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

Shri O.P. Verma, QU-83-B, Pitampura,

Delhi-110088. 






_______ Complainaant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.   1108     of 2010

Present:-
Shri O.P. Verma complainant in person.



ASI Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has received the information today.  He is satisfied with the same. In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is closed.









   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Mani Ram s/o Shri Nanu Ram,

Jati Kumahar Bagari, Vill. Kalerkhera,

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur -152116.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Station House Officer, Nathana, Distt. Bhatinda.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.   1098     of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the parties. As a last opportunity issue fresh notice to the parties for 29.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner








   Punjab

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

Shri Ranjit Singh, Constable No.212/R,

Roop Nagar.







_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1097      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurmeet Chauhar, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.902/RTI-2 dated 5.4.2010 enclosing a copy of letter No.614 dated 8.3.2010 vide which the information has been supplied to the complainant.  Letter dated 8.3.2010 addressed to the complainant bears his signatures confirming that he has received the relevant documents.

2.

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








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Harmesh Chand Singla,

Press Reporter, Bareta, Distt. Mansa.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Social Security Health & Child

Development Department, Punjab, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1096 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

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

ORDER



The respondent submits that the complainant had sought this very information in CC-837/2010, which was supplied to him.  However, in response to his present complaint, the information has once again been sent to him by post.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To give him one opportunity to respond to the stand of respondent, the case is adjourned to 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  
3.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing in view of the fact that he has sent the information to the complainant,








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Charanjit s/o Shri Girdhari Lal,

Central Jail, Tajpur Road, Ludhiana.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1094  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared today.  

2.

As a last opportunity, issue fresh notice to the parties to come up on 29.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.







   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Baltej Singh s/o Sh. Balwant Singh

r/o  VPO Puraye Wala, District Moga.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga.

    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1083       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



The respondent produces a statement given by the present complainant on 29.3.2010 that he has received the information, which he had sought in the present complaint.  It has, further, been mentioned in his statement that he does not want to pursue the matter further.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment. To give the complainant last opportunity to confirm that he is satisfied with the information, case is adjourned to 29.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
3.

The respondent is, however, exempted from further appearance on that date.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Deepak Sharma, Chamber No.48,

District Courts, Mansa..





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Child Development and Project Officer,

Mansa.








    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1080  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Issue fresh notice to the parties.
2.

To come up on 30.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Ramvir Singh s/o Sh. Ram Phal,

VPO Juan, Distt. Sonepat-131024.




_______ Complainant

    




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Technical University, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1071  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been sent to the complainant vide No.3768 dated 2.3.2010.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  However, to give him one opportunity to confirm that he has received the information, the case is adjourned to 30.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  
3.

The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on the next date of hearing in view of the fact that he has sent the information to the complainant.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Manmohan Singh Grewal,

H.No.322, Sector 9-D, Chandigarh.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Forest Officer, Ropar.



    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1067    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Manmohan Singh Grewal complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the PIO.

2.

The complainant submits that the information has not been supplied to him within time.  Issue a Show Cause Notice to the respondent why penalty proceedings should not be drawn against him for non-supply of information within the stipulated period.  PIO is further directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing.

3.

Case stands adjourned to 03.05.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Jagat Ram c/o Gurnam Singh,

Chumber Shuttering Store c/o RPI Near Kot Rani,

Bhano Ki Road, Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Kapurthala.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  1037      of 2010,
CC No.  1038      of 2010 and

CC No.  1039      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jagat Ram complainant in person.



Inspector Ashok Kumar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



These three complaints have been filed by Shri Jagat Ram s/o Shri Kartara Ram complainant against the Public Information Officer o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala.  Information is being sought as to action taken on the three applications submitted by the complainant, dated 14.6.2009, 19.6.2009 and 4.8.2009.

2.

The stand of the respondent is that these applications were not accompanied by the requisite fee.  A perusal of the case record shows that fee has not been paid as required under Rules.  The complainant had mistakenly put non-judicial stamps on his applications, which were returned to him vide letter No.302/RTI dated 29.10.2009 by the Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala.  He was further informed that the requisite fee should be deposited by him, before the information could be accessed.  The complainant was also informed that his application dated 18.8.2009 has been marked to the Deputy Superintendent of Police (D) for inquiry and the same is pending with him.  
3.

On questioning, the complainant admits that he does not have any document to prove that he belongs to BPL (Below Poverty Line) category.  It is mandatory under the Rules to pay the fee which has not been deposited by the complainant   In view of this, the PIO was under no legal obligation to supply him the information.  The complaints are without legal basis and are accordingly disposed of.  The complainant, however, has a right to seek information afresh after paying the required fee.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Parmod Kumar s/o Sh.Durga Ram Avasathi,

Near Purana Civil Hospital, Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1034  of 2010

Present :-
Shri Narinder Kumar on behalf of the complainant.
S.I. Kulwant Singh alongwith ASI Shri Balkar Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent undertakes to furnish the information sought by the complainant within 10 days.  The information may be sent to him by post.

2.

The case is adjourned to 30.4.2010 at 10.30 for confirmation of compliance of this order.









   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Ms. Jaswinder Kaur, Architect,

H.No.3623, Sector 69, SAS Nagar (Mohali).

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Mandi Board,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1033      of 2010

Present:-
Mrs. Jaswinder Kaur complainant in person.
Shri Mukesh Juneja, APIO alongwith Ms. Harbans Kaur, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent places on record a copy of letter No.1012/1129 dated 5.4.2010 enclosing copies of all the documents which have been sought by the complainant.  Copies of these documents were handed over to the complainant in my presence today.  No further cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

April 6, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Malkit Singh s/o Shri Gurdev Singh Sandhu,

Village Halluwal, P.O. Rampur Jhanjowal, 

Tehsil Garhshankar,  District Hoshiarpur.



_______Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Inspector General of Police, PAP,

Jalandhar Cantt.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 545       of 2010



The Public Information Officer-cum-Inspector General of Police, Punjab Armed Police, Jalandhar has moved this application in CC-545/2010. In this case an order was passed on 8.3.2010 to supply the information relating to  service matter of Shri Malkiat Singh s/o Shri Gurdev Singh, the complainant.

2.

The plea taken by the PIO in his application dated 1.4.2010 is that the order dated 8.3.2010 passed in CC-545/2010 is without jurisdiction.  The order, therefore, should be reviewed in exercise of inherent powers of the Commission, as the Commission had no locus standi to give such a direction.

3.

The operative part of the order dated 8.3.2010 is reproduced below:-

“The complainant is seeking a copy of order fixing his pay consequent upon revision of the pay scale w.e.f. 1.1.2006. The complainant produced a copy of the letter dated 23.2.2010 from the Inspector General of Police, Hqrs addressed to the Director General of Police, PAP, Chandigarh that this information may be supplied to the complainant.

The Punjab Armed Police has been excluded by the Government  notification No.2/27/05-IAR/191 dated 23.2.2006  from the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005,. However, considering the nature of information being sought by the complainant, I see no problem in supplying the same particularly in view of Section 4(i)(d).  The information, therefore, may be supplied to the complainant within 10 days.  With this direction, this complaint case is closed.”
4.

It was not contested by the respondent that Punjab Armed Police is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2010, in view of the Punjab Government Notification  No.2/27/05-IAR/191 dated 23.2.2006 issued in exercise of powers under Section 24 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.

5.

As the PAP has been excluded from the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005, this Commission would have no jurisdiction over it. Any direction given on 8.3.2010 would not be sustainable in law.  The fear of the respondent that order dated 8.3.2010 may set a wrong precedent is genuine. 

6.

The order dated 8.3.2010 was passed keeping in mind that the complainant is seeking information pertaining to his own service matter, which he is entitled to under the provisions of Section 4(i)(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and even otherwise in the normal process of rule of law.  

7.  

However, in view of the present application of the respondent, which has merits, it is clarified that order dated 8.3.2010 be treated as an advisory rather than direction under the Right to Information Act, 2005.









   (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner


April 6, 2010






      Punjab

