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

Shri Lakha Singh, 24/122,

Krishan Nagar, Nabha Gate, Patiala.




_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

FAA-Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



          _______ Respondents

AC No. 604  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Lakha Singh  appellant in person.

Shri Inder Kumar, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent requests for time, in view of the fact that the information is old.  The case is adjourned to 9.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Yash Pal Garg, #2052, Sector 49-C,

Chandigarh-160047.





               _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Managing Director, Milkfed,

SCO 153-155, Sector 34, Chandigarh-160022




FAA- the Managing Director, Milkfed,

SCO 153-155, Sector 34, Chandigarh-160022.

           ______ Respondents

AC No. 602 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Yash Pal Garg appellant alongwith Ajay Mahajan advocate.

Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Ashwani Prashar, Advocate has submitted his Power of Attorney on behalf of the respondent-PIO alongwith written reply against the present appeal. A copy of the reply has been given to the appellant, who may file his rejoinder.

2.

To come up on 6.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








      (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Lakha Singh, 24/122,

Krishan Nagar, Nabha Gate, Patiala.




_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Moonak, Distt. Sangrur..

FAA- The Sub Divisional Magistrate, Moonak, Distt. Sangrur         _______ Respondents

AC No. 603  of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Lakha Singh  appellant in person.

Shri  Rupinder Singh Ball, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the appellant by the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Moonak’s letter No.823/Fllod dated 3.8.2010 confirming that in the year 1993-94 no collector rate for registration of properties was enforced.  Since the information has been supplied, no cause of action is left and the appeal case is closed.








    (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Ajit Pal Singh Mander, Advocate,

Civil Court Complex, VPO, Phul Town, Distt. Bhatinda.             _____ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Superintendent, Central Jail, Bathinda.
                        ______ Respondent.

CC No. 2286  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri  Balwinder Singh, Assistant Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No.6646 dated 19.7.2010.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  In view of the fact that the information has been supplied to him, the complaint case is closed.








    (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Ajit Pal Singh Mander, Advocate,

Civil Court Complex, VPO, Phul Town, Distt. Bhatinda.        _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the District and Sessions Judge, Bhatinda.

         _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2285  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Vikas Garg, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the deficiencies in the information were removed and complete information was supplied to Shri Ajit Pal Singh, the present complainant, vide letter No.2391 dated 17.7.2010 from the PIO/District and Sessions Judge, Bhatinda.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  In view of the fact that the information has been supplied, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Dinesh Chadha, Advocate,

Village Barwa, District Ropar.



     _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, 

Sports and Youth Welfare Department,  Chandigarh.
    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2284 of 2010

Present:-
None of behalf of the complainant..

Shri Charanjit Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This appeal has been filed on the ground that only partial information was furnished to the complainant by the Department of Sports and Youth Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 16.2.2010.  Notice was issued to the respondent-PIO, who today submits that the deficiencies in the information were removed vide letter No.1858 dated 17.5.2010 addressed to the present complainant.  The plea of the respondent is that the entire information has been forwarded to the complainant.
2.

The complainant himself is absent without any intimation.  In view of the fact that the information has been supplied and the complainant has chosen not to attend the proceedings or file any written reply, no cause of action is left and the case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Randhir Singh, St. No.26,

#2, Basti Tankan Wali, Ferozepur-152001.

        _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Secretary, Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.






        _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2272/ 2010

Present:-
Shri  Randhir Singh  complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits a letter dated 30.7.2010 seeking an adjournment of one month on the plea that the entire staff of the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala is busy in litigation involving the Commission before the Hon’ble High Court.  Accepting the plea of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 8.9.2010.  In the meantime, however, the respondent is directed to deal with the request for the  information so that permissible information under law is furnished to the complainant before the next date of hearing.

2.

To come up on 8.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Prem Singh, #2043, Pipli Wala Town,

Manimajra, Chandigarh-160101.



       _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar.


       _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2271  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Prem Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The plea of the complainant is that he had sought information from PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Ropar vide application dated 10.3.2010 pertaining to Khasra No.1335, Mutation No.1322, Khevat No.52, Khatoni No..1445 jamabandi for the year 1944-45 situated in Village Kalar, Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali.  His plea is that this land was acquired by the Government but compensation has been taken by some-body else. He, therefore  seeks a copy of the mutation.

2.

Issue fresh notice to the respondent for 8.9.2010.  To come up on 8.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Mrs. Satwant Kaur w/o Sh. Nirmal Singh,

c/o Dashmesh Book Store, VPO Dhur-148024.


 _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA-Principal Secretary to the Chief Minister,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





        _______ Respondents

AC No. 607 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Major Singh, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the  information asked by the present appellant pertains to 1993.  The appellant had moved an application on 12.9.2009 to the PIO/Chief Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh inquiring as to the fate of her original complaint dated 1.3.1993 regarding her son Shri Harjit Singh, Arhtiya, Subzi Mandi, Dhuri who went missing since 1.3.1993.  Subsequently, she sent few reminders to the authorities and now she wants to know the out-come of her complaint.
2.

Respondent submits that her application submitted in 1993 is more than 10 years old and as per Rules, old record has been destroyed.  Her application and reminders have not been traced from the office record.

3.

The appellant herself is absent without intimation.  In view of the fact that the record is more than 10 years old and reportedly has been destroyed as per the existing Government Policy/Rules, the information cannot be supplied to her. Accordingly, I close this appeal case.

4.

Nevertheless, as the appellant has lost her son, it would be appropriate to forward her present request to the office of the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh with the direction to make suitable inquiry in the matter and thereafter keep the appellant informed.









    (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Updesh Singh r/o Gali Panchayati,

Gurdwara Sahib, Himayunpur, Railway Road, Sirhind,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.




           ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
         _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2310  of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Updesh Singh  complainant in person.

Shri  Surinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information has been supplied to the complainant.  In view of this no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

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

Shri M.L. Garg s/o Shri Kasturi Lal,

r/o 4, Kartar Nagar, Model Gram, Ludhiana-141002.

           ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Jalandhar.





                       _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2297 of 2010

Present:-
Shri  M.L. Garg complainant in person.

Shri Ranjit Singh, Excise and Taxation Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.1119 dated 5.8.2010 with a copy to the complainant.  Let the complainant file his rejoinder by 30.8.2010 with a copy to the respondent.

2.

To come up on 8.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M. for argument.









    (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Jagdish Singh s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village Karewala Kalan, District Moga.


       _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Regional Transport Authority, Ferozepur. 

       _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2299 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri  Piara Singh, Senior Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been forwarded to thee complainant vide letter No.870 dated 15.6.2010 and again vide letter No.1521 dated 3.8.2010.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








    (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Sarabjit Singh s/o Shri Gurnam Singh,

Vill. Ladan, P.O. Buaini, Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana-141010._____ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, SAS Nagar.
        _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2303  of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Sarabjit Singh  complainant in person.

ASI Darshan Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The Information has been forwarded to the complainant vide letter No.13636/C dated 5.8.2010.  Hence, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








      (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Mandeep Puri, H. No.2919, First Floor,

Phase-7, SAS Nagar  (Mohali)-160062.


       _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Hqrs),

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.
       _______ Respondent.

CC No.  2304  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Mandeep Puri  complainant in person.

Shri  Surinder Singh, clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant moved an application dated 4.6.2010 to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh seeking information for the entire State of Punjab from the year 2005 to 2010, regarding FIRs registered under Section 498-A, 405 and 506 of IPC.

2.

The respondent submits that this information is available with the concerned police stations and is not available with the office of the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.  He further pleads that a PIO is under no legal obligation to collect, collate and rearrange the information from different public authorities and thereafter furnish it to the information-seeker.  Each police station is an independent public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and therefore, the information-seeker should approach the concerned PIOs’.
3.

I accept the plea of the respondent. The application of the complainant could be transferred under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to another public authority, but the expression used in this Section is “authority” not “authorities”. When, the information is held by many public authorities, the respondent would be under no obligation to transfer the application under Section 6(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
4.

In the present case, the information is not held by one but many public authorities spread all-over the State.  The respondent is under no obligation to collect the information from so many public authorities. 
5.

However, keeping in view the spirit of the Right to Information Act, 2005, the respondent is directed to forward the request of the information-seeker to all the public authorities who may thereafter directly respond to the present complainant. With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








      (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




                  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Harvinder Singh s/o Shri Ujagar Singh,

r/o VPO, Kheri, Salabatpur, Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

District Rup Nagar.





          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police (Crime), Punjab,
Chandigarh.                                                                                      _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1859 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Harwinder Singh complainant in person.

ASI Ranjit Singh alongwith Inspector Piara Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that all the three complaints of the information-seeker dated 27.7.2009, 14.9.2009 and 8.10.2009 submitted to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh have been filed after inquiry.  The respondent submits that no action is called for on these applications.  This information has also been conveyed to the complainant. Hence, the complaint case is filed.
















                                                                       (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Harwinder Singh s/o Sh. Ujagar Singh

VPO Kheri Salabatpur, Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Roop Nagar.





          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ropar.







          _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1313      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Harwinder Singh complainant in person.

ASI Ranjit Singh alongwith Inspector Piara Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been sent to the complainant vide No.47-5SP(Hqrs) dated 9.6.2010 regarding all the three complaints made by him.  The complainant, however, has moved another application pleading that his application dated 12.10.2009 addressed to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh is yet to be responded.  Reply to this application may also be sent by the respondent within 15 days.  With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








      (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri G.D.Sodhi s/o Late Shri Lal Chand Sodhi,

r/o 165, Basant Avenue, Amritsar (Punjab).
                   _______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar.

FAA-The Inspector General of Police, Border Range,

Amritsar.





               _______ Respondents

AC No. 490 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Vishal Sodhi on behalf of the appellant.



ASI Kulwant Rai on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent had confirmed on the last date of hearing that the information had been sent to the appellant.  The appellant, however, had requested for time to peruse the information, which was allowed and the case was adjourned to 6.8.2010.
2.

Today, counsel for the appellant has submitted a rejoinder, which is taken on record.  He admits that he has received the information in full.  However, the information was given after lapse of the statutory period of 30 days.  The counsel, therefore, seeks that penalty proceedings under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should be initiated against the respondent.

3.

Issue notice to the respondent alongwith a copy of the rejoinder filed by the complainant.

4.

To come up on 8.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








     (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri D.C.Gupta, General Secretary,

Sucha Adhikar Manch (Regd.), #778, Urban Estate,

Phase-1, Patiala.






     ______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

FAA-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


           ______ Respondents

AC No.176 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



On 2.7.2010, the appellant had pointed out certain contradictions in the information supplied to him.  The respondent was directed to remove the same.  When the case came up for hearing on 30.7.2010, the respondent confirmed that the deficiencies in the information had been removed, but as the appellant requested telephonically for an adjournment, it was allowed as a last opportunity. The case was adjourned to 6.8.2010.  However, today again the appellant is absent without intimation.  Since the appellant has not availed of the last opportunity given to him, I do not find any merit in keeping this appeal pending.  The case is closed.








    (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Hakam Singh, #2556,

Ward No.11, Nagar Council, Kharar, District Mohali.
       ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,



o/o the Joint Director (Admn) o/o the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Chandigarh.





                 _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1595 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Hakam Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The PIO/Joint Director (Admn.) o/o the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh has furnished the information to the complainant.  Hence, he is  exempted from further appearance in this case.

2.

However, none has appeared on behalf of the PIO/Flying Squad o/o the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh.  A fresh notice be issued for 9.9.2010.
3.

To come up on 9.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








      (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab
CC
The PIO/ Flying Squad o/o the Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Arun Garg w/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, P.O. Lalton, District Ludhiana (Pb.) 


            ______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh.  _______ Respondent.

CC No. 2037 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Arun Garg appellant in person.

Shri D.K. Sidhu, Assistant Inspector General of Prisons-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



Parties were heard in this case on 5.8.2010.  The present appellant, Shri Arun Garg, is a convict and is presently on bail. He has sought information pertaining to third party and there is no public interest or purpose involved in the matter.  Information has been sought purely for his personal reason.  The respondent has denied the information under Section 8 (1)(j) on the grounds that the information sought by him has no relationship with public interest and no larger interest is justified.  I accept the plea of the respondent and dismiss the complaint case.









      (R.I. Singh)

August 6, 2010




  Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab
