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

Shri Jai Bhagwan Gupta,

H.No.139, Sector 45-A, 

Chandigarh.






_________Appellant 

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

2.
FAA-Registrar (Admn.), Punjab & Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

AC No.  239 of 2010

ORDER



The second appeal has been filed by Shri Jai Bhagwan Gupta against the order dated 26.10.2009 passed by the PIO/Punjab and Haryana High Court declining the information sought by an application to the respondent PIO dated 5.10.2009. An appeal against the decision of the PIO was also rejected by the first appellate authority on 14.12.2009.

2.

A perusal of the contents of the application dated 5.10.2009 shows that Shri Jai Bhagwan Gupta had submitted a complaint by way of an affidavit to the Hon’ble Chief Justice, Punjab and Haryana High Court against Shri Harbhajan Dass, the then Rent Controller-cum-Civil Judge, Union Territory of Chandigarh.  The information-seeker had levelled serious allegations in his affidavit pertaining to performance of judicial functions of the then Rent Controller-cum-Civil Judge, Chandigarh.  

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  Prima-facie, there is no valid reason or ground to deny the information to the appellant regarding what action, if any, was taken on his affidavit. As a part of normal transparent working of any administrative system in a democracy, a citizen has the right to know what happens to his complaint, particularly when the allegations are made in the form of a duly sworn affidavit.
4.

However, this Commission has consistently maintained that it lacks jurisdiction over the public authorities of the Union Territory of Chandigarh.  Shri Harbhajan Dass, Rent Controller-cum-Civil Judge, Chandigarh belongs to Punjab Cadre but at the relevant time, he was posted at Chandigarh. The issue pertains to discharge of his duties as public authority with the Government of Union Territory of Chandigarh.  While exercising the power of a judicial officer in the Union Territory, it is the Government of India which is the appropriate government.  For reasons of lack of jurisdiction, the second appeal would not lie to the Punjab State Information Commission. Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed. The information seeker, however, may approach the Central Information Commission.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

June 1, 2010





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

Shri Joginder Singh, H. NO.3358, Sector 27-D,

Chandigarh.






_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Kapurthala.






    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1260 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Joginder Singh complainant in person.



Inspector Ashok Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



I have heard both the parties and perused the record.  The complainant had asked for copies of the inquiry reports pertaining to his letters dated 8.1.2010 and 25.5.2009.  Copies of the inquiry reports pertaining to these letters have been supplied to the complainant.  The complainant, however, is not satisfied with the inquiry reports and he is commenting upon the contents of the inquiry reports.  It does not lie within the domain of Right to Information Act to question the merits of the enquiry report or the quality of its contents.  If he is dissatisfied with the findings of enquiry, he should approach the Senior Police Officers pointing out the deficiencies for appropriate action at that end.  With this observation, the complaint case is closed.







     (R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner








     Punjab

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

Shri B.R.Bhaddi, Treasury Officer (Retd.),

Ashok Vihar Colony, Nakodar.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to the Government of Punjab,

Department of P.W.D. (B & R), Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1143    of 2010

Present:-
Shri B.R. Bhadi complainant in person.

Shri Gurdeep Singh, Sub Divisional Officer alongwith Shri Naresh Kumar, Divisional Accounts Officer, Provincial Division, PWD (B & R), Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant had sought the information on three points from PIO/Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Public Works on 3.2.2010. Reply was furnished on all the points to the complainant vide No.3679 dated 12.3.2010 by the Executive Engineer, Provincial Division, PWD, Jalandhar.

2.

The complainant, however, is not satisfied with this reply.  He is referring to some statements made by MLAs/Ministers relating to the information sought by him.

3.

Under the Right to Information Law, a PIO is bound to supply the information which is held by or under his control. There is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to reply to any statement or hypothetical queries or the information which is not held by or under the control of the public authority In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is closed.







   
  (R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Gurmail Singh Khera, Village Khera,

VPO Dehlon, Distrit Ludhiana.



 _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


    _______ Respondent

CC No. 403  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurmail Singh Khera complainant in person.



Shri Ravinder Singh, Kanugo on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information was dispatched to the complainant vide No.1449 dated 15.4.2010, which however was received back undelivered.  The respondent offered to hand over this letter to the complainant, which however, the complainant has declined to receive today in my presence.  Let this letter alongwith its enclosure be placed on the case file.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Harbans Singh s/o Sh. Sawan Singh,

33/10, Jagjit Nagar, P.O. Hamira, Disst. Kapurthala.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer, Punjab State Electricity Board, Kartarpur,

District Kapurthala.





    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1487  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Harbans Singh complainant in person..

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, the respondent had submitted letter No.479 dated 4.5.2010 conveying that the information has been supplied to the complainant.  As the complainant was absent, the case was adjourned to 1.6.2010 to enable him to confirm that he is satisfied with the information.

2.

The complainant today admits that he has received the information but alleges that he has been implicated in a false case. It is not within the jurisdiction of the State Information Commission to go into the contents of the information supplied.  If he has been involved in any false case, the complainant should move the appropriate judicial authority for remedy. With this observation, the case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Smt. Baljit Kaur w/o Sh. Hakam Singh

Vill. Uppal Kheri, P.O. Haider Nagar,

Tehsil Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Inspector General of Police, 

Patiala Range, Patiala.




    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1496  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Jai Chand, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent submits that as per the directions of this Commission dated 5.5.2010 the information has been supplied in full to the complainant. The complainant however is absent without intimation.  As information has been supplied to her, no further cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Jasmail Singh s/o Shri Gajjan Singh

Vill. Bhikhi Khattra, P.O. Kila Hans, Via Sihar,

District Ludhiaha.








_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1519      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



HC Suresh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, the complainant was absent without intimation.  The respondent had submitted that record pertaining to the information being sought by the complainant is not available.  To enable the complainant to file his reply/rejoinder, the case was adjourned to 1.6.2010.

2.

The complainant is again absent today without intimation  The respondent, however, produces the relevant register in original wherein the complainant has given an undertaking in writing that he has perused the record and the relevant information being sought by him does not exist.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Paramjit Singh s/o Shri Kehar Singh,

VPO Ladhana Jhika, Distt. SBS Nagar.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1523      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Abhey Chand, BDPO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


None was present on the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010. Therefore, a fresh notice was issued to the parties.

2.

The respondent produces a receipt from the complainant stating that he has received the requisite information.

3.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  In view of the fact that the information has been supplied to the complainant and he has acknowledged the same, no further cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.  








     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Mohinder Singh, VPO Lodhi Chak,

Tehsil Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1565    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, fresh notice was issued to the Executive Engineer, Panchayati Raj, Hoshiarpur to submit a written reply and also to make an appearance and submit the information sought by the complainant.  The respondent has not appeared. Issue a fresh notice for 28.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

CC

The Director Rural and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh for deputing the Executive Engineer, Hoshiarpur to file his reply before the next date of hearing.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Tara Singh s/o Shri Sher Singh,

Near Markfed Modern Rice Mill, Kotkapura Road, Jaito,

Distt. Faridkot.







_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1580 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Tara Singh complainant in person..

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, the complainant was absent and the respondent had submitted letter No.806 dated 4.5.2010 alongwith its enclosure pertaining to the enquiry against Shri Ranjit Singh, Revenue Patwari and the statements etc. made during the course of enquiry.  Copy of this letter alongwith its enclosures submitted by the respondent has been supplied today to the complainant.  In view of this, no further cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Tara Singh s/o Shri Sher Singh,

Near Markfed Modern Rice Mill, Kotkapura Road, Jaito,

Distt. Faridkot.







_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1581 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Tara Singh complainant in person.
None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, the respondent had submitted that the asked for information had been supplied to the complainant vide letter No.1187 dated 8.12.2009, a copy of which was also submitted for record of the case file.  Since the complainant was absent, the case was adjourned to 1.6.2010 to enable him to confirm that he is satisfied with the information. 
2.

Today a copy of letter No.1187 dated 8.12.2009 alongwith its enclosures has been supplied to the complainant. As such no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Gurminder Singh, 43/6,

Aman Vihar, Patiala-147002.





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 822  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Tribhawan Singla, Advocate alongwith Shri Sukhbir Singh PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a reply by way of an affidavit submitting that the complainant had filed three applications on 24.12.2009 and that the information was supplied to him on 26.3.2010 and 21.4.2010.  It is submitted that the information-seeker never complained of any deficiencies in the information supplied to him and as such, it was presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  PIO has submitted fresh copies of the information sought by the complainant. One copy of this may again be sent to the complainant by registered post.  The complainant is absent without intimation.  Since the information has been supplied, no further cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Kesar Singh, H. NO.1190-A, 

Sector 41-B, Chandigarh.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  885    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Kesar Singh complainant in person.

H.C. Hakam Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This case is adjourned to 23.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M. to enable the respondent to supply the information before the next date of hearing.








     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

CC


The Deputy Superintendent of Police, Nabha and the Station House Officer, Policed Station, Bhadson will ensure that needful is done before the next date of hearing.

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

Shri Harmesh Singla, Press Reporter,

Near P.O. Bareta, (Mansa)-151501.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Social Security, Women and

Child Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.



    _______ Respondents

CC No.  837      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Raman Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On 30.3.2010, the respondent had stated that the information stood supplied to the complainant. As the complainant was absent on that date, the case was adjourned to 22.4.2010 to enable him to confirm that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  As he was again absent on 22.4.2010 without any intimation, the case was closed.

2.

The complainant, however, submitted a fresh application stating that the information has not been received by him to his satisfaction.  A fresh notice was issued to the respondent for 1.6.2010.  The complainant is again absent.  He has sent a fax message for an adjournment. As a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  It is made clear that if the complainant again abstains without pointing out the deficiencies in the information, the complaint case will be closed.








     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Hakikat Singh s/o Shri Hajara Singh,

#8, Gali No.1, Village Mohali, Tehsil and Distt. Mohali. _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

SAS Nagar.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1702  of 2010

Present: -
Shri Hakikat Singh complainant in person.

Ms. Navjot Kaur, APIO on behalf of the respondent-department

ORDER


The information has been supplied to the complainant.  It transpires that Revenue Patwari had made an erroneous entry in the Revenue Record which was subsequently reflected in the Jamabandi.  The complainant seeks that the record may be corrected.  It is a legal obligation on the part of the Revenue Authority to maintain correct record. Therefore, appropriate steps may be taken as per law to make the required correction in the relevant record.  With these directions, the case is closed. 








     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Shri Lakhbir Singh s/o Shri Pritam Singh,

#12, Sundar Nagar, Rajputa, Distt. Patiala.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District Transport Officer,

Patiala.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1700      of 2010

Present: -
Shri Tarsem Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Karanbir Singh, ADTO on behalf of the respondent-department
ORDER


The complainant vide an application dated 2.3.2010 addressed to PIO/District Transport Officer, Patiala had sought the information pertaining to license No.2247/RO-97/13027/P-101.  The complainant wants to know the name and address of the person to whom this license has been issued.
2.

This obviously is third party’s personal information and unless a public interest is shown, the information would not be accessible under Right to Information Act.

3.

Besides the respondent submits that the entire record was seized by the Vigilance Department, Patiala and the record is in the custody of that department.  The complainant, therefore, may approach the Senior Superintendent of Police (Vigilance), Patiala for seeking the required information.  The Senior Superintendent of Police (Vigilance), Patiala may pass appropriate order keeping in view the relevant provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 relating to personal/third party information. With this direction, the complaint case is closed. 







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

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

Ms. Chanchal Rani c/o Shri Deepak Mudgill,

Military Station Road, Opp. Chankaya School,

Fazilika-152123, Distt. Ferozepur.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Executive Officer, 

Punjab State Electricity Board, Fazilika, Distt. Ferozepur.
    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1697 of 2010

Present: -
Shri Mohan Lal on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sanjeev Makkar, Advocate on behalf of the respondent-department

ORDER


Information pertaining to all the issues raised by the complainant in his application dated 13.3.2010 addressed to the PIO had been given to the complainant by the respondent.  However, the respondent had expressed reservations regarding the information given to him pertaining to the queries at Sr. No.4 and 5 of his original application.  The respondent has today explained that the copies of the relevant resolutions/instructions of the Board laying down the policies have also been supplied to the complainant.  In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is closed.







     
(R.I. Singh)

June 1, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









    Punjab

