                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Bhagwan S/O Sh. Dharam Chand,

VPO: Khippan Wali,Tehsil: Fazilka,

Distt. Fazilka.






          …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Fazilka Cooperative Sugar Mills Ltd.,

Vill: Bodiwala, Distt. Fazilka.




              …Respondent.

CC-2967 of 2012

Present:
Shri Manmohan Upneja, Advocate with Shri Krishan Bhagwan 

                      complainant.



Shri Rahul Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The complaint of Shri Krishan Bhagwan was earlier considered by Shri P.K.Verma, the then State Information Commissioner, on 15.1.2009 and it was decided that “the complaint will be taken up for consideration after a decision has been taken by the Hon’ble High Court.” This case has been reopened on the request of the complainant.

                    The learned counsel for the complainant as well as the respondent seeks one adjournment of the case. Accordingly the case is adjourned to 9.4.2013. 



To come up on 9.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER
                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Sudip Vij, President,

Parents Students & Social Welfare Association,

Office: H.No.1270/2, Jain Mohalla,

Roopnagar. 



        


Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy,

Roopnagar.

FAA:Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy,

Roopnagar.





               Respondent

AC-1197 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Shalinder Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



This case was earlier heard by Shri Parveen Kumar, State Information Commissioner on 20.12.2012. The case was transferred to this Bench as another similar appeal case bearing AC No. 286 of 2012 is pending in this Bench of the Commission and is listed for hearing on 30.1.2013. 



The respondent has filed written submission in this case. The respondent submits that a copy of the written submission has also been sent to the appellant. The appellant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. As a last opportunity to the appellant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 30.1.2013. 



To come up on 30.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

       SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

Son of Shri Ram Parkash,

Village Udhanwal,

Tehsil Balachaur,

District Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar.










     …Complainant




Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of Additional General of Police, (PAP)

Jalandhar Cantt. 

                                                                                                      ….Respondent

CC No. 3387 of 2012

Present: -
Shri Vijay Kumar, complainant.



Shri Bachittar Singh, DSP and Shri Paramvir Singh ASI, PAP, Jalandhar 
                      Cantt. on  behalf of the respondent.

Date of hearing:   10th January, 2013
Date of decision:   10th January, 2013
Name of the Public Authority   : Punjab Armed Police,

                                                   Jalandhar.

ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission vide letter No.585 dated 4.1.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the Government of Punjab, Department of Information Technology vide Notification No. 2/27/05-IAR/191 dated 23.2.2006 issued under Sub Section (4) of Section 24 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 has notified that the above mentioned Act shall not apply to certain organizations under the Department of Home Affairs and Justice and Armed Police including Armed Battalions of PAP is one of those organizations. The respondent further submits that Section 24 of the Act is absolutely clear that the Act shall not apply to the Intelligence and Security Organizations, being organizations established by the State Government. The respondent has further mentioned in his written submission that from these organizations only information pertaining to corruption or violation of human rights could be sought. It has been further submitted that the complainant vide application under RTI ACT, 2005, sought the information regarding duration of posting of SI Loven Kumar as incharge of empty cartridges store, PAP, Jalandhar Cantt. Secondly, he sought information regarding the status of empty cartridges stock and whether he had given the charge of the store with or without any deficiency. Thirdly, he sought information about the posting of the above mentioned SI from 24.5.2011 to 5.5.2011 and also information regarding his absence during the above mentioned period. 


The complainant states that the information sought by him does not pertain to security operations of the PAP and therefore, the respondent should have supplied the same.
                       It is observed that with the help of present application, the information sought by the complainant is neither relating to corruption nor violation of human rights, therefore, the same has been rightly denied by the respondent in the light of above mentioned notification issued by the Government of Punjab, and, that as a matter of law, the only exception to Section 24 of the Act is that the exemption so granted to an organization does not cover the cases related to corruption and violation of human rights. But in the present case neither corruption is involved nor has violation of human rights been alleged. Here three cases case nos.   CIC/SM/A/2012/001045, 1126 & 1291 of similar nature relating to Shri H V Ashoka Kumar, Flat No. 503, Naveen Kunj Society, Plot No. 22, Pocket 6, Nasirpur (Dwarka Phase 1), Delhi, versus National Security Council Secretariat, 3 rd Floor, Sardar Patel Bhawan, Sansad Marg,  New Delhi decided by the  Central Information Commission, New Delhi are referred to. In these cases heard on 4 January 2013, the Central Information Commission has decided as under:                     

                        “In all these cases,   the   information sought has   no relation to   either any allegation of corruption or human rights violation. Section 24 of the Right to Information (RTI) Act   provides   that   the   provisions   of   the   Act   would   not   apply   to   those organisations  which  are  included  in the  second  schedule  except  when the desired information relates to either allegations of corruption or human rights violations. Since the desired information relates only to service matters, the public authority concerned is not obliged to disclose this information under the Right to Information (RTI) Act. “  

                       In  the present case  the   information  sought  has   no  relation  to   either  any  allegations  of corruption or human rights violation. Section 24 of the Right to Information (RTI) Act   provides   that   the   provisions   of   the   Act   would   not   apply   to   those organizations  which  are  included  in the  second  schedule  except  when the desired information relates to either allegations of corruption or human rights violations. The complaint is therefore disposed off accordingly.                                   

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER                                             

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Charanjit Singh S/o Palwinder Singh,

VPO: Surapur, Teh: Nawanshahar,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar.
















…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar (Nawanshahr)

              …Respondent.

CC-3579 of 2012

Present:
Shri Charanjit Singh complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
                Shri Charanjit Singh, complainant is present and states that his complaint relates to the Senior Superintendent of Police, SBS Nagar, (Nawanshahr). Accordingly fresh notice may be issued to the PIO, Senior Superintendent of Police, Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar (Nawanshahr) for 30.1.2013. 

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER                                             

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Ramesh Sharma S/O Sh.Lekh Raj,

Ward No.9, Bajaja Di Gali,

Sri Hargobindpur, Distt. Gurdaspur.










…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.




              …Respondent.

CC-3612 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shiri Ram Anand, Naib Tehsildar, Batala, on behalf of the respondent.
Date of hearing:   10th January, 2013
Date of decision:   10th January, 2013
Name of the Public Authority   :    Tehsildar,

                                                      Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.

ORDER:


The respondent submits that the complainant has asked for information of four private persons residing in Sri Hargobindpur, mentioning that information regarding their castes, sub-castes and categories i.e. S.C, B.C, OBC, may be provided. The respondent submits that a letter has been sent to the complainant bearing  No. 1862/DK dated 26.11.2012 mentioning that the information sought by the complainant is not available in the record. The respondent further submits that the complainant has been asked to provide numbers and dates of the caste certificates if the complainant wants copies of the same. The respondent further submits that this letter has been personally delivered to the complainant. The complainant is not present although a letter has been received from him mentioning that he has received the notice regarding the complaint filed by him. As the information sought by the complainant is not available in the record of the respondent, as submitted by him, the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED: 10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

   SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhchain Singh,
Sanan Mohalla, Ward No.11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil: Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur..





                                            …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.





              …Respondent.

CC-3622 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Manjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Fatehgarh Churian, on behalf of the 

                      respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent submits that written response regarding the complaint of Shri Sukhchain Singh has been sent to him vide letter No. 11392/RTI dated 27.12.2012 and again vide letter No. 41 dated 8.1.2013. The complainant is not present, however, a letter has been received from him in this Commission on 10.1.2013, mentioning that due to ill health he is not in a position to attend the hearing and a request has been made to adjourn the case.  Accordingly the case is adjourned to 31.1.2013. 



To come up on 31.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Kishan Dass S/o Sh.Puran Chand,

Vill: Chakhakim, Teh: Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthala.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.





                   

                                                                                            …Respondent.

CC-3632 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ramesh Kumar, Senior Assistant, Office of SDM, Phagwara on 

                      behalf of the respondent.
Date of hearing:   10th January, 2013
Date of decision:   10th January, 2013
Name of the Public Authority   :    Sub Divisional Magistrate,

                                                      Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.
ORDER:



The respondent has made written submission vide letter No. 52/RTI dated 28.12.2012 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that information demanded  by the complainant has already been supplied to him vide letter No. 48/RTI dated 20.12.2012. The complainant is not present, however a letter has been received from him in this connection on 2.1.2013 in which the complainant has mentioned that he has received the information demanded by him and is fully satisfied with the information provided by the respondent. In view of the submission of the respondent as well as letter of the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Sh.Navkiran Singh Sodhi,

Chamber No.592, Distt. & Sessions Court,

Patiala.  





           …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Dasuya, Distt. Hoshiarpur.




              …Respondent.

CC-3650 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 



Shri Lakhwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Dasuya on behalf of the 

                      respondent.
ORDER:



The respondent has made written submission signed by the Tehsildar-cum-APIO, Dasuya which is taken on record. The respondent further submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him vide letter No. 104 dated 16.11.2012. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. As a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 31.1.2013. 



To come up on 31.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

\
DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash S/o Sh. Karam Chand,

VPO: Shahpur Kandi,
Tehsil & Distt. Pathankot.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Pathankot.

FAA: Deputy Commissioner,

Pathankot.





                           …Respondent.

AC-1689 of 2012

Present:
Shri Om Parkash, appellant.



Shri Jasvir Singh, Tehsildar, Pathankot, on behalf of the respondent.
Date of hearing:   10th January, 2013

Date of decision:   10th January, 2013

Name of the Public Authority   :    Deputy Commissioner,

                                                      Pathankot..
ORDER:


The respondent has made written submission vide letter No. 284 dated 28.12.2012 mentioning that the appellant has sought information relating to his refugee claim dated 7.8.1957. The respondent submits that the record relating to his complaint is not available in his office and the appellant has already been informed about the same vide Memo. No. 103 dated 5.6.2012. The respondent further submits that a reference was also made to Tehsildar Dharkalan in whose jurisdiction Village Shahpur Kandi now falls, regarding the said record but as per the information received from Tehsildar, Dharkalan, the record is also not available in his office. 
                      The appellant states that as per his knowledge the record should be available in the office of the respondent. To clear the doubt of the appellant the respondent agrees to allow the inspection of the record to the appellant on any working day and also agrees to provide attested copies of the documents identified by the appellant at the time of inspection of the record, if any, relating to the original application submitted by him. The appellant agrees to inspect the record and therefore, the respondent is directed to allow inspection of the record to the appellant and thereafter provide attested copies of the documents, if any identified by the appellant relating to his application under the Right to Information Act. 
                                With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed. 

DATED:10.1.2013                                                       (NARINDERJIT SINGH)







     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Sh.Barjinder Singh S/O Sh.Gurmit Singh,

R/O Model Town Guru Harsahai,

Distt. Ferozepure-152022.





 …Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Addl.Director General of Police(Crime),

Punjab, Chandigarh.




              …Respondent.

CC-3620 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Satnam Singh, Senior Assistant Office of DGP (Crimes), Punjab, 

                     Chandigarh on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has been provided to him. The complainant is not present, however a letter dated 3.12.2012 has been received from him seeking adjournment of the case. As a last opportunity to the complainant to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 31.1.2013. 



To come up on 31.1.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Rajesh Kapil,             





House No. 606, Gali No. 12/B

Near T.V.Centre,

Nakodar Chowk,

Jalandhar.






     …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

    O/O Commissioner of Police,

    Jalandhar.

2. First Appellate Authority

   O/O Commissioner of Police,

    Jalandhar.









….Respondent

AC No. 811 of 2012 

Present:

Shri Rajesh Kumar Kapil, appellant.




Shri Paras Ram, ASI office of the Commissioner of Police,




Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent. 

Date of hearing:   10th January, 2013

Date of decision:   10th January, 2013

Name of the Public Authority   :    Commissioner of Police,

                                                      Jalandhar.
ORDER




At the last date of hearing on 12.12.2012, the appellant was not present, however a letter dated 12.12.2012 was received from him mentioning that he has not received any response from the respondent regarding his appeal and he sought adjournment of the case. Now the appellant states that has filed objections regarding response of the Public Authority relating to his application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 vide letter dated 1.1.2013. A copy of this letter has also been sent to the PIO, Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar and First Appellate Authority Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar. The appellant has stated that he is not satisfied with the response from the respondent. The appellant has also provided a copy of the information relating to list of proclaimed offenders under Section 82 and 83 up to 31.10.2012 which he states, has been obtained from the Website of the Police Commissionerate, Jalandhar. The appellant states that the respondent should not have any objection regarding supply of information relating to the persons whose appeals have been dismissed by the Courts and their arrest is pending despite issuing the arrest warrants. The appellant further states that he had filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar and vide letter No.2891-93/R/CP/Jal dated 7.5.2012, the Commissioner of Police has decided as under:-


“After consideration of the facts and circumstances of the present appeal, I deem it appropriate to dispose off the appeal with a direction to the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar-cum-Public Information Officer to provide the sought information, if possible, within the parameters of the RTI Act to the applicant with a period of 20 days from the issue of this order.”
The appellant further states that as per the decision of the First Appellate Authority, the PIO should have provided the information immediately. 

 The respondent then submitted that he has brought the information and the same was handed over to the appellant at the time of hearing. The appellant expressed his satisfaction regarding the information provided to him. Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 

DATED:10.1.2013                                                       (NARINDERJIT SINGH)





                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                       SCO No.32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

                     (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Navkiran Singh & Associates,

Advocates & Consultants,

House No. 516, Sector 11-B,

Chandigarh.








 

    …Appellant




Versus

1. The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Additional Deputy Commissioner, 

Tarn Taran.

2. First Appellate Authority,

Office of the Additional Deputy Commissioner, 

Tarn Taran.

                                                                                             ….Respondent

AC No. 1576 of 2012

Present: - None on behalf of the appellant.


     Shri Shambu Nath Superintendent Office of BDPO, Chohla Sahib on 

                behalf of the respondent.

Date of hearing:   10th January, 2013

Date of decision:   10th January, 2013

Name of the Public Authority   :    Additional Deputy Commissioner, 

                                                     Tarn Taran.

ORDER
      
                           The respondent submits that the information demanded by the appellant has already been supplied to him vide letter No.  RTI/117
dated 18.10.2012. The appellant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. The appellant was also absent on the last date of hearing i.e. 12.12.2012. During hearing of the case on 12.12.2012, the appellant was given a last opportunity to raise his objection, if any, regarding the information supplied to him. The respondent submits that till date no objection has been raised by the appellant regarding the information supplied to him. 
                       In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)






      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 
                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.inforcommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Chand Sagar, 
Gali No. 5,Ward No. 8,
Mandi Dabwali,

District  Sirsa





            …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police,Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA: Director General of Police,Punjab,

Chandigarh..





              …Respondent.

AC-1674 of 2012

Present:  
None on behalf of the appellant.


HC Parshotam Kumar, Office of DGP, Punjab, Chandigarh on behalf of 

                      the respondent.
ORDER:


The respondent has made a written submission vide Memo. No. 120/RTI-I dated 9.1.2013. A copy of the written submission has also been sent to the appellant. The appellant is not present and notice of hearing issued to him has been received undelivered from the postal authorities. Accordingly, a fresh notice of hearing be sent to the appellant. The case is adjourned to 12.2.2013. 



To come up on 12.2.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:10.1.2013                                          (NARINDERJIT SINGH)



           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER                                                          
