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

Shri Aseem Takyar s/o Shri R.C. Takyar,

Plo No.144, Phase-I, Udyog Vihar, Gurgaon (Haryana).


_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

FAA-The Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.


    _______ Respondents

AC No.  1025  of 2010

1st Hearing: 7.12.2010
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



DSP Gurinderjit Singh on behalf of the respondent-departments.

ORDER



The information-seeker had sought details of expenditure incurred on Delhi Transport Corporation’s bus carrying passengers within Punjab State from Delhi to Lahore (Pakistan) and vice-versa.

2.

The respondent submits that  similar information was asked by this information-seeker in AC-694/010 which was declined on the ground that the matter relates to the Security Wing of Punjab Police and Security Wing has been exempted from the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005 vide notification dated 23.2.2006 issued by the Punjab Government.

3.

The plea of the respondent in the present case is also the same.  They have submitted a letter bearing No.37153 dated 3.12.2010 claiming exemption from the Right to Information Act, 2005.

4.

The appellant has sent a fax message that he cannot attend the proceedings of the case, due to health reasons.  He, however, submits that similar information has been provided by the State of Haryana and Central Information Commission relating to Delhi Administration.  A perusal of the copies of the orders submitted by the appellant shows that in case No.1947 of 2010, Aseem Takyar vs. DGP, Haryana, Panchkula dated 31.8.2010 no plea has been taken that the issue is covered under Section 24 of the Act. Similarly, it appears from the order of Central Information Commission bearing No.CIC/SG/A//2010/002390 passed on 12.10.2010 that the issue of exemption under the Right to Information Act, 2005 was not raised by any of the parties.  In view of this, these two cases relied upon by the appellant are not relevant with reference to Appeal No.1025/2010.

5.

However, as a last opportunity, the case is adjourned to 21.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.   It is made clear that if no rejoinder is filed or if the appellant fails to appear on that date, the case will be decided on merits, exparte.







              (R.I. Singh)

December 7, 2010.




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Umesh Sharma, Advocate, 

Chamber No.237, 2nd Floor, Lawyer Complex, 

District Courts, Ludhiana.






_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Police Commissioner, Ludhiana.

FAA-Inspector General of Police (Zonal), Jalandhar.



    _______ Respondents

AC No. 1024  of 2010

1st Hearing: 7.12.2010
Present:-
Shri Umesh Sharma appellant in person.



SI Surinder Kaur on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant has come to the State Information Commission aggrieved against the PIO and the  first appellate authority on the grounds that information sought by him has not been furnished to him.  However, the appellant has neither attached a copy of his original application said to have been addressed to the PIO seeking information with his appeal petition to the Commission, nor has he produced the same during the course of arguments.  In the absence of the original application, it is difficult to determine whether all the queries of the appellant have been duly answered or not. 
2.

 However, during the course of hearing, the appellant states that his car was stolen and he had filed a FIR No.73 in Police Station, Division No.3, Ludhiana.  The theft has not been traced till now. Therefore, he had sought information as to the fate of his FIR.
3.

The respondent, however, submits that the information-seeker was duly supplied a copy of report of the SHO indicating that the theft had not been traced. The case is to be filed as untraced.  Since this untraced report is to be submitted to the concerned judicial court, the original report of SHO was put up to the Assistant Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana who endorsed the recommendation of the SHO.  This recommendation was ratified by the Additional Director General of Police (Crime).  Certified copies of all these documents have been furnished to the appellant.

4.

The appellant, however, still insists that he needs a certified copy of the Untraced Order.  This document does not exist as final order in this respect is yet to be passed by the Judicial Court.
5.

In view of the above discussion, no purpose will be served in keeping the appeal pending. The information-seeker has not produced a copy of his original request.  In any case all the papers/documents have been supplied to him.  This itself is a ground which goes against him. Hence, the appeal case is closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

December 7, 2010.




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Baljeet Singh, #109, Green Enclave,

Kharar Road, Daon, District Mohali.





_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Judge (Sub Division), SAS Nagar.

FAA-Civil Judge (Sub Division), SAS Nagar.



    _______ Respondents

AC No. 996 of 2010

1st Hearing : 7.12.2010
Present:-
Shri Baljeet Singh appellant in person.



Shri Vinod Kumar, Naib Nazar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has filed a reply vide No.579 dated 6.12.2010, which is taken on record, a copy of this has also been handed over to the appellant.

2.

The appellant had filed another case bearing No.AC-910/010 seeking information from this very public authority pertaining to this very case of Ved Parkash vs. Baljeet Singh pending in the Judicial Court.  Since that case is now fixed for 3.1.2011, the proceedings in the present appeal case are also adjourned to 3.1.2011 for arguments.  If any rejoinder is to be filed by the appellant, a copy of that should also be sent to the respondent in advance.

3. 

To come up on 3.1.2011 at 11.00 A.M.





 

             (R.I. Singh)

December 7, 2010.




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Raj Krishan s/o Shri Makhan Lal

c/o M/s Kishan Sales Corporation, Opp. Bus Stand,

Rampura Phool, District Bhatinda.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Bhatinda.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 3504 of 2010

1st Hearing: 7.12.2010
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.35662 dated 6.1.2010 stating that full information had already been supplied to the complainant.  Copies of this letter alongwith documents supplied to the complainant have also been placed on record of the case file.

2.

A perusal of these documents shows that the complainant has also given a receipt stating that “g{oh ;{uBk gqkgs ehsh, s;Zbh j? ".
3.

The complainant is absent without intimation, though due and adequate notice was served to him.  Since the complete information has been furnished free of cost to the complainant, no purpose will be served by keeping the case pending.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.







              (R.I. Singh)

December 7, 2010.




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Jasbir Singh, Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, District Ludhiana-141001.                                                 _______ Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab,

Chandigarh-160017.


FAA-Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, 
Chandigarh-160017.






          _______ Respondents

AC No. 744 of 2010

Present:-
Shri :Jasbir Singh appellant in person.

Shri Surinder Kumar Berry, District Food and Civil Supplies Officer on behalf of the respondent department.

ORDER



The confusion in this case has arisen as the information-seeker had addressed his queries for information to the Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh, who in turn transferred it to the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana, as the information related to that district.  The respondent-PIO had submitted that the information has been supplied to the information-seeker, who however remained absent on the last two consecutive dates of hearing i.e. 24.10.2010 and 9.11.2010.  The respondent was insisting for closing the case as the information had been furnished. He had also produced a photocopy of the appellant confirming that he had received the information and does not want to pursue the matter.

2.

Today, I have heard both the parties.  Confusion has arisen because the information-seeker expected a reply from the Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh, as he had addressed his request for information to the Director.  The Director and District level officer are two separate and independent public authorities.  Since the request was transferred to the District level officer, it is for the PIO of the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana to furnish the information.  Delay, if any, occurred because the request for information was not addressed to the appropriate public authority, which holds the information.  The case was also adjourned on successive dates in this Commission due to non-appearance/reply of the information-seeker.
3.

To settle the matter once for all, the PIO/District and Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana is directed to place on record a photocopy of the reply given to the information-seeker on all the 
ten queries.  A copy of this should again be furnished to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing.

4.

To come up on 21.12.2010 at 11.00 A.M.







              (R.I. Singh)

December 7, 2010.




Chief Information Commissioner









   Punjab
