STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phse-VII, SAS Nagar-

160060.                                                                                                  --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o SHO Police Station, 

Phase-8, Mohali-160062.                                                                         -------Respondent

Complaint Case No.3973 of 2013
ORDER

Present: -
Shri Harminder Singh,Complainant in person.

ASI Bhupinder Kumar and Constable Yuvraj Singh on behalf of the 
Respondent.



Complaint dated 6.11.2013 with respect to his RTI application dated 20.09.2013, made address to the PIO, O/o the SHO Police Station, Phase-VIII, Mohali, seeking information in 10 points regarding submission of supplementary challan before the court of law against SI Satnam Singh 341-R etc. in connection with FIR 237 dated 4.9.2005, PS Phase-8, Mohali, has been taken today.

2.

Today during hearing, respondent is directed to provide specific reply in writing regarding status of the complaint dated 8.7.2013, lodged by the complainant with a copy to the Commission for record.
3.

The case is adjourned to 05.02.2014 at 2 PM Court-II for compliance.
 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms.Indu, D/o Sh. Gulzari Lal,

R/o B-173, Ranjit  Avenue,

Amritsar.                                                                                                             --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (Colleges) Punjab,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.
                                                                   -------Respondent

Complaint Case No.2790 of 2013

ORDER
Present: -
Ms Indu, Complainant in person.

Shri Bhupesh Gupta, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.



Complainant stated that information supplied today in the Court is incomplete as the dates of joining have not been mentioned and a copy of the same is taken on record. Respondent offered her inspection of the relevant record. Accordingly she may visit the O/o respondent (Shri Bhupesh Gupta, Senior Assistant) on 10.12.2013 at 10.30 AM and respondent is directed to provide her information identified by her duly attested on the spot.

2.

The case is adjourned to 05.02.2014 at 2 PM Court-II for confirmation of compliance.
 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Makhan Singh Singh,

S/o Shri Jagir Singh, Vill-

Bika, District: SBS Nagar.                                                                      --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

W/S & Sanitation, Punjab,

SBS Nagar.




                                                 -------Respondent

Complaint Case No.4033 of 2013
ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harpal Singh, APIO-cum-SDO on behalf of the Respondent.



Complaint dated 13.11.2013 with respect to his RTI application dated 15.06.2013, made address to the PIO, O/o the Executive Engineer, W/S & Sanitation, Punjab, SBS Nagar seeking information in 8 points regarding water supply schemes etc. has been taken today.
2.

Complainant is not present today in the court and a letter has been received in the Commission vide Diary No.27406, dated 4.12.2013, he sought one adjournment in the case as he has to attend some case in the Supreme Court.

3.

I have gone through the record on file which shows that in the complaint, he has raised some questions and with regard to each point, respondent has supplied point-wise information and some of his queries are in question form regarding which the respondent is not obligate to provide information under the definition of section 2(f) of the RTI Act. No cause of action is left to keep the case pending.  

4. 

In view of the above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.  Balkar Singh s/o
Sh. Bhagat Singh Namdhari

93-94, Band Gate, ,Shiv Chowk, 

Sirsa (Haryana)-125 055    

                                                                                                                            --------Complainant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer (North), W/S
& sanitation, Punjab, Patiala.                                                                              ---------Respondent
Complaint Case No.3425 of 2013
ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.


On the last date of hearing, complainant was directed to visit the respondent office for inspection of record on the date and time fixed by them mutually.
2. 

I have gone through the record and no intimation has been received from either side. It appears complainant has received information and no cause of action is left in this case.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










          Sd/-


Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, Opp. Telephone

Exchange, VPO: Bhattian-bet,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                     --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP Mohali.                                                                                       -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.2424 of 2013

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,Appellant in person.

SI Jaskaran Singh and ASI Pawandev Singh on behalf of the Respondent.



By an RTI application dated 23.07.2013, appellant sought information from the PIO, O/o the SSP Mohali, seeking information in 13 points (with 3 sub-points) regarding expenses incurred and bills raised for security provided by Punjab Police during IPL 2013 matches played at Punjab Cricket Stadium at Mohali. After having received no information, he filed present appeal in the Commission on 06.11.2013 which is taken today for hearing.

2. 

During hearing, respondent stated that due information point-wise has been provided to the appellant vide letter No.1107/13/50977/G/RTI, dated 30.09.2013 after obtaining the legal opinion from the DDA/Legal and a copy of the same has been placed on Commission record. Respondent also further stated that copies of correspondence made with the COO Kings Eleven, Punjab, President PCA Mohali and Chairman, PCA Mohali from time to time by the SSP SAS Nagar (Mohali) with copies to DGP, Punjab, DGP(Security), DIG Roopnagar Range, Roopnagar and District Magistrate SAS Nagar for necessary action. Appellant raised issue regarding point No. 7.3 and 7.4. Respondent submitted that information pertaining to these points is not available in his office. Appellant also contended that information pertaining to point 7.8 (with sub-points A, B, C & D) should be provided. Respondent stated that no information with respect to these
Cont…p/2

-2-
points exists in the material form, hence, this information could be given. As the appellant has not sought any document but he is only seeking clarification (regarding rules and regulations) in the form that:


 7.8
“Is it true that as per Punjab Police Rules, 1034 and instructions issued in 

September 1995 by Government of India (GOI), forces deployed to other 


Governments may be withdrawn in case of default in timely payment and 


so far 
the force provided to private parties/organizations, corporate bodies 

and individuals is concerned, the cost of police deployed should be recovered in 
full and in advance.


7.8 A
Is the above applicable to Punjab Police.



7.8 B
If yes, name, and designation of the personnel responsible to 



enforce it.



7.8 C
Is it true that PCA/ Kings XI Punjab already owe huge sums of 



money to Punjab Police from previous matches played at PCA 



stadium, and for which bills were raised and reminders served, but 



continue to remain unpaid, in case they have paid please state 



specifically.



7.8 D
If the above is true then on whose orders or responsibility security 



was provided without obtaining full payment in advance, in the face 



of what it stated in query 7.8.”
3.

Appellant’s submission was that he has quoted the Rule of same application or not, if yes, then who is responsible to inforce that as per (name & designation).
4.

In view of above, matter before the Commission is it under section 2(j) & 2(f) “right to information” means the right to information accessible under this Act which is held by or under the control of any public authority and includes the right to-

(i)
Inspection of work, documents, record;


(ii)
Taking notes, extracts, or certified coies lof documents or records;

(iii) taking certified samples of material;  
Cont…p/3
-3-

(iv) obtaining information in the form of diskettes, floppies, tapes, video cassettes or in any other electronic mode or through printouts where such information is stored in a computer or in any other device;

2(f)
“Information” means any material in any form, including records, documents, memos, e-mails, opinions, advices, press releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contracts, reports, papers, samples, models, data material held in any electronic form and information relating to any private body which can kbe accessed by a public authority under any other law for the time being in force;”

5.

The issue is that what he has sought is as per section 2(f) because in this his query is regarding the application of the Rule. Appellant is asking Public Authority (CPIO) to give in writing in form of ‘yes’ or ‘no’ & if yes then authority is responsible to enforce this and regarding this it may have come under the definition of section 2(f). If the appellant had only asked for certified copy of rules & regulations, then PIO is obligate to provide information “which is held by or under the control of any authority” he is not obligate to create information (or admit or deny) (in the form of ‘yes’ or ‘no’).

6.

The respondent had supplied information in a performa regarding the amount pertaining to expenditure. Respondent is directed to supply legible copies of information (earlier provided) as per his submission: any more information if it may exist in his office in material form relevant to his RTI queries.
7.

The case is adjourned to 10.02.2014 at 2 PM Court-II for compliance.
 

8.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










           Sd/-


Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

# 1722, Sector: 14, Hissar-125 001.                                                            --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP Roopnagar.
FAA            -do-                                                                                        -------Respondent
Appeal Case No.2416 of 2013

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.
DSP Harpal Singh and ASI Harkesh Singh on behalf of the Respondent.



By an RTI application dated 08.04.2013, appellant sought information from the PIO, O/o the SSP Roopnagar, seeking information in 6 points (with ‘a’ to ‘h’ sub-points) regarding accounts of the Community Policing Resource Centre (CPRC) to whom this application has been made. After having received no information, he filed present appeal in the Commission on 06.11.2013 which is taken today for hearing.
 

2.

On perusal of record on file, appellant made a letter dated 3.12.2013 to the Commission (By name) alleging that he has made complaint against her (SIC) to the Governor of Punjab( a copy of which has been enclosed) and he further stated that during the pendency of the complaint, hearing of the cases filed by him will not be in the interest of justice. He has requested the Commission to recommend transfer of this case to the Bench of Shri Narinderjit Singh, State Information Commissioner.
3. 

In view of the above, the case is sent to the Registry Branch of the Commission. Deputy Registrar may put up the matter before the Ld. C.I.C. for further orders.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

CC:      Deputy Registrar, SICP (with file).

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravi Gakhar S/o

Sh.Narinder Kumar,

R/o # 459, Phase-3A, Mohali.                                                                     --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o SHO Matour, Phase-7,

Mohali.                                                                                                     -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.2421 of 2013

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ravi Gakhar, Advocate, Appellant in person.

ASI Lakhwinder Kumar on behalf of the Respondent.



By an RTI application dated 06.03.2013, appellant sought information from the PIO, O/o the SHO Matour, Phase-7,Mohali seeking information in 3 points regarding Shri Avinash Aggarwal S/o Shri Ramesh Aggarwal, R/o H.No. 2934, Phase-7, Mohali. 
2.

After having received no information, he filed present appeal in the Commission on 06.11.2013 which is taken today for hearing.
 

3. 

During the course of hearing, respondent has sought one adjournment to provide information to which the appellant has no objection. However, respondent is directed to provide status of the complaint to him in writing within 15 days.

4.

The case is adjourned to 19.02.2014 at 2 PM Court-II with the consent of the parties for compliance.
 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                                                Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravi Gakhar S/o

Sh.Narinder Kumar,

R/o # 459, Phase-3A, Mohali.                                                                     --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o SHO Matour, Phase-7,

Mohali.                                                                                                      -------Respondent
Appeal Case No.2422 of 2013

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ravi Gakhar, Advocate, Appellant in person.

ASI Lakhwinder Kumar on behalf of the Respondent.



By an RTI application dated 06.03.2013, appellant sought information from the PIO, O/o the SHO Matour, Phase-7,Mohali seeking information in 3 points regarding Shri Avinash Aggarwal S/o Shri Ramesh Aggarwal, R/o H.No. 2934, Phase-7, Mohali. 

2.

After having received no information, he filed present appeal in the Commission on 06.11.2013 which is taken today for hearing.
 

3. 

During the course of hearing, respondent has sought one adjournment to provide information to which the appellant has no objection. However, respondent is directed to provide status of the complaint to him in writing within 15 days.

4.

The case is adjourned to 19.02.2014 at 2 PM Court-II with the consent of the parties for compliance.
 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











 Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sunil Kumar s/o Sh.Megh Nath,
21052, Gali No.11, Ajit Road,
Bathinda.          
                                                                                             --------Appellant

                                             Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE), 

PSEB Complex, Sector 62, Mohali.

FAA:     -do-                                                                                                       ----------Respondent
Appeal Case No.126 of 2013

ORDER

Present: - 
Shri Sunil Kumar, Appellant in person.

      
None on behalf of the respondent.


Heard appellant.

2.

The order is reserved.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











 Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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



                  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, S/o Sh.Bachna Ram, 

VPO: Boha, Tehsil: Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.                                               --------Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (S), Punjab, Vidya Bhawan,

Sector: 62, Mohali.

FAA            -do-                                                                                        -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.1440 of 2013

ORDER
Present: - 
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Appellant in person.

      
None on behalf of the respondent.


Heard appellant in detail.

2.

Order is reserved.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










 Sd/-

Chandigarh                                                                             (Mrs.Jaspal Kaur)
Dated: 05.12.2013                                                     State Information Commissioner

