STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhagwan Singh,

S/o Shri Arjan Singh,

V.P.O.: Harpalpur,

Tehsil: Rajpura, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintendent,

Central Jail, Patiala.







 Respondent
CC – 432/2011

Present:
Shri  Bhagwan Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Satwinder Singh, Assistant Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent places of record a letter No. 3379, dated 06.04.2011 alongwith photo copies of four documents showing that Shri Bhagwan Singh was confined to imprisonment on 25.11. 1998  for  ten days and was released on 04.12.1998. He states that this information has already been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 162/RTI, dated 15.02.2011. He hands over one copy of the information to the Complainant in the court today. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Major Singh,

S/o Shri Karnail Singh,

R/o Patti Gahu, Village: Longowal, 

Tehsil & District: Sangrur. 






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar, Bathinda.






 Respondent

CC -  380/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present during   any of the two hearings held so far in the instant case. 
2.

Therefore,   the instant case is disposed of due to non-pursuance by both the parties. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

S/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village: Jalal Khera, P.O.:  Sullar,

District: Patiala.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintendent of Police(D), Patiala.



 Respondent

CC - 450/2011

Present:
Shri  Jasbir Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harbhajan Singh, S.P.(D); Shri Bhupinder Singh, ASI and Shri Hakam Singh, H.C., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Harbhajan Singh, S.P.(D) is present in the Court today and makes a written submission vide letter No. 68/591-94, dated 06.04.2011,  in which it has been admitted that due to a clerical mistake ‘Labour Court’ has been written in the report in place of Consumer Court. Shri Harbhajan Singh, S.P.(D) submits that since the requisite information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed.  

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)







                         REGISTERED

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, Street No. 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shiv Puri Road,

P.O.: Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1258/2009
Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira on behalf of the Complainant. 

 None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER

1.

 In this case a compensation of Rs. 4500/-(Four thousand five hundred only) was awarded to the Complainant on 15.03.2011 for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the requisite information and the case was fixed conformation of compliance on orders on 29.03.2011.
2.

None was present on behalf of the Respondent on 29.03.2011. While giving one more opportunity to the Respondent PIO to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 15.03.2011, the case was adjourned and fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders of the Commission and a 
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copy of the orders was sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government to issue necessary instructions to the PIO to comply with the orders of the Commission. 

3.

Today again,  none is present on behalf of the Respondent PIO and no compliance report has been received so far. Taking a serious view of the dis-obedience of the orders of the Commission by the Public Authority, strict directions are issued to the Public Authority to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 15.03.2011 before the next date of hearing otherwise suitable directions will be issued to the competent authority to take further necessary action as per Punjab Government Rules/Instructions. 

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders of the Commission dated 15.03.2011 on  15. 04. 2011 at 11.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
CC:
 1.  
Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, 



6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2. Principal Secretary, Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh,

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh,

Village: Manemajra, Block: Chamkaur Sahib,

District: Roopnagar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Roopnagar.








 Respondent

CC - 305/2011

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Swarn Deep Singh, D.S.P. Chamkaur Sahib and Shri Ranjit Singh, A.S.I., office of S.S.P. Roopnagar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Swarn Deep Singh, D.S.P. Chamkaur Sahib states that the inquiry has been completed and the Inquiry Report  has been approved by the competent authority which is to be put up in the court for final approval. He submits that since the approval  of the court is awaited, the statements of the witnesses may not be allowed to be supplied to the Complainant under Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
3.

The Complainant states that he has obtained Inquiry Report from the Scheduled Caste Commission  to whom the Inquiry Report alongwith copies
Contd…..p/2
CC - 305/2011



-2-
 of statements of witnesses has been furnished by the S.S.P. Ropar.  The Respondent submits that the Complainant may be directed to get the requisite information from the Scheduled Caste Commission on whose directions the inquiry has been conducted. 
4.

Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to file a fresh application with the Scheduled Caste Commission to obtain the requisite information. 

5.

In these circumstances, the instant case is  disposed of and closed.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh,

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh,

Village: Manemajra, Block: Chamkaur Sahib,

District: Roopnagar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Roopnagar.








 Respondent

CC - 306/2011

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Swarn Deep Singh, D.S.P. Chamkaur Sahib and Shri Ranjit Singh, A.S.I., office of S.S.P. Roopnagar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the inquiry has been completed and now the Challan is to be filed in the Court. He assures that as and when the Challan is  filed in the Court, statements of the witnesses will be supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

On the assurance given by Shri Swarn Deep Singh, DSP, Chamkaur Sahib to supply the statements of the witnesses to the Complainant  after the Challan is filed in the court,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh,

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh,

Village: Manemajra, Block: Chamkaur Sahib,

District: Roopnagar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Roopnagar.


 Respondent

CC - 307/2011

Present:
Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Swarn Deep Singh, D.S.P. Chamkaur Sahib and Shri Ranjit Singh, A.S.I., office of S.S.P. Roopnagar, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states the he wants copies of the statements of witnesses recorded  during  the inquiry conducted by Shri Manminder Singh, former D.S.P. Chamkaur Sahib on a complaint filed by Mrs. Paramjit Kaur wife of Shri Sant Singh. The Respondent assures that the requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant within a week.
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of . However, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again in case the information is not supplied to him by 15.04.2011.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prithipal Singh,

S/o Shri Sadhu Singh,

House No. 86, Phase-2,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mohali.








 Respondent

CC -  393/2011

Present:
Shri Prithipal Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Manjit Singh, S.H.O. and Shri Darshan Singh, ASI,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Manjit Singh, S.H.O. is present in the court today and hands over requisite information in respect of verification of tenants of House No. 86, Phase-2, Mohali. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

# 539/112/3, Street No. 1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shiv Puri Road,

P.O.: Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 112/2011
Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira on behalf of the Appellant. 

 Smt. Surinder Kaur, Sub Inspector,  on behalf of the  Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record a written submission from Deputy Commissioner Police, Ludhiana vide letter No. 33/RTI, dated 06.04.2011 and the information relating to Ludhiana City only, which is  supplied to the representative of the Appellant today in the Court. 
2.

In the written submission it has been inter-alia stated as under:-

“ fJj th fieo:'r j? fe g[fb; efwôBo/N b[fXnkDk fibQk b[fXnkDk dk e[ZM fjZ;k j? ns/ nghb eosk tb'A i' ;{uBk wzrh rJh j? T[j b[fXnkDk g{o/ fibQk Bkb ;pzXs j? fi; ftu g[fb; fibQk yzBk ns/ g[fb; fibQk b[fXnkDk fdjksh ôkfwb jB. doyk;s eosk tb'A fdZsh rJh doyk;s nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN 2005  dh Xkok sfjs ;hBhno g[fb; egskB b[fXnkDk(fdjksh) ns/ ;hBhno g[fb; egskB yzBk Bz{ spdhb ehsh iKdh j?.” 
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3.

Accordingly, the Appellant is directed to go through the information supplied to his representative today in the court and send observations, if any, to the Respondent within 15 days,  with a copy to the Commission.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Ravinder Singla,

ENT Specialist,

Primary Health Centre,

Goniana Mandi, 

District: Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Primary Health Centre,

Goniana Mandi, 

District: Bathinda.







 Respondent

CC - 172/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Raj Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

This case has been transferred to this Bench from the Bench of Shri Darbara Singh Kahlon, SIC,  who demitted office on 11.03.2011,  on his retirement. 
2.

The Respondent states that as per the directions of the Commission on 16.02.2011,  he alongwith Dr. Ravinder Singla, Complainant, visited the office of Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab and statements of his G.P. Fund were  reconciled with the concerned Branch of Directorate of Health and Family Welfare.
3.

The Respondent informs that the Senior Medical Officer, P.H.C., 
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Goniana Mandi  has asked the Complainant  vide letter No. 616, dated 
21.03.2011 to send a Certificate to the effect that he has received copies of Schedules handed over to him on 16.03.2011. He further  informs that a reply to the letter of the Complainant dated 28.03.2011 has also been sent by the Senior Medical Officer vide letter No. 696, dated 04.04.2011. The Respondent submits that since the information, as available on the record of S.M.O., P.H.C, Goniana Mandi, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be closed. 
4.

Since the Complainant is not present today, he is contacted on his Mobile No. 90232-82269,  who confirms that he has received a letter dated 04.04.2011 from the S.M.O.  only yesterday. 
5.

Since the information stands provided,  the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pala Singh, Nambardar,

S/o Shri Ujjagar Singh,

R/o Village: Jhanda Bagga Nawan,

P.O.: Fatehgarh Panjtoor,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Makhu, District: Ferozepur. 





 Respondent

CC - 3699/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Satnam Singh, Clerk; Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary; Shr Sucha Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Smt. Baljit Kaur, Sarpanch,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Smt. Baljit Kaur, Sarpanch of Village Jhanda Bagga Nawan places on record a photo copy of letter No. 2313, dated 14.09.2010 from B.D.P.O.,  Makhu addressed to the Complainant vide which  the Complainant was asked to obtain the requisite information after depositing Rs. 975/- as cost of the documents. She states that this letter was written to the Complainant within one month but he has not deposited the said amount till date. She places on record a report from Shri Malkiat Singh, Gardener-cum-Chaukidar, which reads as under:-
“ w?A wbehs f;zx, u"ehdko ;pzXs ftnesh gkbk f;zx dh fJsbkj eotkT[D frnk go gkbk f;zx fpnk; frnk j'D eoe/ xo BjhA fwb ;fenk. gozs{ gZso dh ekgh u"ehdko ;toB f;zx dh jkioh ftu xo d/ nZr/ brk fdZsh  j?.”
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2.

The Respondent states that the information is ready with them and the Complainant can collect the information after depositing Rs. 975/- as cost of the documents on any working day from Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary. 

3.

Accordingly, the Complainant  is directed to collect the information from Shri Kulwant Singh, Panchayat Secretary after depositing Rs. 975/- as cost of the documents.
4.

In these circumstances,   the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Gupta,

Main Bazar, Talwandi Sabo,

District: Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Talwandi Sabo, District: Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC -  405/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Kulbir Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent places on record a written submission dated 07.04.2011 in which he has stated that Shri Raj Kumar Gupta, Complainant, deposited R.C. No. PB-03.N-0186 in the office of S. D. M. Talwandi Sabo for transfer in which entry of cancellation of HPA was not  signed by D.T.O. Bathinda. Accordingly, the Complainant was handed over the R.C. alongwith other documents and was asked to get the entry attested by D.T.O. Bathinda but receipt was not taken from him as he, being a local resident, is well known to him. 
2.

The Respondent states that after a period of 3 years Shri Raj Kumar Gupta  has filed a complaint for returning the said R.C.,  which has 
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actually been returned to him 3 years ago.  The Respondent  alleges that the 

Complainant is filing complaints just to harass the officials of the office of S.D.M. Talwandi Sabo.  He reiterates that the said R.C. is not available in their office.
3.

Since the R.C. is not available in the office of S.D.M. Talwandi Sabo as per written submission made by the Respondent,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

# 8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur, District: Ludhiana.




Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police(Rural),

Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.





 Respondent

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police, Zonal-2,

Jalandhar.








Respondent

AC - 138/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Bhupinder Singh S.P.(HQ) Jagraon; Shri Prem Singh, SHO and Shri Harpreet Singh, H.C., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A  fax message has been received from the Complainant informing the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings today due to ill health. He has requested to adjourn the case.
2.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Bhupinder Singh, S.P.(HQ) is present in the court today and has brought Roj Namcha Register for the period from 17.03.2009 to 16.04.2009.  A perusal of the Register reveals that DDR No. 28 has been entered in the register on 18.04.2009. He further states that a comprise was reached between the 
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concerned parties and thus statements of witnesses were not recorded in the instant case. He informs that the complaint filed by Shri Magh Singh is not available in the record.  He asserts that Shri Raj Kumar Gupta is neither a party nor a witness in the instant case and more-over, Shri Magh Singh has requested them that statements of witnesses may not be supplied to any other person, being third party information. 
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that an inquiry be conducted by S. P. (HQ) regarding missing of the complaint  filed by Shri Magh Singh and necessary action be taken.

4.

In these circumstances,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA,

House No. 6, Sector:5, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, District: Kapurthala.





 Respondent

CC - 3551/2010
Present:
Shri Aminder Singh, Advocate, on  behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Bhupinder Singh, B.D.P.O. Dhilwan, and Shri Surjit Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant confirms that the information has been received day-before-yesterday by the Complainant. Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, Complainant is contacted on his Mobile No. 9815333333 who confirms that the information has by received by him but he has not gone through it. He desires that the case may be adjourned for 15 days. 
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will send his observations, if any,  on the information supplied to him, to the B.D.P.O. with a copy to the Commission.
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3.

On the request of the Counsel for the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 28.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, MLA,

House No. 6, Sector:5, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nadala, District: Kapurthala.





 Respondent

CC - 3613/2010

Present:
Shri Aminder Singh, Advocate, on  behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Bhupinder Singh, B.D.P.O. Dhilwan, and Shri Surjit Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Ld. Counsel for the Complainant confirms that the information has been received day-before-yesterday by the Complainant. Shri Sukhpal Singh Khaira, Complainant is contacted on his Mobile No. 9815333333 who confirms that the information has by received by him but he has not gone through it. He desires that the case may be adjourned for 15 days. 

2.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will send his observations, if any,  on the information supplied to him, to the B.D.P.O. with a copy to the Commission.
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3.

On the request of the Counsel for the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 28.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Parkash Kaur Dhillon,

2448, Centennial Way Corona, CA 92882, USA,

C/o Shri Gurbinder Singh Shergill,

S/o Shri Kartar Singh, Lambardar,

Near Senior Secondary School,

VPO: Bhucho Kalan, District: Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.








Respondent
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 435/2011

Present:
Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Harmeet Singh, ASI, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

CC-704/2011 heard by Ld. Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, on 05.04.2011 has been transferred to this Bench to be heard alongwith  the instant case (CC-435/2011).
2.

A perusal of the orders passed  by Ld. C.I.C.  on 05.04.2011 reveals that the Respondent has raised a point that the information seeker is not a Citizen of India as per provision of Section 3 of the RTI Act,2005 as the right to seek information is conferred only on a Citizen of India. 
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3.

The Respondent states that the present application under Section 18 of RTI Act, 2005 is not maintainable as the information seeker has no right to seek information under the Act ibid.   
4.

Accordingly it is directed that Ld. Counsel for the Complainant Shri Chaman Lal Goyal will make his written submission alongwith citations, if any, from  Citizenship Act, 1995 and the Respondent PIO will also make written submission to prove that Smt. Parkash Kaur Dhillon is not a citizen of India. 
5.

In these circumstances, the proceedings in both the cases will only commence,  after it is proved that Smt. Parkash Kaur Dhillon is a citizen of India and has right to seek information under RTI Act, 2005.
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 07. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner

