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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, 

Head Office Hindustan Shaurya

Banga Road, Phagwara








                   --------Complainant
               Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Nigam, Phagwara

     -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 545 of 2016

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

(ii)  Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, Building Inspector on behalf of the respondent  

Heard though video conference
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 28.07.2016 vide which complainant was advised to point out deficiencies in the information provided by the respondent and the respondent was directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good.

2.
Today, the complainant is not present. He has sent a message through e-mail that he is unable to attend the hearing due to domestic reasons. 

3.
Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, Building Inspector appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that the written reply has already been sent to the Commission which is received in the Commission at diary no. 23054 dated 07.09.2016 mentioning the facts that the point-wise reply has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 4954/MTP 06.09.2016 after inspection the record by him. 

Contd…..p-2

CC No:545/2016

4.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record as available on record, it is ascertained that the complete information has already been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 06.09.2016 with which the former is satisfied.  Accordingly, the instant Complaint Case is hereby, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, 

Head Office Hindustan Shaurya

Banga Road, Phagwara








                   --------Complainant
               Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Nigam, Phagwara

     -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 544 of 2016

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

(ii)  Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, Building Inspector on behalf of the respondent  

Heard though video conference
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 28.07.2016 vide which complainant was advised to point out deficiencies in the information provided by the respondent and the respondent was directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good.

2.
Today, the complainant is not present. He has sent a message through e-mail that he is unable to attend the hearing due to domestic reasons. 

3.
Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, Building Inspector appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that the written reply has already been sent to the Commission which is received in the Commission at diary no. 23053 dated 07.09.2016 mentioning the facts that the point-wise reply has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 4957/MTP 06.09.2016 after inspection the record by him. 

Contd…..p-2

CC No:544/2016

4.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record as available on record, it is ascertained that the complete information has already been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 06.09.2016 with which the former is satisfied as claimed by the respondent in the letter dated 06.09.2016 itself.  Accordingly, the instant Complaint Case is hereby, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO:88, New Rajinder Nagar,

Tehsil Road, Jalandhar. 

                                                                                                                  --------Appellant


           



 Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DIG ( Crime), Punjab,
Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority  
O/o IGP, (Crime), Punjab,
Chandigarh.


                                                                                                  -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.2230 of 2016 

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

(ii) Sh. Krishan Avtar, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Gurmit Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent appearing in the Commission.

ORDER
This order may be read with the reference to the pervious order dated 17.08.2016.
2.
The appellant is absent.  He has informed the Commission on telephone that due to some reason, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  He further intimates the Commission, that no information has been provided to him by the respondent-PIO.

3.
Sh. Krishan Avtar, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the respondent in the Commission files written reply mentioning therein that the information relating to point no. 2 is concerned with the field units of the State of Punjab and DIG (Crime), Punjab is the custodian of the record of his office only.  He further states that Hon'ble Chief Information Commissioner has already decided in his order dated 28.01.2010 titled Sh. 
Contd…p-2

AC:2230/2016

Kuldeep Singh Khera Vs. PIO, o/o Inspector General of Police, Headquarter, Punjab, Chandigarh as under:-.
"This obligation under section 6 of the act is to transfer the application to 'that other public authority' and not to public authorities. The expression used in section 6 is 'authority' and not 'authorities' simply put, the PIO is expected to transfer a request which does not relate to him but nevertheless been received by him, one  identifiable authority.  He is not expected to transfer such a request if information is held by many or a number of authorities. The rational is that a PIO is not a post office or a coordinator for forwarding requests from information seekers to various departments."          
4.
Copy of the reply filed by the respondent today in the Commission is taken on record.  The respondent is directed to send the same to the appellant  by registered post by tomorrow.  
5.
On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 27.10.2016 (at 11.30AM) through video conference.


Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gian Chand Goyal,
International Humar Rights Association,

Punjab, New Market, Jaiton, Faridkot.

                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


          



  Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO, Phool,
Distt:Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority

O/o DDPO, Mini Sectt.,
Bathinda.


                                                                                                             -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1081 of 2016
Present :  
 (i) Sh. Gian Chand Goyal, the appellant

(ii) Sh. Jagsir Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the respondent.

Heard through video conference

ORDER

This order may be read with the reference to the pervious order dated 26.07.2016 vide which the appellant had stated that he has received the information on point nos. 1, 2 and 4. 
2.
In today's hearing, the appellant states that he has not received the complete and attested information from the respondent.
3.
Sh. Jagsir Singh, Panchayat Secy., appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the written reply has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 1521 dated 07.09.2016 mentioning the facts of the case that the complete information regarding point no.1 to 5 has already been provided to the appellant on 25.07.2016 and 26.08.2016 except the specific information regarding point no. 4.  However, information relating to point no. 4 has also been provided comprising 140 pages to the appellant duly attested. 
Contd…P-2

-2-

AC:1081 of 2016
4.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the complete information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent.  No further action is required in the instant Appeal Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed. 


Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harpreet Singh,
R/o 355, Jassian Road,

G.T.Road Side, Friends Colony,

Ludhiana.

                                                                                                                         --------Complainant


           



 Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub  Divisional Magistrate,
Raikot.


                                                                                                          -------Respondent

Complaint Case No.1115 of 2016 

Present :  
 (i) Sh. Harpreet Singh, the complainant

(ii)Smt. Kannu Thind, SDM, Raikot, the respondent.
Heard through video conference

ORDER

  This order may be read with the reference to the previous order dated 11.08.2016 vide which the SDM, Raikot was directed to implement the Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI  Act, 2005.

2.
In today's hearing, the complainant states that he has received the information from the respondent and is satisfied.  So, his case may be closed.

3.
Smt.  Kannu Thind- the respondent states that the written reply has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 58-62 dated 05.09.2016 mentioning the fact that the information has already been provided to the complainant.

4.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information as sought by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent with which the former is satisfied.  No further cause of action is required in the instant Complaint Case, which is hereby, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 





Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( 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,
H.No.16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpura Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.

                                                                                                                       --------Appellant


                                        Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.


                                                                                                       -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1685 of 2016
Present :  
 (i) Sh. Gurbax Singh, the appellant

(ii)Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent.

Heard via video conference
ORDER

This order may be read with the reference to the pervious order dated 26.07.2016 vide which the respondent was directed to complete the inquiry and supply a copy to the appellant before the next  date of hearing. 

2.
Sh. Gurbax Singh, the appellant states that no information has been provided to him on his RTI application dated 09.02.2016 as to  what action has been taken by the department on his complaint bearing UID 569598  dated 16.08.2014.

3.
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the inquiry is still under process and additional departmental inquiry is also going on against 
Sh.  Karamjit Singh, H.C who has misplaced the complaint dated 16.08.2014 of the appellant.  He further states that after making strenuous efforts, the complaint dated 16.08.2014 of the appellant has been traced out and has sought some more time to provide the information to the appellant. 

AC:1685/2016
4.
The respondent is directed to file satisfactory reply in this regard and submit the final inquiry report as to what action has been taken by the department against the official who is responsible for misplacing the complaint dated 16.08.2014 of the appellant  on or before the next date of hearing.
5.
The matter to  come up for further hearing on 27.10.2016 ( at 11.30 AM) through video conference.

Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harjot Singh Harikay, Adovcate,
Chamber No.436, District Court Complex,

Ludhiana.

                                                                                                                        --------Appellant


                                          Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Joint Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D, Ludhiana.


                                                                                                          -------Respondent
Appeal Case No. 2271 of 2016
Present :  
 (i) Sh. Harjot Singh Harikay, the appellant.

(ii) Ms. Ravneet Kaur, ATP on behalf of the respondent .

Heard through video conference

ORDER

This order may be read with the reference to the pervious order dated 08.08.2016 vide which the respondent was directed to remove the deficiency                                                                                                                                   and file formal point-wise reply  before the next date of hearing i.e for today.

2.
The appellant states that he has sought information on six points in the RTI application dated 23.02.2016 but till today no specific reply has been given by the respondent-PIO.

3.
Ms. Ravneet Kaur, ATP states that with compliance to the order of the Commission dated 08.08.2016, a written point-wise reply has been sent to the Commission vide letter dated 06.09.2016.  She further states that information as available in their record has already been provided to the appellant. 
Contd….P-2

-2-

AC:2271 of 2016
4.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information provided by the respondent to the appellant is not satisfactory.  Therefore,  the respondent is directed to provide the specific reply on each point to the appellant on his RTI application dated 23.02.2016 as discussed during the hearing  with a  copy to the Commission, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act , 2005 will be initiated.
5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 13.10.2016 (at 11.30AM).  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Dated : 15.09.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
