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

Shri Simranjit Singh Mann, President,

Shiromani Akali Dal, Amritsar.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

Punjab, Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

CC No. 344 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurmeet Chohan, Senior Assistant alongwith H.C. Parshotam on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant vide his application dated 4.12.2009, addressed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice, had sought the following information:-



@p/Bsh j? fe w?A 1982 s'A b? e/ i{B 1984 se ps"o nkJhHghHn?;H nca;o, id w?A ;hHnkJhHn?;Hn?cH ftu ro[g ewKv?AN w[zpJh, wjkok;No fty/ skfJBks ;h.  T[; ;w/A w?A fijVhnK ;kohnK fuZmhnK ;?ANo, :[BhnB ;oeko d/ rqfj ;eZso, vhHihHghH, ;hHnkJhHn?;Hn?cH BthA fdZsh B{z fbyhnK ;B, T[; dhnK ekghnK ns/ i' w?A T[; ;w/A f;ZXhnK ekghnK rqfj ;eZso gzikp ns/ vhHihHghH gzikp B{z th G/idk fojk jK, T[BQK gZsoK dhnK ekghnK w?B{z G/ihnK ikD ih.



i' w?A d' n;shc/ d/ gZso fjzd je{ws d/ gq/ihv?AN i?b f;zx B{z G/i/ ;B, T[BQK dhnK th ekghnK G/iD dh feqgkbsk ehsh ikt/ ih.@

PIO/Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs and Justice transferred the request of the present complainant under Section 6 (3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, who has submitted before the Commission vide letter No.519/RTI-2 dated 25.2.2010 that the information sought by the complainant is not held by the PIO/Public Authority.  It was averred that the information has since been destroyed and that no record of these documents is available.  It has further been stated that the complainant Shri Simranjit Singh Mann has been duly informed about this factual position by the Home Department.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  However, to give him one opportunity to file reply or rejoinder to the stand taken by the respondent, the proceedings of this case are adjourned to 19.4.2010 at 10.30 AM.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Er. Avinash Kumar Garg, Assistant Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, H. No.91-D, Model Town,

Patiala.







_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

(i) The Public Information Officer

     o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna.

(ii) First Appellant Authority, Inspector General of Police, 

     Jalandhar.






    _______ Respondents

AC No. 97 of 2010

Present:-
Er. Avinash  Kumar Garg appellant in person.


Shri Jai Singh, Head Constable on behalf of the respondent No.1.

ORDER



The appellant states that he has not been informed as to what action has been taken on his complaint dated 12.4.2008 pertaining to FIR No.58 dated 22.2.2008, Police Station (Sadar), Khanna.  He further states that inquiry on his complaint was made by Superintendent of Police (D), Ludhiana. He wants a copy of this inquiry report.



2.

The respondent on the other hand states that in this FIR, challan has been presented and the record pertaining to investigation has been submitted to the Judicial Court.  No copy of inquiry conducted by S.P.(D), Ludhiana is available in the record of Khanna Police.
3.

A notice may be given to PIO o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Ludhiana to ascertain, if copy of the inquiry conducted by SP(D), Ludhiana is available in their record or not.  If it is available, PIO o/o the SSP, Ludhiana may pass an appropriate order on the request of the information-seeker.



To come up on 19.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.










   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner








           
      Punjab

CC



The Public Information Officer o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,



Ludhiana.

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

Smt. Gargi Kapur, 12/19, W.E.A. Main Arya Samaj Road,

Karol Bagh, New Delhi-110005.




_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

(i) 
The Public Information Officer


o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

(ii)
F.A.A.-cum- Financial Commissioner Revenue,


Govt. of Punjab, Revenue Department, Chandigarh.    _______ Respondents

AC No. 103 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Rajinder Kumar, Patwari o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

ORDER



The respondent states that information is ready with him but as the appellant had not indicated the mode of transmission of the information so the same cannot be supplied to her.  He further states that this very information was asked in CC-45/2010 and the case was disposed of on 2.2.2010 by Ld. SIC Shri Kulbir Singh with the direction that the information seeker is advised to obtain the copy of the record sought by her.  In CC-45/2010, the information-seeker remained absent; she is again absent today without any intimation or sought any adjournment.

2.

In view of the fact that the information is ready and can be accessed by her on payment of requisite fee,  no further cause of action is left in this case and the appeal case is closed. 








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Kashmira Singh resident of Prem Basti,

Gali No.27, D.C. Residence Road, Sangrur.


_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

(i) 
The Public Information Officer


o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,


Chandigarh.

(ii)
F.A.A.-cum- Director General of Police, Punjab,


Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

AC No. 105  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shro P.L. Bhatti, Deputy Controller (F & A) on behalf of respondent No.1.

ORDER



The appellant in this case had sought information pertaining to his own General Provident Fund, which the respondent states that this information has already been furnished to him. 


The appellant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought any adjournment.  Since the information sought by him has been supplied,  no cause of action is left and the appeal case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Dev Raj Goyal, Asstt. Food & Civil Supplies Officer (Retd.)

Gali No.1, Pahila Chowk, New Suraj Nagari,

Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur. 





_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

(i) 
The Public Information Officer


o/o the District Food and Consumer Affairs Controller, 


Ferozepur

(ii)
FAA-cum- Director Food and Consumer Affairs, Punjab,


Chandigarh.





    _______ Respondents

AC No. 106  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Dev Raj Goyal appellant in person.


Shri Sita Ram, AFSO on behalf of respondent No.1 alongwith 



Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of respondent No.2.

ORDER



The appellant had sought a copy of office-noting pertaining to reimbursement of his medical bill, which has been supplied.  
2.

In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is closed.









   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Sh. Punjab Singh,

s/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

R/o Dera Pathana,

Teh. – Dera Baba Nanak,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab. 

 

_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 27 of 2010
Present:-
Shri Punjab Singh complainant in person.

Shri Jagir Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant had moved an application dated 21.9.2009 to the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh alleging that his father Shri Mohinder Singh has gone missing under suspicious circumstances.  He had requested the Police Authority to investigate the matter and now wants to know what action has been taken on his application.

2.

The respondent seeks time, which is allowed.  Case stands adjourned to 8.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
.  









   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Ms.. Karamjit Kaur wd/o Shri Balwinder Singh,

r/o Village Sihal, Tehsil Sunam, District Sangrur.


_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

(i)
The Public Information Officer


o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur.

(ii)
FAA-cum- Deputy Inspector General of Police, Patiala.    _______ Respondents

AC No. 111 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
SI Kulwant Singh on behalf of respondent No.1 alongwith Shri Jai Chand, Clerk on behalf of respondent No.2

ORDER



The respondent states that they had contacted the information-seeker who has given a duly sworn affidavit that she does not want to pursue the appeal and she may be permitted to withdraw the same.  The affidavit submitted by the respondent is taken on record.

2.

However, to confirm that appellant is genuinely not willing to pursue this case, the case is adjourned to 19.4.2010. at 10.30 AM.  The appellant may before that date confirm the position.

3.

The respondents are exempted from appearance on 19.4.2010. 








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Bawa Singh s/o Shri Lakha Singh,

r/o V.P.O. Jandiali, Tehsil Banga, District SBS Nagar.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, SBS Nagar.
    _______ Respondents

CC No. 338/ 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sukhbir Singh, ASI, Police Station, Behram on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent states that information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No.345/PC dated 24.2.2010.  A copy of receipt by way of acknowledgement given by the complainant has also been produced, which is taken on record.
2.

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








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Sardara Singh, Member Panchayat,

Handesra, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


    _______ Respondents

CC No. 341 of  2010

Present:-
Shri Sardara Singh complainant in person.

Shri Lalit Goyal, Junior Engineer alongwith Ms. Ritu, Superintendent and Shri Ram Charan, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Handesra on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Respondent seeks time, which is allowed.



To come up on 20.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Parminder Singh, H. NO.58, Police Colony,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, St. Soldier Education Society, Jalandhar.    _______ Respondents

CC No. 345  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Parminder Singh complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has sought copies of attendance register pertaining to various years of St. Soldier College, Hadibabad, Phagwara.  As per the complainant’s own statement, St. Soldier College is a private body unaided by the Government.  Consequently, the respondent college is not a public authority.  Information from the private body cannot be accessed under the Right to Information Act, 2005.

2.

In view of the above, the complainant case is dismissed.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Dr. Paramjeet Singh Ranu,

r/o 622/9, Near Telephone Exchange, Raikot, Distt. Ludhiana. _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Faridkot.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  347 of 2010

Present:-
Dr. Paramjit Singh Ranu complainant in person.


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

ORDER



The respondent seeks time, which is allowed.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 8.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Rohit Singla, Dashmesh Nagar,

Gali No.3, Ward No.9, Goniana Mandi, Distt. Bhatinda. 
_______ Complainant.

     




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

CC No. 349   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Head Constable Amarjit Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that the complainant has been supplied information vide No.1728-D dated 7.1.2010. 

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.  However, to confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction, the case is adjourned to 29.3.2010 at 10.30 A.M.
3.

The respondent is exempted from appearance on 29.3.2010.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Harmesh Chand Singla Press Reporer,

Bareta, Mansa.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Mansa.

    _______ Respondent

CC No.  351  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Both the complainant and respondent are absent.  Issue fresh notice to the parties for 5.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Shri Gurbachan Singh,

Vill Jania,Tehsil  Nawan Shahar, Distt. SBS Nagar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal, New Model High School, Ram Bagh Road, Rup Nagar___ Respondent

CC No. 353  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Avtar Singh complainant in person.


Shri Ashvani Kumar, Teacher on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that it is a private school, unaided by the Government.  The complainant, however, contests this and states that the school receives grant from the Government.  Let the respondent-Principal file a duly sworn affidavit confirming that the school is a private body and it does not receive any grant from the Government. 

2.

To come up on 29.3.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Shri Jhalaman Singh,

VPO Mehatpur (Uldani), Tehsil Balachaur,

District SBS Nagar.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar.


    _______ Respondent

CC No.  358  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurmeet Singh complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant states that he had moved an application to the Deputy Commissioner, S.B.S.Nagar on 22.4.2009 seeking information as to action taken on his complaint wherein he had alleged that Shri Vardhan Singh s/o Shri Rajan Singh, Ex-member Panchayat, Village Mehatpur Uladni has encroached upon the Football Ground of the local senior secondary school.  The complainant alleges that so far he has not received any information from PIO/Deputy Commissioner, SBS Nagar.  

2.

None is present on behalf of the respondent. Issue fresh notice for 19.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Ms. Paramjit Kaur w/o Shri Gurdeep Singh,

r/o Bareta Mandi, Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Punjab State Board of Technical Education,

Sector 36, Chandigarh.




    _______ Respondent

CC No. 367 of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Sandeep Bajaj, Deputy Director on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that information has been forwarded to the complainant.  The complainant is absent without intimation.  She has also not sought an adjournment.  

2.

In view of the fact that the information has been supplied, no further cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Surinder Kumar Bajaj s/o Shri Hari Chand Bajaj,

c/o Harish Kumar Chhabra, St. No.1, Gobind Nagari, 

Near M.S. Kakkar, Malout, District Mukatsar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Punjab State Board of Technical Education,

Sector 36, Chandigarh.




    _______ Respondent

CC No. 369 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Surinder Kumar Bajaj complainant in person.
Shri Sandeep Bajaj, Deputy Director on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant states that large scale admissions are taking place in diploma courses in private polytechnic colleges/institutes mostly on the basis of fictitious matriculation certificates issued from Jharkhand, U.P. and Delhi etc.  For this reason, the complainant had sought information, which he alleges, has not been supplied to him so-far.

2.

The respondent on the other hand submits that matriculation certificates of the candidates, admitted by the colleges, are held in the custody of concerned colleges and these are not available with the Punjab State Board of Technical Education and Industrial Training.  Since the Board is not custodian of the record, it is averred that the Board is unable to supply the copies of these matriculation certificates of the candidates.  The respondent, therefore, submits that the complainant should approach the concerned polytechnic college/institute to obtain the information.

3.

The complainant on the other hand submits that most of these colleges are unaided and not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and therefore, information cannot be accessed from these colleges.

4.

In view of the facts and circumstances of this case and serious allegations of admission in colleges on the basis of false/fictitious certificates, it would be in the public interest that an appropriate inquiry is conducted by the Department of Technical Education.  The complainant may move a formal application to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training giving details of the Institutions where this malpractice is prevalent for appropriate action by the department.
5.

A copy of this order should also be endorsed to the Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training by name.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

CC

Shri Suresh Kumar, IAS,

Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, 

Department of Technical Education and Industrial Training,

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

Shri Hari Singh s/o Shri Sardar Singh,

Vill.  Harpalpura, Tehsil Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.


    _______ Respondent

CC No. 372 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Hari Singh complainant in person.
Shri Kuldeep Singh, Tehsildar, Rajpura on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has been supplied information pertaining to his queries at Sr. No.1, 2 and 3 of his application dated 6.7.2009.  His query at Sr. No.4, pertaining to Government notification, should be addressed to the Secretary of the concerned department which issued the notifications.  His query at Sr. No.5 is in the nature of an opinion and is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  As regard his query at Sr.No.6, he has been intimated by the respondent that he has to refer to the Nazool Land Disposal Rules, 1956.  The complainant can also obtain a copy of these Rules from the competent authority, which has notified these Rules.
2.

As regards the delay in supply of information, the respondent is cautioned to be careful in future.
3.

No further action is left in this and the same is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Baldev Singh Sharma, VPO Sarandev,

Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondent

CC No.  386    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Gurinderjit Singh, DSP alongwith Shri Gurmit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought adjournment.  
2.

The respondent, vide memo No.4664/DDSB-5 dated 26.2.2010, submits that Security Wing of Punjab Police has been brought out of the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 by the State Government.  In this regard, a notification under Section 24 of the Act has been issued.  It has further been submitted that information pertaining to the strength of officials, however, has been furnished to him vide No.39/RTI dated 6.1.2010 by the Inspector General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.  No cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Prem Chand Joshi, Advocate,

District Courts, Fatehgarh Sahib.




_______Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






    _______ Respondents

CC No.  458      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Gurmeet Chohan, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought adjournment.

2.

On 8.3.2010, when the case came up for hearing, the complainant had alleged that the information supplied to him is deficient.  The respondent has today placed on record a letter bearing No.675 dated 15.3.2010 removing the deficiencies.  Revised information has since been supplied to the complainant.  No cause of action is left and the compliant case is closed.









   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Baldev Singh Sharma, VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Speaker Vidhan Sabha, Punjab, Chandigarh.
    _______ Respondent

CC No. 387   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Raman Kumar Surin, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.



The respondent states that they have already intimated the complainant vide letter No.66/PIO/2009/2105 dated 19.2.2010.  In view of the fact that complainant has been informed, no further action is left in this case and the same is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Baldev Singh Sharma, VPO Sarangdev,

Tehsil Ajnala, District Amritsar.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Health Minister, Punjab, Chandigarh.
    _______ Respondent

CC No. 402   of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



None is present.  Issue fresh notice to the parties for 20.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Gurmail Singh Khera, Village Khera,

VPO Dehlon, Distrit Ludhiana.



 _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.


    _______ Respondent

CC No. 403  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Gurmail Singh Khera complainant in person.


Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, Clerk on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Respondent seeks time, which is allowed.



To come up on 20.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

C/o Prtiampal Sharma,

# 284, Gali No. 8,

Hussainpura (East), Amritsar








_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



      _______ Respondents

AC No. 997 of 2009
Present:        i)   
Sh. Rajinder Singh, appellant in person. 

ii)     
Shri Rajinder Rai, Vigilance Officer alongwith Shri Sat Bhushan Sachdeva, Vigilance Officer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


The photocopies of information at Sr. No. 1 and 7 of appellant’s request dated 1.10.2009 have been supplied to him.  The respondent further stated that no inquiry was conducted by the Chief Vigilance Officer o/o the Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh and as such no statements of officials namely Shri A.S.Dhaliwal, Shri D.P.S. Kharbanda and Shri Pardeep Kumar Attri were recorded.  Copies of these statements/proceedings as asked for at Sr. No.2 to 6 of the request for information, therefore, cannot be supplied to the appellant as they do not exist in the record.

2.

Information held by the respondent has been supplied.  Copies of non-existant record cannot be supplied. In view of this, no cause of action is left in this case and the same is filed / closed.









   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri K.L. Malhotra, Chief Editor,

Punjab Da Shisha New Paper, Punjabi Anandpuri,

Noorwala Road, Gurdwara Wali Gali, Ludhiana-14008. _______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Personnel Department (PCS Branch),

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


    _______ Respondent

CC No.  418  of 2010

Present:-
Shri K.L.Malhotra complainant in person.
Shri Puran Lal, Superintendent, PCS Branch alongwith Shri Ramesh Chander, Superintendent, ASR Branch and Shri Arun Kumar, Superintendent, IAS Branch

ORDER



Complainant has been supplied a copy of the Gradation List (IAS/PCS officers), which contains all the relevant information. 
2.

No further action is left in this case and the same is filed / closed.









   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Shri Vijay Kumar s/o Shri Ramji Dass,

W. No.15, Maur Mandi-151509.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.


    _______ Respondent

CC No.  428    of 2010

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Ramesh Kumar Bansal, Manager General-cum-APIO on behalf the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent states that information has been furnished to the complainant.  A letter bearing No.7577 dated 16.3.2010 from the Public Information Officer-cum-District Manager, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Bhatinda is also taken on record.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  He has also not sought an adjournment.  However, he has given one opportunity to confirm that he is satisfied with the information.

3.

The respondent is exempted from appearance on 7.4.2010.

4.

To come up on 7.4.2010 at 10.30 AM.








   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

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

Sh. Sushil Kumar Saini,

s/o Sh. Sanjhi Ram Saini,

R/o 4 Marlas Quarters, 

Rajinder Nagar, Teh. Pathankot,

District Gurdaspur, Punjab.



_________ Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Batala, Punjab.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 3977 of 2009
Present: -
i)
Shri Sushil Kumar  complainant in person alongwith Shri 
ADS Ghuman, Advocate.

ii)
Sh. Balraj Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 25.2.2010, the respondent had sought time to give his response to the information sought by the complainant.  Time was allowed and case was adjourned to 17.3.2010.  However, today none has appeared on behalf of the respondent and no intimation has been given nor an adjournment sought.
2.

It is a fit case to issue a Show Cause Notice to the respondent-PIO why penalty should not be imposed for non-supplying the information and non-compliance of the directions given on 25.2.2010 by this Commission.

3.

To come up on 21.4.2010 at 10.30 A.M.









   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab



Subsequently, Shri Balwinder Singh, ASI has appeared. He submits that as per the directions given on 25.2.2010 copies  of  the   documents
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submitted before the Inquiry Officer are ready for supplying to the Information Seeker.  However, copies of Jimini orders cannot be supplied in view of the provision of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.



The case was adjourned to 21.4.2010, since the complainant is not present. Let the matter come up for further hearing on 21.4.2010.  In the meantime, the respondent may send the copies of the statements to the complainant through registered post.









   (R.I. Singh)

March 17, 2010




Chief Information Commissioner









      Punjab

