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Ravinder Kumar,

“Shaheed Vikrant Youth Club”,

V. – Chhatwal,

P. O. – Jandwal,

Pathankot







      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer,

Public Health (Water & Sanitation),

Pathankot







       ..…Respondent

C. C . No. 3226 of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Kuldip Kumar Sharma, S. D. O., for the Respondent.




  _____



The RTI request is dated 20.09.2011 and the information demanded pertains to water filtration plants installed at Chhiber , Block – Dhar. The complaint with the Commission is dated 22.10.2011.
2.

The Respondent submits a letter, dated 12.12.2011, appended to which is an acknowledgement receipt, signed by the information-seeker, dated 30.11.2011, confirming the receipt of the requisite information. This is taken on record.


Since the information stands,  the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ramesh Chand Dania (Retd.)

S/o Sh. Raju Ram,

Near F. C. I. Godown,

New Grain Market,

Barnala - 148101






       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Barnala

      





       ..…Respondent
C. C . No. 3253 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Ramesh Chand Dania, Complainant, in person.

Mr. Kamalpreet Puri, Naib Tehsildar, Barnala,  for the Respondent.





  _____



The RTI request is dated 13.09.2011 and the information demanded pertains to seeking details about the fixation of pay of certain employees. The complaint with the Commission is dated 28.10.2011.


The I.P.O. No. 01F 7366490 is returned to the Complainant.

2.

The documents on record reveal that his RTI request was transferred by the Respondent – S. D. M. office  to record-keeper (General) on 05.10.2011 to supply the requisite information.

3.

The Respondent says that in so far as the order of fixation of pay is 

concerned, it relates to year 1988 and efforts have been made and it has not been traced.
The Respondent submits a copy of the response, dated 12.12.2011, 

given to the Complainant, whose acknowledgement receipt is appended with it. It is taken on record. 



In view of this,  the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
     
Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Labh Singh

S/o Sh. Barkha Singh,

Waraich Colony,

Samana,

Distt. – Patiala
 





      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Samana,

Distt. - Patiala.







      ..…Respondent
C. C . No.  3254 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Ishwar Dass, Patwari, for the Respondent.




  _____



The RTI request is dated 27.07.2011, wherein, the information demanded pertains to a copy of the report no. 232 dated 15.01.2008. The complaint with the Commission is dated 02.11.2011.
2.

The Respondent shows an acknowledgement receipt, signed by the information-seeker, dated 28.07.2011, confirming the receipt of the information. This is taken on record.


Since the information stands,  the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Narinder Singh

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh,

V. – Baddanpur (Dera Amrtisaria),

P. O. – Bahadurgarh,

Teh. & Distt. - Patiala





         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,
Patiala.







          ..…Respondent

C. C . No. 3262 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Narinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Mr. Sewa Singh, Inspector, for the Respondent.




  _____



The RTI request is dated 03.09.2011. The information demanded pertains to log-book of police vehicles etc. The complaint with the Commission is dated 05.11.2011.
2.

The Respondent hands over the requisite information to the Complainant during the hearing today. A copy of the same is also taken on record.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Rajinder Singh

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

V. – Sampurangarh,

P. O. – Masingan,

Teh. & Distt. – Patiala





         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







        ..…Respondent
C. C . No. 3265 of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Rajinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Mr. Ram Jatin, Sr. Asstt., Home - 3 Branch, for the Respondent.




 
 _____



The RTI request is dated 07.09.2011. The information demanded pertains to action taken report on the information-seeker’s complaint, dated 30.11.2010. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 04.11.2011.
2.

The Respondent says that the notice of hearing, alongwith a copy of the RTI request, was received on 12.12.2011 and seeks time to respond.


The Respondent is directed to give an appropriate response to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and endorse a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.  The information to be provided should be duly attested and legible.



The case is adjourned to 06.01.2012(Friday) at 11:00 A.M. in Chamber/Court No. 2, S. C. O.  32 – 34, Sector  17 – C, Chandigarh.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bakhshish Singh S/o Sh. Inder Singh, 

V. P. O. – Harpalpur,  

Tehsil – Rajpura,

Distt. - Patiala.








..… Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Superintending Engineer,

P. W. D. (B & R), Circle – 1,

Patiala.
  

First Appellate Authority
O/o Chief Engineer, (P.M.G.S.Y.)


P. W. D. (B & R), Division – 3,

Patiala.







             ..…Respondents
A. C . No. 1139  of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Bakhshish Singh, Appellant, in person.

Mr. Bankesh Sharma, S.D.O.,  for  the Respondents.




  _____



The RTI  request  is, dated 07.07.2011.  The information demanded is on 06 points pertaining to a road constructed under Prime Minister  Sarak Yojna Scheme (PMGSY).  The appeal with the first appellate authority is dated 19.09.2011 and second appeal  with  the Commission is dated 04.11.2011.

2.

A perusal of documents on record reveals that a response on all the 06 points was sent to the information-seeker on 29.08.2011 and 07.09.2011 despite the fact that  Point No. 05 and 06 are in the nature of questions and questions do not constitute information under Section 2(f)  of the RTI Act, 2005. 

3.

The  main  grievance  of the Appellant is that he has not been provided the supporting documents in respect of  06 points.  It has been noticed  that  no specific documents have been demanded by the information-seeker despite that  the Respondent has informed the information-seeker that the documents like agreement, estimate and tender etc. are available with the XEN, Construction  Division, PWD, B&R, Nabha.  The Respondent says that though the work has now been transferred to their 
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Division but the documents still are held by the XEN of the above-mentioned  Construction  Division.

4.

The representative of the Respondent-PIO, Sub Division No.3, PWD B&R, Patiala is directed to procure these documents from  Nabha, get these  attested and provide the same to the information-seeker before the next date of hearing.  The Respondent  will  also endorse a copy of the covering letter to the Commission.



The case is adjourned to 06.01.2012 (Friday) at 11.00 A.M., in Chamber, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sikander Singh

S/o Sh. Achhra Singh,

V. P. O. – Chhapaar,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 141204






..… Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


First Appellate Authority
O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







..…Respondents

A. C . No. 1146  of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Sikander Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Ms Maninderpal Kaur,  and  Ms Narinder Kaur, Sr. Assistants, for 

the Respondents.




  _____



The RTI request is, dated 11.07.2011, addressed to PIO o/o Chief Secretary, Punjab, regarding appointment of Mr. H.S. Mattewal as Legal Adviser in the rank of Cabinet Minister and other issues. This application was rejected on 23.08.2011 on the plea that the information has not been sought in the  prescribed  proforma.  This was challenged by the information-seeker  in his appeal to the first appellate authority, dated 12.09.2011.  The second appeal with the Commission  is  dated 05.11.2011. 

2.

 There is no provision  in the Act  that  prescribes a particular  proforma  to seek information and this Commission has also held in AC-740 of 2009 that information can be sought on a plain  piece of paper. Therefore, this act on the part of PIO o/o Home Affairs and Justice Department is  legally  untenable.

3.

The information-seeker today shows a copy of the response, dated 01.11.2011, that he has received from the Respondent appended  to  which  is a copy of the notification, dated 15.06.2011, giving effect to the  appointment of Mr. H.S. Mattewal, 
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ex-Advocate General as Legal Adviser to the Government.  As per this notification, the Legal Adviser has been given the status of Cabinet Minister.  It is also mentioned that 

His  terms and conditions will be issued later on.  The covering letter states that this is a temporary appointment for the period 15.06.2011 to 29.02.2011 (perhaps this is a  typographical mistake.  This should be 2012).  It is also mentioned that as far as legal advice tendered by the Adviser, this information could be procured from the Chief Minister Secretariat. The Appellant says that he has not been informed as to who other persons have been given the rank of a Cabinet or State Minister etc.   

4.

The representatives of the Respondent-PIO from the Home Affairs and Justice Department say that insofar as giving of Cabinet or State Minister rank to persons  other  than Mr. Mattewal is concerned, this information is held by the Cabinet Affairs Branch o/o Chief Secretary.  They also say that the terms and conditions of appointment of the Legal Adviser have not  yet  been  finalized.

5.

In fact, the PIO o/o Chief Secretary, did not transfer the original RTI request under Section 6(3) to the PIO o/o Chief Minister Secretariat, and only  asked  the  appellant to get the information from C.M. Secretariat.  This is  contrary  to provisions of  RTI Act, 2005.  On the other hand, PIO should  have  collected  the information from the Cabinet Affairs Branch on rank of Cabinet/State Minister given to individuals  and given the same to the Appellant.  This has not been done.  Therefore, PIO o/o Chief Secretary is directed to provide the list of persons who have been given the Cabinet/Minister of State rank etc. from the Branch concerned and supply it to the Appellant free of cost before the next date of hearing.  This information should be duly attested and legible.

6.

Since the point pertaining to the Chief Minister Secretariat on the number of cases in which advice has been tendered by the Legal Adviser has not been transferred under Section 6(3), the Appellant may file a fresh application under the Right 
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to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO o/o Chief Minister and obtain the requisite information. 

7.

 It is also pertinent to mention that the first appellate authority has not acted on the first appeal of the Appellant, dated 12.09.2011, as mandated under the 

Right to Information Act, 2005 and this act of the appellate authority o/o Chief Secretary needs to be depreciated.  The first appellate authority  should have  called the parties 

concerned giving them an opportunity of being heard, examined the documents on record as well as the original RTI application and acted under the provisions  of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 

8.

 Nevertheless, it is reiterated that the PIO o/o Chief Secretary will provide the information to the Appellant in respect of giving of Cabinet./Minister of State rank to other appointees/persons  in  Punjab.



The case is adjourned to 06.01.2012 (Friday) at 11.00 A.M., in Chamber, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sukhwinder Singh

S/o Sh. Babu Ram,

H. No. 58 – B,

Sarabha Nagar,

Patiala.









..… Appellant 
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Inspector General of Police, (HQ), Punjab,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.


First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Inspector General of Police, (HQ), Punjab,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





..…Respondents

A. C . No. 1151  of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, Appellant, in person.

Mr. Purshotam Kumar, H.C., for the Respondents.




  _____



The RTI request is, dated 13.06.2011 and is addressed to PIO-cum-I.G.P. (Hqrs.), Punjab, Chandigarh. The information demanded is on 09 points pertaining to representations made by the information-seeker on different dates in a service  matter.   He has also demanded photo copies pertaining to grant of increment to him  with effect from 03.03.1976.  His appeal with the first appellate authority is dated 14.09.2011 and  with  the Commission  is dated 08.11.2011.

2.

The Respondent submits a response to the Commission, dated 12.12.2011, which is taken on record. A copy of this has also been given to the Appellant who says that this is not relevant to his RTI request, dated 13.06.2011.

3.

The Appellant and the Respondent have agreed to meet in the o/o  RTI Cell  at the Police Headquarters, Sector 9, on 21.12.2011 (Wednesday) at 11.00 A.M.  The Respondent will make available all the relevant files, in which appellant’s representations as  mentioned  in the RTI  request  were dealt with, to the Appellant for 
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inspection.  The Appellant may identify the documents that he requires and photo copies of the same shall be provided to him on the spot.  In case certain files are not in the custody of the Respondent and are in the court where, the Respondent says, a case of the Appellant  is pending, then an appropriate response shall be provided to the Appellant.

4.

There  will  be  no further adjournment in this case.



The case is adjourned to 06.01.2012 (Friday) at 11.00 A.M., in Chamber, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bhagwan Singh

S/o Sh. Arjun Singh, 

V.P.O. – Harpalpur,

Tehsil – Rajpura,

Distt. – Patiala.








..… Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, Rajpura.

First Appellate Authority
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Rajpura.


   



             ..…Respondents

A. C . No. 1156  of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Bhagwan Singh, Appellant, in person.

Mr. Gurmander  Singh, Tehsildar,  for the Respondents.




  _____



The RTI request is dated 04.08.1011.  The information demanded is regarding a  land dispute.  The appeal with the first appellate authority is  dated 19.09.2011 an d  second appeal with the Commission is dated 04.11.2011.

2.

The Appellant says that he has received  the  information  and is satisfied.



Accordingly.,  the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 13.12.2011.



              State Information Commissioner.
