sh. Naresh Katyal on 15.04.2008 and it had 12 items.  Receiving no response, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 09.06.208.
2.
Respondent handed over the information to Sh. Amit Sharma, Advocate vide memo no. 13/13/06-3SS(3)/918 dated 23.06.2008 with a copy to the Commission.  Sh. Amit Sharma, Advocate, requests that he be given time to go through the information supplied.  He may point out the deficiencies in the information supplied, if any, by 15th July, 2008 with a copy to the Commission.  
3.
However, in this case there are a couple of discrepancies which need to be explained by the Complainant.  The original application seeking information has been filed by Sh. Naresh Katyal, Advocate in his personal capacity and not as a representative of the Complainant herein namely Col. (Retd.,) R.D.S. Virk.  The cause of action for filing the instant complaint, therefore, does not arise in favour of Col. (Retd.,) R.D.S. Virk.  The other discrepancy is regarding the averment make in Para 6 of the complaint.  In this Para it is alleged that the ‘officials of the appellate authority are also not cooperating with the Complainant while not accepting his appeal.’  The complaint, however, has not placed on record the memorandum of the appeal, if any, filed by him before the first appellate
Contd…P/2 
-2-

authority nor has he given any particulars of the said appeal.  The Complainant has also not elaborated as to how the officials of the appellate authority are not co-operating with him.  The Complainant is hereby called upon to explain these discrepancies on the next date of hearing.  
4.

To come up on 11.08.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Lt. Gen. P.K.Grover (Retd.)




    
   
   
    State Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 23.06.2008








    (P.P.S.Gill)







   State Information Commissioner

