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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Satinder Kumar

s/o Shri Kuldeep Nath,

r/o Near Greater Kailash, Batala - 143505

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o IGP (HQ) Punjab Police

Police Headquarter, Chandigarh


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1147 of 2016

Present :
Sh. Satinder Kumar, the Complainant 


Sh. Hari Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER
Shri Satinder Kumar vide an RTI application dated 29.04.2016 addressed to PIO, O/IGP (HQ), Punjab Police sought information.

2.
Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Satinder Kumar filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 31.05.2016 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.
Sh. Hari Singh, Supdt. is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that Complainant has sought very voluminous information. All the points of information were discussed during the proceedings, in the presence of both the parties. . The complainant has been advised to be more specific and seek only the necessary information. Complainant states that the information pertaining to six Inspectors will serve his purpose and the same may be provided to him. Respondent is directed to provide the above-said information to the Complainant before 20.07.2016 as his case is pending before the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court which is to be heard on 21.07.2016.
4.
In case the available information is not provided to the Complainant, he is free to approach the Commission.
5.
With these directions, the appeal is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,
s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh, Anand Bhawan

Near T-4(A), complex, R.S. Dam Colony,

Shahpur Kandi, District Pathankot - 1450029

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant           




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman Bar Council of Punjab
And Haryana Chandigarh Law Bhawan 

Dakshan Marg, Sector 37A, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chairman Bar Council of Punjab

And Haryana Chandigarh Law Bhawan 

Dakshan Marg, Sector 37A, Chandigarh 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1869 of 2016
Present :
(i) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, the appellant


(ii) Sh. Mahinder Singh, Assistant Secretary-cum-PIO, the respondent 

ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.02.2016 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 27.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.
Sh. Mahinder Singh- the PIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted a judgment of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court dated January 22, 2008 in CWP No. 19682 of 2006 titled “ Bar Council of Punjab and Haryana v/s State Information Commission, Punjab and others” , stating "that the Bar Council of Punjab and Haryana, as envisaged by Section 3(1)(d) of the Act, became inter-State body and was subject to the directions to be issued by the Central Government. Therefore, the 
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States of Punjab, Haryana or U.T. Chandigarh do not have any control over the petitioner Bar Council and cannot be construed to be appropriate Government within the meaning of Section 2(a) of the RTI Act 2005 because both the States or U.T. Chandigarh do not exercise any control over the petitioner Bar Council. The appropriate authority in the case of Bar Council obviously would be the Central Government and, therefore, the Chief Information Commission as envisaged under Section 12 of 2005 Act would be competent to deal with the issue." As per the apprehensions of the respondent-PIO, appellant is advised to file fresh complaint/appeal with the Central Information Commission at Delhi for seeking requisite information. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left. The appeal is, therefore, dismissed being not maintainable. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
Copy to the Deputy Registrar, SIC, Punjab with the direction not to entertain any case relating to Bar Council of Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana, Chandigarh because this Council does not fall under the jurisdiction of State Information Commission for adjudication of RTI cases.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Amandeep Singh,
s/o Sh. Hans Ram, 687, HJ Block,

BRS Nagar, Backside Westend Mall,

Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant           




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab
Departments of Home Affairs and Justice

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o the Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab

Departments of Home Affairs and Justice

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

O/o DGP, Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1860 of 2016
Present :
(i) Sh. Amandeep Singh, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Nanakchand, SI, Smt. Amarjit Kaur, o/o Home Affairs and Justice on behalf of the respondents 

ORDER
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 28.03.2016 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 27.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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2.
Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. The perusal of the file shows that the request of the appellant was transferred to the PIO, O/o DGP, Punjab  under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, PIO, o/o DGP , Punjab is impleaded as a necessary party. 

3.
Sh. Nanak Chand, S.I. is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that the RTI of the appellant is not specific. The appellant has also been advised to be more specific and seek the requisite information accordingly from the Respondent – PIOs concerned while informing them within a week. He must be very clear and specific as to what he wants. 
4.
Accordingly, the PIOs are directed that whatever information will be demanded by the appellant, the same should be provided to him before the next date of hearing. However, if this information is not available on record, the respondent-PIO shall give in writing to the appellant that available  information has already been provided to the appellant and nothing more is available in their record, which can be provided. 

5.
On the part of the PIO, O/o DGP, Punjab certain information is to be provided as a matter of policy/notifications etc, which may not be available with field level officers, hence he is directed to file their point-wise formal reply before the next date of hearing with a copy to the appellant.
6.
The respondents are being represented by very low level officials who are not in a position to satisfy the commission and the appellant.  From the next date of hearing, no person less than PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act besides invoking the provisions of imposition of penalty and also award of compensation to the complainant and also recommendation of disciplinary action against PIO under Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005.
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7.
 Adjourned to 10.08.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, General Secretary

Universal Human Rights Org.,

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon

Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Chief Secretary Punjab Govt.

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab

Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Additional Chief Secretary Punjab Govt.

Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab

Chandigarh 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1146 of 2016

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 
(ii) Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Clerk and Smt. Amrajit Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent

ORDER
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 24.12.2015 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 30.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.

Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Clerk and Smt. Amrajit Kaur, Sr. Assistant appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and state that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant .They have submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant ,  the same is taken on record.
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3.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The complaint  filed by the complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
 

Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Nalin Tayal, 179-B, 

Model Town Extension, Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Jan Marg,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Jan Marg,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer

O/o the Commissioner of Police

Ludhiana


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1879 of 2016

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Nanak Chand, S.I. on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application 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 30.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Sh. Nanak Chand, SI is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that the RTI application of the appellant has already been transferred to the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act with the request that the information demanded by the appellant be provided to him. 
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3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana should supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. Copy of the RTI be sent to the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana alongwith these orders.
4.
The respondents are being represented by very low level officials who are not in a position to satisfy the commission and the appellant.  From the next date of hearing, no person less than PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act besides invoking the provisions of imposition of penalty and also award of compensation to the complainant and also recommendation of disciplinary action against PIO under Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005.

5.
Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing. It is made clear that in case the appellant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
6.
Adjourned to 10.08.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbax Singh, House no. 16-C,

Dr. Kitchlu Nagar, Rajpura Road,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

1.Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Director General of Police (Crime)

Punjab

First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP, Punjab Police Headquarters

Sector 9, Chandigarh 
2.Public Information Officer

O/o the Commissioner of Police

Ludhiana


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1959 of 2016

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



(ii) Sh. Nanak Chand, S.I. on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 20.04.2016 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 02.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
The appellant- Sh. Gurbax Singh states that no information has been given to him so far. Sh. Nanak Chand, SI is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that the RTI application of the appellant has already been transferred to the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act with the request that the information demanded by the appellant be provided to him. 
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3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana should supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. Copy of the RTI be sent to the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana alongwith these orders.
4.
The respondents are being represented by very low level officials who are not in a position to satisfy the commission and the appellant.  From the next date of hearing, no person less than PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act besides invoking the provisions of imposition of penalty and also award of compensation to the complainant and also recommendation of disciplinary action against PIO under Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005.

5.
 Adjourned to 10.08.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbax Singh, House no. 16-C,

Dr. Kitchlu Nagar, Rajpura Road,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Bureau of Investigation, Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Bureau of Investigation, Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters, Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

O/o the Commissioner of Police

Ludhiana


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1953 of 2016

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


(ii) Sh. Nanak Chand, S.I. on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER
Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 20.04.2016 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 02.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
The appellant- Sh. Gurbax Singh states that no information has been given to him so far. Sh. Nanak Chand, SI appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the 
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RTI application of the appellant has already been transferred to the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act with the request that the information demanded by the appellant be provided to him. 
3.
Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana should supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

4.
The respondents are being represented by very low level official who are not in a position to satisfy the Commission and the appellant.  From the next date of hearing, no person less than PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act besides invoking the provisions of imposition of penalty and also award of compensation to the complainant and also recommendation of disciplinary action against PIO under Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005.

5.
 Adjourned to 10.08.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village Toora, Postoffice Kambhu, 

Tehsil Amloh, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib - 147301 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Jalandhar 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Jalandhar 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1942 of 2016

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


(ii) Sh. Paramjeet Singh, PIO , the respondent 
ORDER
 Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 09.06.2015 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 01.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Sh. Paramjeet Singh, PIO- the respondent is appearing and states that the record being about 50-60 years old is not available in the office. It is pertinent to mention here that Nawanshahr district was carved out a new district out of Jalandhar district. The whole record pertaining to area of Nawanshahr district was transferred to new district and is not available in Jalandhar district. Therefore, the information sought for cannot be provided. 
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He has also given in writing in this regard to the appellant. Moreover, he further states that he will recheck the record and whatever information is available in their record will be provided to the appellant. The appellant expressed his satisfaction over the same.
3.
In view of the above, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashok Kumar Watts,

House No. B-V-1534, Street No. 1,

Lajpat Nagar, Abohar, Tehsil Abohar

Distt. Fazilka (Punjab) - 152116

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab

SCO 60-61, Sector 17D, Chandigarh  

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab

SCO 60-61, Sector 17D, Chandigarh  


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1936 of 2016

Present :
(i) Sh. Ashok Kumar Watts, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Gurbachan Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, Sh. Ajit Singh, ASI , Sh. Anil Rattan, Constable on behalf of the respondents
ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 05.04.2016 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 31.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent states that the information demanded by the appellant is under consideration, therefore, information cannot be furnished at that stage. Respondent is directed to file his written formal reply in this regard with a copy to the commission before the next date of hearing. 

3.
Appellant further states that he has sent postal order of Rs. 100/- to the respondent with the RTI application which includes postal charges and document fee whereas information has been denied to him. He requests for refund of Rs. 90/-. Respondent state that the postal order sent by the appellant has not been got encashed so far.  Appellant is advised to send the postal order of Rs. 10/- as application fee to the respondent and the respondent is directed to return the original Indian Postal Order to the appellant.
4.
Adjourned to 10.08.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 

Sd/-
Dated : 13.07.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
