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

Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi, Advocate,

06, Gian Market, Miller Ganj, Opp. Ramgaria Gurudwara, 

Ludhiana.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana.

FAA-Divisional Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana.     _______ Respondents

AC No. 503  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi appellant in person.



Shri H.P.S. Gotra, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant had sought information from the PIO/Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana vide an application dated 29.3.2010 on the following issues:-

“Information be provided under which provision of Punjab VAT Act, 2005 Smt. Pavittar Kaur, T.I. and Shri Naresh Sharma ETO have submitted uncalled for reports directly to the Worthy Deputy Excise and Taxation Commission ( Appeals), Ludhiana after the appeals of M/s Radhika Sales Corporation, Shop No.3, Haibowal, Ludhiana were heard and disposed of on 09.03.2010.”

2.

Perusal of the above request of the appellant clearly brings out that he is not seeking copies of any specific material information within the meaning of Section 2-F of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  He wants to know under which provision an uncalled for report was submitted to the Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner (Appeals), Ludhiana.  The nature of the information being sought is not covered within the definition of Section 2-F of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and therefore, his appeal in the present format is not maintainable and is dismissed.
3.

The appellant, however, is free to move fresh application to the PIO to seek copies of any documents held by the public authority of the office of the Excise and Taxation Commissioner,  in conformity with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.









(R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010





Chief Information Commissioner










 Punjab 

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

Shri Mankuljit Singh, Shiv Mandir Road

Opp. Jaspal Doctor, Amloh, District Fatehgarh Sahib.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur.
    _______ Respondent.

CC No.1963  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Sham Sunder, Steno on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that a reply has been given to the complainant vide letter No.492 dated 7.6.2010 by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  It appears that he is satisfied with the reply given by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur. Hence, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









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

Shri Pawandeep Singh s/o Shri Gurnaib Singh,

VPO Rauke Kalan, District Moga.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1960  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Pawandeep Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


The respondent has furnished the information to the complainant.  In view of this no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab 

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

Shri Jasdev Singh Mehndiratta, Advocate,

H.No.3180, Sector 71, Mohali-160071.



_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Superintendent of Political Branch-3,

Punjab Civil Sectt., Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

FAA-Additional Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Political-2 Branch, Chandigarh.



    _______ Respondents

AC No. 66 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jasdev Singh Mehndiratta appellant in person.

Shri Dhian Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that inspite of the best efforts, they have not been able to trace out the record pertaining to confiscation of land by the British Government belonging to Baba Harnam Singh Freedom Fighter, though a mention to this effect has been made in the Revenue Record of village Kala Sangha, District Kapurthala.  It is also confirmed from the record that the name of Shri Harnam Singh was recommended in the year 1973 to the Chief Minister, Punjab for grant of Tamar Patra.

2.

The respondent, however, is unable to lay hands on the original application submitted for reclaiming the land confiscated by the British Government in the year 1916, application for freedom fighter’s pension on the basis of which a pension of Rs.50/- was sanctioned in the year 1954-55 or thereafter, an application seeking for the return of the confiscated land which was given to the then Chief Minister, Punjab Sardar Partap Singh Kairon on 2.7.1959, application for freedom fighter’s pension to the Punjab Government in the year 1967-68, another application moved under “Freedom Fighter Pension Scheme 1972” for onward transmission to Central Government and copies of the record pertaining to honouring of 25 renowned freedom fighters of Punjab on 15.8.1972 on the occasion of Silver Jubilees of Independence.










Contd……p/2.

-2-

3.

As per the respondent, this record is not traceable with the Department of Freedom Fighters.

4.

Let a notice go to the Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala to trace out this record from his office.  PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala shall file a reply before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 6.9.2010.
5.

To come up on 6.9.2010 at 10.30 A.M. 









   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

CC
The Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala 

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

Shri Prabodh Singh s/o Sh. Malla Singh

Village Alawarpur,Tehsil and Distt. Gurdaspur.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1400       of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



A written request has been received from the complainant vide diary No.13473 dated 12.7.2010 to the effect that he is not interested in pursuing his complaint and that the same may be filed.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




      Chief Information Commissioner






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

Shri Amrit Pal Singh, HM 61, Phase-3BI,

Mohali-160059.





_______ 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.  1608    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Amritpal Singh complainant in person.

Shri Satnam Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the DGP, Pb, Chd.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply vide No.11054/CR-6 dated 7.6.2010 pleading that the queries of the complainant dated 27.2.2010 addressed to the PIO/Inspector General of Police (Headquarters) do not constitute information within the meaning of Section 2(F) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The queries of the complainant are more in the nature of seeking opinion and views rather than seeking copies of any specific document, record, report etc.  
2.

There is weight in the assertion of the respondent. The plea of the respondent is therefore accepted and the complaint case is dismissed.  The complainant, however, would be free to file fresh application with the PIO seeking any specific material information within the meaning of Section 2(F) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, which may be held by the respondent-PIO.







   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Tribhawan Singla

s/o Shri Prem Chand Singla, 

r/o H.No.578, Sector 11-B, Chandigarh.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Punjab Wakf Board, SCO No.1062-63,

Sector 22-B, Chandigarh.




    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  979  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Daneshwar Alli, Additional Law Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information is ready and will be dispatched to the complainant by registered post.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  In view of the commitment made by the respondent that the information will be dispatched to him today,  the case is adjourned to 30.07.2010 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation of the complainant that he has received the information to his satisfaction.









   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010





Chief Information Commissioner










      Punjab

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

Ms. Ram Piari w/o Late Shri Amritsaria Mal,

r/o B-23/78, Old Grain Market, Kapurthala.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Jalandhar.






    _______ Respondent.
CC No. 1756  of 2010

Present:-
Shri  Jugal Kishor on behalf of the complainant.

Ms. Rajvinder Kaur, Excise and Taxation Officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has supplied most of the information to the complainant who, however, alleges that there are deficiencies.

2.

Let the complainant visit the office of the respondent on 13.7.2010 for inspection of the record and identify the left-over record. With this direction, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh Pawar,

70, Rajan Kunj, Roorkee Road, Meerut Cantt. (UP).

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer/ District Attorney (legal), 

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.




    _______ Respondent

CC No. 705 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri A.K. Goyal, District Attorney (Legal) on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted written reply vide No.119/48AC/1405-09/RTI dated 1.7.2010, taking the plea that the queries of the complainant do not fall within the meaning of information as defined under Section 2 (F) and 2(I) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  It is submitted that the information sought and questions raised by the applicant vide his application dated 08.12.2009 are not covered within the definition of Information as given in Section 2(F) and 2(I) respectively of RTI Act, 2005.  More over, as per instructions issued by the Govt. of Punjab, Department of Information Technology (Administration Reform Branch), Chandigarh vide ID No.2/30/2008/IAR/437-39 dated 17.6.2008, only such information is required to be supplied under the Act, which already exists and is held by the Public Authority or held under the control of Public Authority.  The PIO is not supposed to create information or interpret information. It was argued that  the Govt. of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievance and Pension(Dept. of Personnel and Training) North Block New Delhi have also issue instructions vide Memo No.1/7/2009-IR dated 01.06.2009, that the Public Information Authorities cannot expect to communicate to the citizen the reason why a certain thing was done or not done in the sense of a justification because the citizen makes a requisition about information.  Justification is matter within the domain of adjudicating authorities.

2.

A perusal of the queries of the complainant shows that he has raised questions like why, as to who etc rather than seeking copies of the material information within the meaning of Section 2(F) of the Right to Information Act.  The complainant is absent today without intimation.  I find merit in the plea of the respondent and close the case. 



 









   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Jaswant Singh s/o Shri Piara Singh,

E.R.214, Paka Bagh, Jalandhar.




_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar.

    _______ Respondents

CC No. 302   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


S.I. Inderpal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.112-D-RTI dated 6.7.2010 conveying that the information has been supplied to the complainant who has also given written acknowledgement in confirmation of the fact that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


July 12, 2010





Chief Information Commissioner








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

Shri Nachhattar Singh Mavi,

Secretary (Retd.), Punjab Vidhan Sabha,

1179, Sector 64, Mohali.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab Vidhan Sabha Secretariat, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent

CC No. 728    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Nachhattar Singh Mavi complainant in person.

Shri Sulinder Singh, Superintendent alongwith on behalf of the respondent-department 
ORDER  



On the last date of hearing on 1.7.2010, Shri Madan Mohan, Secretary (Retired), Punjab Vidhan Sabha was asked to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him for supplying factually incorrect information.  Shri Madan Mohan has accordingly submitted his written reply dated 5.7.2010 with a copy to the complainant.  In the interest of justice, to give him one opportunity to be heard in person, the case is adjourned to 30.7.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  since, he is absent today.
2.

No further opportunity will be given to the respondent for personal hearing.









   (R.I. Singh)

July 12, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner







 Punjab
