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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S . Hundal,

House No. 3402/71, 

Mohali. 





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,  

Jagraon, -142026

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,  

Jagraon, -142026





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  955 of 2014

&
Shri H.S. Hundal, 

Kothi No.3402, Sector 71,

Ajitgarh.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

(Ludhiana Rural), Jagraon-142026.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

(Ludhiana Rural), Jagraon-142026.


    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2285  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

HC Harpreet Singh alongwith ASI Gurtej Singh on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last dates of hearing on 16.4.2014 and on 21.4.2014 in AC-2285/2013 and on 16.4.2014 in AC-955/2014.
2.

The respondent has placed a written reply bearing No.221 dated 17.4.2014 in AC-955/2014.  The respondent had earlier placed a written reply bearing No.84/5A dated 14.4.2014 in AC-2285/2013.
3.

I have heard the respondents.  Their plea is that complete information has been furnished in both the cases and that there are no deficiency in the same.

3.

The appellant is again absent today. However he has moved a single application received vide diary No.10383 dated 8.5.2014 stating that his four cases are pending for hearing in the Commission before the Chief Information Commissioner, including AC-2285/2013 and AC-955/2014. It is averred that complete information has not been provided by the respondents, but he has prayed to withdraw all the cases with permission to file afresh.
4

In view of the written request of the appellant, the above mentioned two cases are closed and consigned to record. Copy of this order shall be placed in the case files of both the cases.




( R.I. Singh)



May 8, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar, s/o Shri Nem Chand, 

SCO 156, 2nd Floor , Leela Bhawan , Patiala.

      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Technical education and Industrial Training, Punjab,,

Sector 36, Chandigarh. 



    

-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 4263 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Prince on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-PIO alongwith Shri Harjinder Singh, Superintendent (Machinery) and Shri Krishan Singh, Instructor (Machinery) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply bearing No.609 dated 7.5.2014 as a counter to the affidavit filed by the complainant.  A copy of the same has also been provided to the complainant.

2.

I have heard the parties and perused the record.  Information has been furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant except in respect of Sr. No.2, 3, 5, 6, 8 and 11 of RTI application dated 23.10.2013.  The plea of the respondent is that all transactions relating to the above mentioned queries of the information-seeker were done at the level of  concerned ITIs and that the original record in respect of all these queries is available only with the concerned ITIs.  It is further averred that all the ITIs have been constituted by notification or an order of the Government and are, therefore, independent public authorities under Section 2(h)(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  It is further averred that under Section 6(3), the obligation of a PIO to transfer a request for information, which is held by another public authority is in- respect of only one public authority.  It is pleaded that there is no legal obligation on the part of the PIO to transfer the request for information to multiple public authorities.  In case the information is held by more than one public authority,  it is averred that the information-seeker should approach the concerned public authorities i.e. ITIs, Kalanaur, Samrala, Amritsar, Amritsar (W), Nabha, Sunam, Jalandhar (W), Moga, Ferozepur, Fazilika, Phagwara, Bathinda or any other ITI.  The plea of the Complainant, on the other hand, is that the present respondent-PIO be directed to collect information from all these institutions and thereafter furnish the same.  His plea is that as the respondent exercises supervisory authority over these ITIs and normally such information should be available with it and if it is not available, it should be collected and furnished.

3.

This Commission has consistently held that under Section 6 of the RTI Act, the obligation of a PIO to furnish information is in respect of the information held by that public authority within the meaning of Section 2(j) of the RTI Act.  The obligation of the PIO to transfer the request for information, if information is held by another public authority, is only to one public authority.  The expression used in Section 6 of the Act is authority and not authorities.  Therefore, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the present complaint which was filed in the Commission on 3.12.2013.  The complainant, however, is free to approach the concerned ITIs, which are independent public authorities within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, to obtain the information from them directly.





( R.I. Singh)



May 8, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal,

Advocate, H.No.3402,

Sector 71, Mohali.





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 594 of 2014

&

Shri H.S . Hundal,

House no. 3402/71, 

Mohali. 





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court,

Chandigarh.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  983 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri S.C.Malik, PIO alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing on 16.4.2014 and is again absent today.  However, he has moved a single application in four cases bearing Nos. AC-594/2014 and AC-983/2014 in which respondent is the PIO of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and two cases bearing No. AC-2285/2013 & AC-955/2014 in which Senior Superintendent of Police, Jagraon is the respondent, requesting that to be allowed to withdraw these cases with permission to file afresh.  It has been pleaded that appellant has not been provided complete information in these four cases, but he wants to withdraw these.
2.

The plea of the respondent, however, is that information has been provided as per record and there is no deficiency in the same. 
3.

In view of the written request of the appellant to allow him to withdraw all the cases, bearing Nos. AC-594/2014 and AC-983/2014, these are consigned to record and closed.
4.

A copy of this order shall be placed on the case files of both the cases.
                                                                                                                                   ( R.I. Singh)

                         Chief  Information Commissioner
                           May 8,2014




   
          

  Punjab
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Singh, # 204 , Mahavir Nagar, 

Opposite  MBD Mall, Ferozepur Road, 

Ludhiana-141012






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal SSG Janta Girl College , 

Raikot, Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Principal SSG Janta Girl College , 

Raikot,  Distt. Ludhiana.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2675 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sachin Luthra, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDERS



On the last date of hearing, the appellant was absent without intimation.  The counsel for the respondent had submitted that complete information was dispatched by post on 11.4.2014 to the appellant with a copy to the Commission which was received in the Commission vide diary No.8732 dated 16.4.2014.  The case was adjourned to afford an opportunity to the appellant to file his objections/rejoinder, if any.  However, he is again absent today without intimation and he has also not filed any objections/rejoinder.  In view of this, I do not find any merit in the appeal filed in the Commission on 21.11.2013 and close the case being not perused.





( R.I. Singh)



May 8, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vineet Malik, # 4963, D-Block, Pancham Society, 

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Appellant

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Assistant  Registrar, Cooperative Societies, 

Mohali.

FAA-Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Patiala.
……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No. 824 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Vineet Malik complainant in person.

Shri Amrik Singh, Junior Assistant alongwith Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk o/o Pancham Cooperative Society.

ORDER



On the request of the parties, the case is adjourned to 21.5.2014.
2.

To come up on 21.05.2014 at 10.30 A.M.









( R.I. Singh)



May 8, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Manjit Kaur, #4851, 

B-Block Pancham House Building Society ,

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o President, Pancham Cooperative Housing Society Ltd.,

Sector 68, Mohali.



 
                    
…………....Respondent

Complaint Case  No.1851 of 2007

Present:-
Shri Harcharanjit Singh on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Amrik Singh, Junior Assistant alongwith Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk o/o Pancham Cooperative Society.

ORDER


 Parties request for an adjournment, which is allowed.
2.

To come upon 21.5.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



May 8, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpartap Singh, #4911, 

Pancham Housing Complex,

Sector 68, Mohali.






……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o President, Pancham Cooperative Housing Society Ltd.,

Sector 68, Mohali.



 


……………....Respondent

Complaint Case  No. 1835 of 2007

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Amrik Singh, Junior Assistant alongwith Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk o/o Pancham Cooperative Society.

ORDER


 The complainant is absent today without intimation.  As a last opportunity to the complainant, the case is adjourned to 21.5.2014.
3.

To come upon 21.5.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



May 8, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhag Singh s/o Shri Kehar Singh

r/o Baba Deep Singh Colony,

Ward No.4, Near Gagan Chowk,

Rajpura, District Patiala.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer


o/o the Inspector General of Police, (Hqrs), Punjab,

Police Headquarters, Sector 9, Chandigarh.

    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1082 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Bhag Singh appellant in person.

DSP Iqbal Singh alongwith Shri Madan Lal, Junior Assistant  on behlaf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply vide No. 12255/CR-1(2) dated 7.5.2014 again taking the plea that the inquiry conducted by Kanwar Vijay Partap is under process.  It was clarified in by order dated 17.4.2014 that an information has been created under Section 2(f), moment DIG Vijay Partap Singh submitted his report.  The fact that inquiry report is being examined or is under process in the Police Department is no ground to withhold the copy of the same under the RTI Act.  As a last opportunity to the respondent, it is directed that copy of the report be made available to the appellant under the provisions of the RTI Act before the next date of hearing failing which this Bench will be constrained to issue notice for imposition of penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act.

2.

To come up on 29.05.2014 at 10.30 A.M.










( R.I. Singh)



May 8, 2014






Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

