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

Shri Harvinder Singh s/o Shri Ujjagar Singh,

VPO Kheri Salabatpur, Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

District Ropar.





_________Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Minister for Revenue and Rehabilitation,

Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Financial Commissioner to the 

Government of Punjab,

Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.


__________ Respondent

CC No.   274    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Harvinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri Gurmeet Singh, APIO o/o the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue alongwith Shri Paramjit Singh, District Revenue officer-cum-APIO on behalf of the Minister for Revenue & Rehabilitation, Punjab.

ORDER



The respondent-District Revenue Officer, Ropar seeks one adjournment, which is allowed. The record is in the custody of Revenue Authority of District Ropar. DRO is directed to supply the information within 10 days.

2.

Consequently, PIO o/o the Hon’ble Minister for Revenue and Rehabilitation and the PIO o/o Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue are exempted from further appearance.

3.

To come up on 30.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Ajit Singh, Ex Sarpanch, Village Lakhe-Ke-Utarh,

P.O. Mandi Ladhuka, Tehsil Fazilika, Distt. Ferozepur.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Election commissioner, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1208   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Jarnail Singh Superintendent alongwith Ms. Amandeep Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the information has been sent to the complainant vide State Election Commission’s letter No.1273 dated 30.3.2010.  
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To enable him to confirm that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him, the case is adjourned to 5.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M. The respondent is exempted from attendance on the next date of hearing.









 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Ms. Dolly w/o Shri Naveen Kalia,

r/o Urmar Tanda, Distt. Hoshiarpur.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Hoshiarpur.
    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1190    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
S.I. Singh, Police Station, Tanda on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER

The respondent has submitted a written reply vide No.27122 dated 10.4.2010 stating that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No.16585 dated 12.3.2010..

2.

The complainant is, however, absent without intimation.  To enable her to confirm that she is satisfied with the information supplied to her, the case is adjourned to 5.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








    (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Harbhajan Singh s/o Shri Gurbachan Singh

Seed Farm Road, (Sarabha Nagar), Abohar,

District Ferozepur-152116.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police

(Vigilance Bureau Range), Ferozepur.


    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1181    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


SI Darshan Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent placed on record letter No.3375 dated 13.4.2010 stating that the information was sent to the complainant vide memo No.2054/VB dated 2.3.2010 through registered post.  He further stated that an acknowledgement confirming that the complainant has received the information, has been received.  The complainant, however, is absent without intimation.  To enable the complainant to confirm that he has received the information, the case is adjourned to 5.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
2.

The respondent, however, is exempted from attendance on the next date of hearing.









 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Sawinder Singh s/o Sh. Sardul Singh

r/o STD/PCO Baba Roada, Master Hotel Wali Gali,

New Sunder Nagar, Dera Baba Nanak Road, Batala

(Gurdaspur).






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, PAP, Jalandhar Cantt.    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1179   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Sawinder Singh complainant in person.

DSP Lekh Raj alongwith SI  Sukhmander Singh  on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant, a constable with the Punjab Armed Police is seeking information pertaining to his service matter.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that the Government of Punjab vide notification No.1362/2007 has excluded Punjab Armed Police from the purview of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
3.

It is a fact that the Punjab Armed Police is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005. Therefore, the complaint is not maintainable.  However, considering that it is a service matter of an employee, his request for information may be considered by the organization on its merit.  








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Rakesh Singh c/o Lady Dr. Rao w/o Sh. Bara Singh

Village Kamal Ke (Bondi Walai), P.O. Dharakot, Moga._______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur.
    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1170    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.
ORDER



The Senior Superintendent of Police, Ferozepur has submitted letter No.295/RTI dated 9.4.2010 stating that the information has been supplied to the complainant on 7.4.2010 through registered post.  However, there is no confirmation from the complainant that he has received the information.  To enable the complainant to confirm that he has received the information, the case is adjourned to 5.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Jagdish Kumar s/o Sh. Ved Parkash,

r/o Flat No.270, Sector 6, Rohini, Delhi.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

CC No. 1157    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jagdish Kumar complainant in person.


ASI Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information sought by the complainant has been supplied to him.  He is satisfied with the same and the complaint case is closed.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Ms. Shanta Rani Bhalla, Flat N.402, GH-64,

Sector 20, Panchkula-134112.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar City.
    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1151   of 2010

Present:-
Shri G.L.Sehgal on behalf of the complainant.


ASI Rajinder Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER

The information has been supplied to the complainant. No cause of action is left. The complaint case is closed.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





      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 Governor of Punjab, Chandigarh.

    _______ Respondent

CC No. 1144    of 2010

Present:-
Shri B.R. Bhadi complainant in person.
Shri Varinder Paul Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Surinder Mohan, Passi, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant had moved two applications to Hon’ble Governor of Punjab seeking his intervention regarding his service matter pending with the Finance Department and others.  Subsequently, he sought information as to the action taken on his applications dated 3.1.2010 and 25.1.2010. He was duly informed vide letter No.1/2/2010-2G(RTI) PRB-1429 dated 19.2.2010 that his applications have been forwarded to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Finance for necessary action vide Punjab Raj Bhawan letter dated 8.2.2010.
2.

Thus the information sought by the complainant has been duly supplied to him by Raj Bhawan.  It is in the interest of the complainant to follow up the matter with the concerned departments.  No cause of action is left qua the respondent. The complaint case is closed.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





      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.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent is absent.  Issue fresh notice to the PIO o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of P.W.D. (B & R), Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.  

2.

To come up on 5.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Tarsem Jindal, Neeli Chhatri Wala,

r/o 306-A, Aastha Enclave, Dhanaula Road,

Barnala.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District & Sessions Judge-cum- Civil Registrar,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh. 


    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1139   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurbachan Singh, Senior Assistant o/o the Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



It appears that notice has been issued erroneously to the Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The complainant has impleaded PIO-cum-District & Session Judge-cum-Registrar, Vigilance Punjab, and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh as a respondent.  Therefore issue a fresh notice to the respondent to come up on 5.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Gurvinder Singh c/o Sqn. Ldr. Harjjit Singh (Retd.),

Chander Puri (Near Rly Crossing), Village Machhouda Road,

Ambala Cantt. (Haryana)




_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

FAA-Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

AC No. 280    of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurvinder Singh complainant in person.
Shri Ranjit Singh, Deputy Registrar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant alleges that Government had notified certain area of land of village Nanhera near Ambala Cantonment for acquisition under the relevant provisions of Land Acquisition Act.  The original owner of the land, however, suppressed this fact from the present appellant and sold the land to him, which had come under the Acquisition Notification.  His plea is that the registering authority did not point out to him the fact that the land being purchased by him was covered under the Acquisition Notification.  He, therefore, wants to know what responsibility, if any, can be fixed on the registering authority.

2.

He has impleaded PIO o/o the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as a respondent.  This matter does not fall within the jurisdiction of the Hon’ble High Court. In any case, he is not seeking information or copies of any documents or papers within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to information Action, 2005.  His query is more in the nature of advice/opinion.  He has been advised to approach the Senior Revenue Officers of Government of Haryana in this regard as the matter is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  In any case this Commission has no jurisdiction over Government of Haryana. The appeal case is, therefore, closed.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Bagga Singh s/o Sh. Kasham Suingh,

r/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar, Ferozepur City.


_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Additional Director General of Police, IVC-cum-

Human Rights, Punjab, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Additional Director General of Police, IVC-cum-

Human Rights, Punjab, Chandigarh. 



    _______ Respondents

AC No.  258   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

ASI Nitya Nand on behalf of respondent No.1 alongwith HC Bhupinder Singh on behalf of respondent No.2

ORDER



It is not clear from the documents as to what information is being sought by the appellant in this case, who is absent without intimation.

2.

The respondent states that number of letters and telephone messages were sent to the appellant to clarify the information which he needs.  It is alleged that the appellant has not so-far responded or explained the exact information, he is seeking. 
3.

To give one more opportunity to the appellant to explain the content of the information he is seeking, the case is adjourned to 22.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M. The PIO o/o the Additional Director General of Police/IVC-cum-Human Rights, Punjab, Chandigarh is exempted from further appearance.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Varinder Thakur s/o Shri Trilok Singh

H.No.18-B, New Janakpuri, Ambala Cantt (Haryana).

_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA-Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

AC No.  250   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Sub Inspector Smt. Surinder Kaur on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without intimation. 
2.

The respondent submits that the information is ready and will be sent to the appellant by post.  The case is adjourned to 29.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Paramjit Singh, 34/10, Raj Nagar,

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar City.




_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Department of Food & Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No.  887      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 31.3.2010, the respondent had placed on record memo No.2yt(726)-10/520 dated 31.3.2010  stating that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 12.3.2010, a copy of which was also placed on record.  Since the complainant was absent without intimation, the case was adjourned to give him one opportunity to confirm that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  

2.

However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation. The complaint case is closed.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Jagmohan Aggarwal, 361, Focal Point,

Maqboolpura, Amritsar.





_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner (Coord.),

Patiala. 






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  900      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 31.3.2010, the respondent had submitted that information sought by the complainant had been supplied to him.  Since the complainant was absent, the case was adjourned to give an opportunity to the complainant to confirm that he is satisfied with the information.  The complainant, however, is again absent without intimation.  In view of this, the complaint case is closed.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Shri Manphool Singh s/o Sh. Banta Singh,

Vill. Bari, P.O. Manohli, Distt. Mohali.



_______ Complainant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Food and Civil Supplies Controller,

Phase-2, SAS Nagar.





    _______ Respondents

CC No.  925      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Manphool Singh complainant in person.

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has sought an adjournment stating that the staff is busy in procurement of wheat.  Considering the request for adjournment, the case is fixed for 25.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  No further adjournment will be given and the respondent should ensure that the information is supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





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

Sh. Rajesh Singhal,

# 500, Phase – 6, Mohali – 160055.


_________ Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District & Sessions Judge, 

Mansa, Punjab. 





__________ Respondent

CC No. 4030 of 2009
Present:-
Shri Rajesh Singhal complainant in person.

Shri Parminder Singh Walia on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant states that he has received letter No.2409 dated 9.4.2010 from the District and Sessions Judge, Mansa stating that the information is ready and he may obtain the same after depositing of Rs.100/-.  The complainant alleges that information was not supplied to him within the statutory period of 30 days.  The complainant, therefore, pleads that the information should be supplied to him free of cost and in addition a penalty may be imposed on PIO for the delay.

2.

The complainant had made an application to PIO on 3.11.2009. However, the information was denied on 14.11.2009 on the plea that it is confidential in nature and cannot be provided.  There is no provision in the Right to Information Act, 2005 to withhold the information on the ground that a test conducted for recruitment for post of clerks is confidential in nature.  The PIO, therefore, erred in law in denying the information.  Consequently, the information has to be supplied to the complainant free of cost.  This should be done within 10 days.
3.

To come up on 30.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.




  



 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





      Punjab

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

Shri Gurjail Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh

Ex-Punch, Village Bahmna, Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.
          _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


    _______ Respondents

CC-325/2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Baljinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samana..
ORDER



The respondent states that he has not received any request for information pertaining to allotment of land in village Basti Bahmna in the year 1987.  The complainant is absent.  To give one more opportunity to the complainant, this case is adjourned to 3.5.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

16th April, 2010.





      Punjab
