STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir Singh, Editor, Arjun Patrika

r/o Guru Nagar , Village Bholapur (Jhabewal)

PO Ramgarh, Ludhiana 






..Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana








..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 217 of 2016

Present : 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, the complainant  in the Commission office.
Sh. Harminder Singh, Naib Tehsildar alongwith Shri Maheshwar Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 02.06.2016 vide which the respondents were directed to supply the information to the complainant as per his RTI application dated 7.12.2015.

2.

In compliance to the above said order, the representatives of the respondent states they have sought the report from the Sub Divisional Magistrate (East), Ludhiana but no report/reply has been received so far by their office.  SDM (East), Ludhiana is directed to send his response as soon as possible to the office  of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana so that they may be able to send the reply to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
3.

They further stated during the hearing that they have implemented Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and necessary information has been uploaded on their website.

4.

To come up on 26.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Anokh Singh,

s/o Shri Jagir Singh

r/o village Kakkar Kalan

Tehsil Shahkot-144629

Distt. Jalandhar.                                                                                      --------Appellant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SHO, Police Station

Lohian Khas, District Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Deputy Superintendent of Police

Shahkot, Jalandhar                                                                                           -------Respondents
Appeal  Case No. 1382 of 2016

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



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

ORDER


              This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 2.6.2016.  

2.

On the previous date of hearing, it was made clear to the appellant, in case he does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.

The appellant was absent on the last date of hearing.  Even today he is not present and he has not informed the Commission why he is not appearing before the Commission. No intimation has been received whether he has received the information or not.  In view of the foregoing, the case filed in the Commission on 12.4.2016 is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        


       

   
          


   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh

s/o Shri Bhagwant Singh, 260/1,

Adarsh Nagar, Doraha, Distt. Ludhiana-141421.                                      --------Appellant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Doraha,

Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority 

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Doraha,

Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                            -------Respondents
Appeal  Case No. 1709 of 2016

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



(ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Doraha 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 appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 29.01.2016  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 12.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

The appellant has sought the following information:-

nkdo;a Bro w[jbk ftu rbh d/ ;zpzX ftu ;{uBk G/iD dh p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? (fJj rbh ;oekoh ;hBhno ;?ezvoh ;eb d/ (irihtB frb d/ fgSb/ gk; Bkb brdh j?).

(1) fJj rbh ew/Nh d/ nzvo nkT[D s'A pknd fezBh tko pDh j? ns/ fwsh Bkb df;nk ikt/.

(2) fJj rbh fgSbh tko ed'A pDh ;h, fwsh ns/ ;kb df;nk ikt/.

(3) fgSbh tko pDkT[D ;w/A e[b fezBk you nkfJnk ;h ns/ fe; sohe/ Bkb pDkJh rJh ;h. e[Zb you dh fpbK ;w/s fvN/b.

Contd……. p/2.

Appeal  Case No. 1709 of 2016
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(4) fgSbh tko pDkT[D ;w/A gqXkB ns/ m/e/dko e"D 2 ;B.

(5) j[D I' ezw ub oj/ jB fJBQK B{z fejVh J/iz;h eo ojh j?, fJ; ;zpzX ftu n?BHnkJhHNh dh ekgh fdsh ikt/.
2.

The appellant vide his application dated 3.6.2016 requested that his case be heard on or before 13.6.2016 or after his return from foreign visit and not to be decided without hearing him.  

3.

The respondent vide his letter dated 29.6.2016 stated that he has sent a letter by hand to be delivered at the appellant's residence.  The person, who was deputed to deliver the letter, has reported that no person was available to receive the same as he alongwith his family is out of country. It is mentioned in that letter that he should give name and time of work executed so that the information should be supplied to him.  
4.

Going through his RTI application for information, it is found that the appellant has sought the specific information.  The respondent is directed to provide the information before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 26.7.2016.
5.

In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 26.7.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        


       

   
          


   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, H.No. 16-C,

Dr. Kitchlu Nagar, Rajpura Road,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



                                      --------Appellant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhaina.

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhaina.                                                                            -------Respondents

Appeal  Case No. 1689 of 2016

Present :
 (i) Shri Gurbax Singh, appellant.



(ii) Shri Dev Raj, Inspector 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 09.02.2016  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 11.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

The respondent vide their letter dated 29.6.2016, which was received in the Commission on 30.6.2016 has intimated that the requisite information has been given to the appellant on 20.6.2016.  A copy of receipt received from the appellant has also been attached with this letter which shows that the appellant has recorded that the information supplied to him does not include the copy of approval of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.  The representative of the respondents hands over a copy of approval of Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana to the appellant during the hearing.

3.

  On receipt of the same, appellant is satisfied and states that his present case be closed and disposed of.  In view of this, the present case is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
                        


       

   
          


   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jatinder  Pal Singh and Attorney Holder

Ms. Narinder Kaur, H.No.32/100, Block J,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar, Ludhaina.
                                      --------Appellant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority 

O/o Improvement Trust,  Ludhiana.                                                   -------Respondents
Appeal  Case No. 1707 of 2016

Present :
 (i) Shri Jatinder Pal Singh appellant



(ii) Sh. Balbir Kaur, Senior Assistant 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 18.04.2016  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 16.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

The appellant has sought the following information vide his RTI application dated 9.3.2016:-
(1)
;a[o{ s'A b? e/ ni se wekB BzL 32$100 bJh I' th oew iwQK eokJh rJh j?, T[; dk skohyK ;fjs ;{uhpX t/otk fdsk ikt/.

(2)
ftnki, i[owkBk, nBjK;w?AN s/ j'o jo fe;w d/ ofjzd/ pekfJnk pko/ ;kca ;kca ;g;aN t/otk fdsk ikt/.

(3)
fiBQK ;oekoh d;skt/iaK d/ jtkb/ s/ fJj ikDekoh fdsh ik ojh j? T[jBK dh c'N/ ekgh fdsh ikt/

;a[o{ s'A nkyho se ikDekoh fdsh ikt/.

Contd……2.

Appeal  Case No. 1707 of 2016

-2-

2.

The representative of the respondents states that they have provided copy of the complete file in respect of H. No. 32/100.  The appellant states that he wants to get copies of all the cash books in which entries regarding payment of H.No.32/100 has been made.  The respondent states that it is voluminous information. Hence, it cannot be supplied.  The appellant is advised to visit the office of the respondents and inspect the cash books and get the copies of the pages of cash books, which he needs.  The respondent will coordinate and get the cash books inspected and supply copies of the cashbooks to the appellant, which he needs.
3.

With these observations, the case filed in the Commission on 16.5.2016 is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        


       

   
          


   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir Singh, Editor, Arjun Patrika

r/o Guru Nagar , Village Bholapur (Jhabewal)

PO Ramgarh, Ludhiana 






..Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana








..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 218 of 2016

Present : 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, the complainant  in the Commission office.
Ms. Kannu Thind, Sub Divisional Magistrate, Raikot on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 02.06.2016 vide which the respondents i.e. S.D.M. Raikot and concerned officer of Deputy Commissioner-office (Establishment Branch), Ludhiana were directed to appear personally on the next date of hearing.

2.

In compliance to the above said order, SDM, Raikot is present and states that Section 4(b) is not available in the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Hence, no information can be supplied to the appellant.  The complainant states that due to oversight he has quoted wrong Section of the Act.  He is advised to file new application for getting the information.  In view of this, the complaint case filed in the Commission on 21.01.2016 is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jasbir Singh, Editor, Arjun Patrika

r/o Guru Nagar , Village Bholapur (Jhabewal)

PO Ramgarh, Ludhiana 






..Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mohali.








..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 783 of 2016

Present : 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, the complainant.
Shri Gurpreet Singh Dhillon, Naib Tehsildar, Mohali alongwith Shri Gurdeep Singh, Registry Clerk on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER



Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jasbir  Singh  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 31.03.2016  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.

2.

The complainant vide his application 2.2.2016 has sought information from the Sub Divisional Magistrate Mohali, who has transferred application for providing information under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005  to PIO/Tehsildar, Mohali vide his letter dated 16.2.2016.  The respondent has written a letter dated 1.6.2016 to the complainant that if he wants any information regarding conveyance deeds, he can deposit the government fee and get the information. 
3.

In compliance to the order dated 1.6.2016 of the Commission, the Respondent-cum-PIO has sent reply on the rest of the points to the complainant vide their letter dated 27.6.2016.  The complainant states that he has not received the same so far.  The respondent was directed to supply the same, who did during the hearing itself. Nothing is left now in this case. 

4.
    In view of this, the complaint case filed in the Commission on 31.03.2016 is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 




Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Karamjit Singh Bhullar,

Assistant Superintendent,

#301, Kundan Nagar, 
Ferozepur.                                                                                      --------Complainant.


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

Superintendent, Modern Jail,

Kapurthala.







  -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 533 of 2016

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


(ii) None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


              This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 1.6.2016.  

2.

On the previous date of hearing, the representative of the respondent state that record has been got inspected and copies of the record has also been sent to the complainant as per his wishes.  The complainant was advised to go through the same and revert back to the authorities in case of any deficiency.  Nothing has been heard from the complainant in this regard.  The respondent has requested that due to inspection by District and Sessions Judge, Kapurthala, they are unable to appear before the Commission.  
2.

The complainant was absent on the last date of hearing also.  Even today he is not present and he has not informed the Commission why he is not appearing before the Commission. No rebuttal regarding deficiencies has been received from the complainant in the office of the Commission. From this, it seems that the complainant is satisfied with the information so provided by the respondent. Accordingly, the case filed in the Commission on 08.03.2016 is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)








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 Org.,

VPO Rassulpur, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhaina.                                                                                     --------Appellant.


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/O The Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA-Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







  -------Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1030 of 2016

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



(ii) Shri Prem Masih, ASI on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


              This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 1.6.2016.  

2.

The representative of the respondents states that the alleged incident of threatening by Shri Gurinder Singh Bal, SHO, Fatehgarh Sahib to the appellant has taken place in the Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. The respondents have submitted their reply vide letter dated 27.6.2016 saying that the instance is in the jurisdiction of Chandigarh Police. Therefore, no action can be taken by the Punjab Police though the official concerned happened to be the official of Punjab Police.  As the incident took place in Chandigarh, the appellant is advised to approach the Union Territory Authorities  with regard to action on his complaint as the same is to be taken by U.T. Police.  With these observations, the appeal case filed in the Commission on 11.03.2016   is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        


       

   
          


   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal,

1732/6, Mohall Sujanpuria,

Jagraon-142026..                                                                                     --------Appellant.


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/O The Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA-Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







  -------Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1052 of 2016

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

(ii) Shri Hari Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER


              This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 1.6.2016 vide which the appellant was advised to send another copy of deficiency to the respondents.  The representative of the respondents states  nothing has been received in their office.

2.

During the hearing of the case, it has been found that the appellant has sent a letter dated 25.6.2016 by way of fax while pointing out deficiencies as per his knowledge.  A copy of the same was received in the office of the Commission on 28.6.2016.  The same is handed over to the respondent and they are directed to file specific reply to these deficiencies.  Their reply will be considered on merits on the next date of hearing.  The appellant is not coming forward and he is also advised to come forward and plead his side of the case so that an appropriate decision could be taken after listening both the parties.
3.

To come up on 27.7.2016 at 11.30 A.M.

Dated : 30.06.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        


       

   
          


   Punjab

