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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gagandeep Singh,

r/o Village Tura, P.O. Kumbh

Tehsil and District Fatehgarh Sahib
….. Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner

Khanna, Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate

Khanna

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 224 of 2016

Present : 
(i) Sh. Gagandeep Singh, the appellant



(ii) Sh. Rajwant Singh, Kanugo, Khanna on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Shri Gagandeep Singh vide an RTI application dated 12.09.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner, Khanna, Ludhiana has sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 04.11.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06.01.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the appellant. Appellant has gone through the same and states that he is satisfied with the information provided.

4.

In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                                                                          (S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 9th  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gagandeep Singh

r/o Village Tura, P.O. Khubh,

Tehsil and District Fatehgarh Sahib
….. Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate

Payal, Khanna

First Appellate Authority

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (General)

Khanna, Ludhiana 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 223 of 2016

Present : 
(i) Shri Gagandeep Singh, the appellant

(ii) Sh. Hargobind Singh, Sh. Rajwant Singh, Kanugo, Khanna alongwith Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER
Shri Gagandeep Singh vide an RTI application dated 09.03.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Payal, Khanna has sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 29.04.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06.01.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Appellant states that incomplete information has been given to him so far. Respondent states that the information concerned with their department has already been provided to the appellant. Respondent further states that the remaining is concerned with the Tehsildar, Payal.  As a period of more than five days has elapsed , Respondent is directed to collect the information from the concerned quarter and provide it to the appellant. However, if this information is not available on record, the respondent shall give in writing stating the same.

4.
To come up on 11.04.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through.


Sd/-

                                                                                                                                             (S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

                                                                                             Punjab                
Dated : 9th  March, 2016
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village, Tura, Post Office Kumbh,

Tehsil Amloh, District Fatehgarh Sahib.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Tehsildar (West), Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



-------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 222 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Gagandeep Singh Janjua appellant in person.



None on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant states that he has received no information till date as sought by him vide his RTI application dated 30.9.2015.. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the respondents and no written reply has been received in the Commission till date.  This is indeed a serious matter. However, before taking any penal action against the Respondent-PIO, last opportunity is given to him to appear before the Commission and provide information to the appellant as sought by him vide his RTI application dated 30.9.2015 with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up on 11.4.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


Sd/-








           
( S.S. Channy)


Dated :  March  9 , 2016.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh Dhaliwal,

1732/6, Mohalla Sujapuriya, Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana (Rural) at Jagraon.

First Appellate Authority-

Inspector General of Police, Zonal-2,

Jalandhar.

   



-------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 122 of 2016

Present:-
Shri S.P.Singh, advocate on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The representative of the appellant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  

2.

Since the information stands furnished to the satisfaction  of the appellant,  the case filed in the Commission on 29.12.2015 is closed.

Sd/-









           
( S.S. Channy)


Dated :  March  9 , 2016.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary, Universal Human Rights Orgn.

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana (Rural) at Jagraon.

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Inspector General of Police,

Jalandhar.


   




-------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 123 of 2016
Present:-
Shri S.P.Singh, advocate on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The representative of the appellant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  

2.

Since the information stands furnished to the satisfaction  of the appellant,  the case filed in the Commission on 29.12.2015 is closed.


sd/-








           
( S.S. Channy)


Dated :  March  9 , 2016.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary, Universal Human Rights Orgn.

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh.






-------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 125 of 2016
Present:-
Shri S.P.Singh, advocate on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sukhwinder Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The representative of the appellant submits that he has not received any information from the respondents.  On the other hand the representative of the respondents states that information sought byk the appellant is not available in their office.  The appellant has demanded the following information:-

 ";kb 2005 s'A 2012 d"okB gzikp g[fb; j?v e[nkNo tb'A ;w{j g[fb; nca;oK B{z ikoh t[BQK j[ewK dhnK BebK iBfjs ftu G/ihnK ikD, I' g[fb; tb'A fe;/ frqcsko wod$n"os B{z Bzr/ w{j ns/ fpBQK ndkbsh ;Ik s'A whvhnk nrb/ g/;a eoB ns/ gq?; ekBcoz; eoB s'A wBQK eodk  j?."  

The respondents submit letter dated 9.3.2016 requesting for some more time as the information is being collected from different branches.  The respondents are directed to collect and supply the information before the next date of hearing, which is fixed on 4.4.2016 at 11.30 A.M.

Sd/-









           
( S.S. Channy)


Dated :  March  9 , 2016.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri BawinderSingh

President, Panchayat Union,

s/o Shri Lal Singh,

r/o Village Kumbra, Tehsil and

District Mohali.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

SCO 60-61, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

FAA-The Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

SCO 60-61, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

   



-------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 148 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Balwinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri Krishan Lal, Superintendent alongwith Shri Ajit Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The representatives of the respondents state that they have provided complete information except the statements of the concerned persons recorded at the time of investigation and sought exemption under Section 8(1)(g) of the RTI Act.  The appellant requests for an adjournment for filing his rebuttal.  The appellant is advised to send their rebuttal immediately to the Commission as well as to the appellant so that the respondents can file their written reply before the next date of hearing.

2.

To come up on 11.4.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


Sd/-








           
( S.S. Channy)


Dated :  March  9 , 2016.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vipan Kumar

s/o Shri Krishan Kumar,

H.No.319, Ward No.24,

New Abadi, Khanna Distt. Ludhiana.









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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Minister, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA o/o the Chief Minister, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


The Public Information Officer

o/o the Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.

-------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 187  of 2015

Present:-
Shri Vipan Kumar appellant in person.

Shri Paramjit Singh, Superintendent o/o the Hon'ble Chief Minister, Punjab's Office.

ORDER



The respondents vide their letter dated 19.2.2016 state that the appellant vide his application dated 15.8.2015 sought action taken report on his two application dated 12.3.2015 and 6.6.2015. They further mentioned in their above said letter that these two letters were never received in their office.  It is mentioned in the appeal dated 15.8.2015 that information at Point No.A and C of his RTI application dated 15.8.2015 has not been supplied, which were not received in their office.  Regarding point at Sr. No. B of above application dated 15.8.2015 regarding laying of unauthorized sewerage line relates to the Local Government Department, Punjab and the same was transferred in original to the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.  The appellant was informed vide their letter dated 7.9.2015 that further action will be taken by that department and he can seek further information from that department directly.  The respondent-Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh is impleaded as a necessary party and he is directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing.

2.

  The information at point D of that application for information does not relat to the Chief Minister's office  but to many public authorities.  The Commission in CC No.05 of 2010 decided on 28.1.2010 held that application for information relating to various PIOs of Public Authorities addressed to Head of the Department is not entertainable.  The applicant has to approach separately to the PIO of the concerned public authority which holds or controls the information, which in the present case would mean the PIOs of the offices of various public authorities.    Consequently, it must be held that the PIO of the office of the Hon'ble Chief Minister is under no legal obligation to collect, collate and supply information to the appellant from other public authorities spread all over the State.  The appellant is advised to get information from the concerned public authorities who hold the information.
3.

To come up on 4.4.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


Sd/-









           
( S.S. Channy)


Dated :  March  9 , 2016.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          



Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Rani alias Jatoon

w/o Late Sakam alias Sama

d/o Shri Nawabdin, Religion Muslim

R/o Bandala, PO Jandiala Guru,

Tehsil and District Amritsar.



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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

Op/o the Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crimes), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority o/o

The Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crimes), Punjab,

Chandigarh.






-------------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 127  of 2016

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Sukhwinder Singh alongwith Shri Gurbakhshish Singh both ASIs on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The respondents places letter dated 9.3.2016 stating that the information sought by the appellant relates to many public authorities. This Commission in CC No. 05 of 2010 decided on 28.01.2010 has held that information relating to various public authorities spread all over the State should not be supplied by one public authority.  The appellant is required under law to approach PIO of the concerned public authority which holds or controls the information.    Consequently, it must be held that the PIO of the office of the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Punjab is under no legal obligation to collect, collate and supply information to the appellant after collecting it other public authorities spread all over Punjab.  The appellant is advised to apply to the concerned PIO of the other public authorities who hold the information. I find no merit in the appeal and the same is dismissed. In view of the foregoing averments, the present case filed in the Commission on 29.12.2015 is closed.

Sd/-








           
( S.S. Channy)


Dated :  March  9 , 2016.   




Chief Information Commissioner
                        



   
          



Punjab

