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

Shri Amrik Singh, Village Moonak,

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur.



_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Chief Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, Circle Sangrur.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1408      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rai Singh, Additional Superintending Engineer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing on 3.5.2010 when the respondent stated that the record pertains to the year 1975 and wass not available.  The case was adjourned to 25.5.2010, to enable the complainant to file his rejoinder.  However, he is absent today without intimation, but a letter dated 11.5.2010 has been received stating that he does not want to proceed with the matter.  It has further been stated that he shall be at liberty to approach the department or the Commission, if need arises.
2.

In view of the above facts, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Pritpal Singh, Reporter,

Chahal Street, Near Bus Stand, Mansa.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab State Electricity Board, Mansa. 


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1410    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Udey Deep Singh, Senior Executive Engineer for the respondent department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 3.5.2010, the respondent had submitted that the complainant was duly informed to deposit the requisite fee for supply of copies of the documents sought by him.  It was alleged by the respondent that the complainant had failed to respond and consequently the information had not been supplied to him.
2.

The complainant, however, had sent a fax on 3.5.2010 requesting for an adjournment, on personal grounds.  Accordingly, the hearing of the case was fixed for 25.5.2010.  However, the complainant is again absent today without intimation.  It appears that he is not interested in depositing the requisite fee.  In case he chooses to pay the fee, the respondent shall supply the copies of the documents.  With these observations, the case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Atwar Singh s/o Sh. Chhota Singh,

H.No.B-XIII/1496, Lakhi Wali Gali,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar, Barnala.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Superintendent Engineer,

P.W.D. (B & R), Sangrur.




    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1419  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Amandeep Singh Brar, Executive Engineer, Construction Division, P.W.D.( B& R), Sangrur on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 3.5.2010, the respondent had pointed out that the complainant is seeking the information about third party, whose land was acquired for building a road by P.W.D.(B & R).  The respondent had pleaded that the complainant had not shown that any public interest was involved in the query of the complainant.  After hearing the parties, the respondent was directed to pass a speaking order under Section 11 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Today, the respondent submits a copy of the order dated 18.5.2010 denying information to the information-seeker on the grounds that he is seeking third party information regarding payment made to a third person  for the land acquired under Land Acquisition Act. The information is being sought for personal purposes and no public interest is involved. 
2.

The complainant is absent, though he has sent a letter requesting that information should be provided to him in public interest.  However, no public interest has been shown. Merely by pleading that a public interest is involved, the public interest is not proved.  The information pertains to a third party. The complaint case is closed as Public Interest has not been established.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Hari Krishan s/o Sh. Rangi Ram

Premi Library Gandi Bazar, Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.
_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1423      of 2010

Present:-
Shri Hari Krishan complainant is person

None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 3.5.2010, the representative of the Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue had submitted that the request of the complainant had been forwarded to PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Mohali vide FCR’s letter No.25/100/09/ST/12/5200 dated 13.7.2009 under Section 6 (3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The information was to be supplied to the complainant by PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Mohali, who however is absent without intimation.  The complainant pleads that he has still not received the information.   

2.

In view of the above, issue a Show Cause Notice to PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Mohali, why penalty proceedings should not be drawn against him for his failure to supply the information within the statutory period under Right to Information Act, 2005.  PIO is further directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing which is fixed for 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

CC

The Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.

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

Shri Pritpal Singh, Reporter,

Chahal Street, Near Bus Stand, Mansa.


_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Election Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh. 
    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1412    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sukhdev Lal, PIO-cum-Election officer on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the complainant was absent without intimation.   The respondent had made a written submission that the information had been duly forwarded to the complainant.  The case was adjourned to 25.5.2010 to enable the complainant to confirm that he has received the information and that he is satisfied with the same.  However, he is again absent today without intimation.

2.

In view of the fact that the respondent has  confirmed that the information was supplied to the complainant, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 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:-
Shri Jaswant Singh complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.4-A-RTI dated 24.5.2010 confirming that the record in question has been traced.  It has, further, been submitted that it will take some time to complete the inquiry and therefore, the case may be adjourned.

2.

In view of this submission, the case is adjourned    to    12.07.2010     at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Rupinderdeep Singh s/o Sh.Sewa Singh

r/o Ajim Manjil, Charbati Chowk, Kapurthala.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

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

CC No.  1310      of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



ASI Jasbir Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER


On 20.4.2010, the respondent had submitted that the information is ready and an attempt was made to serve the same by hand to the complainant but he declined to receive. The case was, therefore, adjourned to 4.5.2010, as the complainant was absent. To enable him to confirm that he has received the information said to have been dispatched to him, the case was again adjourned to 25.5.2010. The complainant, however, is again absent today without any intimation.
2.

The respondent submits that the information has since been supplied to the complainant. He produces photocopies of the concerned information for record of the case file.  In view of this, no cause of action is left and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 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 Commandant First India Reserve Batallion,

Patiala.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1367 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Pyare Lal Advocate on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On 21.4.2010, the respondent had placed on record letter No.8607/AC-4, dated 20.4.2010 drawing attention to the notification dated 23.2.2006 issued by the Government of Punjab under Section 24 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 exempting the respondent-public authority from the purview of the RTI Act. Since the complainant requested for an adjournment, it was allowed.  On the next date of hearing on 4.5.2010, the complainant again sent a written request seeking adjournment, to enable him to counter the argument of the respondent.  Therefore, as a last opportunity, the case was adjourned to 25.5.2010.  Today, again however, the complainant has failed to produce any evidence or file any rejoinder to the stand taken by the respondent.  Repeated opportunities granted to the complainant have not been availed by him.
2.

In view of the notification issued by the Government of Punjab exempting the respondent from the purview of the Right to Information Act, this Commission has no jurisdiction over the respondent.  Hence, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Malkiat Singh s/o Sh. Hazura Singh

r/o Dusanjh Road, Moga.




_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Moga.


    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1491  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Malkiat Singh complainant in person.

Shri Bhag Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Moga on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.1428 dated 24.5.2010 giving point-wise reply to the balance information which was yet to be supplied to the complainant.

2.

In case the complainant wants that the concerned land should be demarcated, he is at liberty to move a fresh application to the concerned revenue authority.  With this observation, the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Gurinder Pal Singh c/o Lucky Electronics,

Tangian Wala Adda, Walmik Chowk, Jandiala Guru ( Amritsar).____ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar.

    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1493  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, the respondent had made written submission vide letter NO.802/RTI dated 4.5.2010. Since the complainant was absent, the case was adjourned to 25.5.2010 to enable him to file his reply/rejoinder.  However, he is again absent today without intimation.  In view of this, it appears that he is not interested to pursue the matter further and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Gurinder Pal Singh c/o Lucky Electronics,

Tangian Wala Adda, Walmik Chowk, Jandiala Guru ( Amritsar).____ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural), Amritsar.
    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1492  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 5.5.2010, the respondent had made written submission vide letter NO.800/RTI dated 4.5.2010. Since the complainant was absent, the case was adjourned to 25.5.2010 to enable him to file his reply/rejoinder.  However, he is again absent today without intimation.  In view of this, it appears that he is not interested to pursue the matter further and the complaint case is closed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri M.K. Chadha,  #880, Sector 38-A,

Chandigarh.






_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

SAS Nagar.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No.  1559      of 2010
Present:-
Shri M.K.Chadha complainant in person of Oriental Insurance Co..



ASI Jaspal Singh on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits copies of the FIR No.168 dated 8.12.2007, and FIR No.164 dated 16.12.2008 both of Police Station, Kurali and also copies of the Post Mortem Reports of Ms. Manju Rani and Shri Harvinder Singh.

2.

The complainant has been supplied copies of these documents submitted by the respondent.  However, the respondent states that Form No.54 as per Provisions of Section 158 under the Motor Vehicle Act, 1988 does not exist in the record. Therefore, its copy cannot be supplied. Since the information held by the PIO has been supplied, the complaint case is filed.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Mrs. Jito wd/o Shri Gurmit Ram

Village Gohawar, Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1030 of 2010,

Present:-
Shri Chanan Dass on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Issue a fresh notice to the respondent for 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

CC

The Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar.

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

Mrs. Jito wd/o Shri Gurmit Ram

Village Gohawar, Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1031 of 2010 

Present:-
Shri Chanan Dass on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Issue a fresh notice to the respondent for 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

CC

The Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Mrs. Jito wd/o Shri Gurmit Ram

Village Gohawar, Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.

_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Phillaur.






    _______ Respondent.

CC No. 1032 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Chanan Dass on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Issue a fresh notice to the respondent for 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

CC

The Deputy Superintendent of Police, Phillaur..
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagat Ram c/o Gurnam Chumber Shuttering Store,

o/o RPI Near Kot Rani, Bhano Ki Road, Phagwara,

District Kapurthala.





_______ Complainant.

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Superintendent of Police (D),

Kapurthala.






    _______ Respondent

CC No.  1042   of 2010

Present:-
Shri Jagat Ram complainant in person.



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

ORDER



The respondent submits letter No.290-RD dated 24.5.2010 stating that the inquires were conducted in respect of the complaints dated 27.7.2009, 31.7.2009 and 18.8.2009 made by Shri Jagat Ram and  a copy of the inquiry report covering all the complaints has been supplied in my presence to the complainant.

2.

The complainant, however, alleges that he is seeking action taken report in respect of complaints dated 19.6.2010 addressed to the Station House Officer, Police Station, Satnampura which was marked to ASI Raman Kumar for inquiry and also in respect of his complaint dated 3.8.2009 addressed to the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Jalandhar and complaint dated 7.9.2010 addressed to the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Phagwara.  He states that he has not received any action taken report in respect of these complaints.  It appears that the complainant had made multiple complaints to different authorities on different dates and he himself has not kept a track of these.  Consequently, there is confusion, both on the side of the complainant and the respondent-authority, regarding the information supplied to him in respect of his multiple applications. 
3.

However, as a last opportunity, the PIO/Senior Superintendent of Police, Kapurthala is directed to trace out the complaints mentioned in para-2 and file a reply.

4.

To come up on 21.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010





Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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.



__________ Respondents
CC No.   274    of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Madan Mohan Kanugo on behalf of the Minister for Revenue & Rehabilitation, Punjab.

ORDER


The respondent states that the information has been furnished to the complainant vide letter No.1732 dated 20.5.2010, a photocopy of which has been submitted for record of the case file.

2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  Let the complainant confirm that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  To come up on 14.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  The respondent, however, is exempted from appearance on that date, in view of the claim that the information has been supplied.







   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      Punjab

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

Shri Chanan Singh S/O Sh. Wattan Singh,

C/O Com. Mehanga Ram M.A., 169, Om Gali, Nagal,

Distt. Rupnagar.





   
_______ Appellant

      




Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.

FAA-  The Secretary, Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








    _______ Respondents

AC No. 355  of 2010

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, APIO-cum-WM& G alongwith Shri Dharam Singh, Deputy Secretary and Shri Amrik Singh, Additional Superintending Engineer, POWERCOM, Amritsar on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the satisfaction of the appellant.  
2.

The complainant, however, is absent without intimation, though he has sent a written application stating that he has received the information.  The appeal case is closed, in view of this.








   (R.I. Singh)


May 25, 2010



Chief Information Commissioner








      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:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

Shri Kuldip Singh, Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Mohali on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information has been supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant on 10.5.2010.  A receipt given by the complainant stating that he does not want to pursue the matter any further has also been shown during the course of hearing of this case.
2.

The complainant is absent without intimation.  To enable him to confirm directly to the Commission that he is satisfied with the information, the proceedings of this case are adjourned to 14.6.2010 at 10.30 A.M.  However, in view of the statement of the respondent that the information has been forwarded to the complainant, he is exempted from appearance on the next date.









 (R.I. Singh)








Chief Information Commissioner

May 25, 2010.





      Punjab
