                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Angrej Singh,

Son of Shri Jagjit Singh,

Near Maharaja Ranjit Singh College,

Village Malout,

Tehsil Malout,

District Sri Muktsar Sahib.

  







                …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Muktsar Sahib.

2. First Appellate Authority,

   Deputy Commissioner,

   Sri Muktsar Sahib.










…Respondent.

AC-92 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.2.2013

Date of Decision:26.2.2013

Public Authority: Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar Sahib.

Present:-
Shri Angrej Singh, appellant


Shri Sukhpal Singh, Clerk, office of Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar 

                      Sahib, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has made a written submission vide letter No. 182/IB dated 20.2.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the appellant has asked for information regarding action taken on his application which was received by the Deputy Commissioner, Sri Muktsar Sahib from the office of the  SDM, Malout  vide letter No. 6999 dated 12.10.2011. The respondent submits that the information sought by the appellant has already been supplied to him vide letter No. 384/IB dated 24.5.2012 and again vide letter No 900/IB dated 29.11.2012. The complainant states that he has asked for grant of compensation for damage done to his house due to rain water coming from a private College, namely Maharaja Ranjit Singh College, Malout. The respondent submits that the compensation asked for by the appellant is not due to him as the same has not been recommended by the Revenue Authorities. This is an administrative matter and the appellant should take up the same with the concerned authorities.


Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh,

Son of Shri Amar Singh,

Village & Post Office, Issewal,

District Ludhiana-141102 









              …Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural)

Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

    Inspector General of Police,

    Zone-2, Jalandhar.










…Respondent.

AC-109 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.2.2013

Date of Decision:26.2.2013

Public Authority:Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural) Ludhiana.

Present:-
Shri Manjit Singh, appellant.


Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable, Office of SSP Rural, Ludhiana



on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent has made a written submission vide letter No. 191/RTI dated 25.2.2013, which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the appellant was asked to deposit an amount  of Rs. 170/- representing the cost of providing the information vide letter No. 153/RTI dated 2.4.2012.The respondent further submits that after receipt of the above amount, the information demanded by the appellant was provided to him through Speed Post vide letter No. 430/RTI dated 23.6.2012. The appellant states that the information provided to him is not complete. The respondent submits that the information available in the record has been provided to the appellant and record relating to Writ Petition No. CM-9541 of 1999 and enquiry report alongwith enclosures have been destroyed and information relating to the same cannot be provided to the appellant. The respondent submits that this position has already been intimated to the appellant vide letter dated 23.6.2012 sent through speed post. The respondent agrees to allow the inspection of the record relating to the application of the information seeker. The respondent is, therefore, directed to allow inspection of the record to the appellant in accordance with the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. The appellant may identify the documents/papers of which he needs copies and thereafter the respondent shall provide the copies of those documents duly attested at the time of inspection.

                            With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Somesh Sharma,

A-54, Old Double Storey,

Lajpat Nagar-4,

New Delhi.110024 









              …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.

2. Public Information Officer,

    O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

    SAS Nagar.

3. First Appellate Authority,

    Inspector General of Police,

    Zone-1, Patiala.










…Respondent.

AC-117 of 2013

Present:- 
None on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Lal Mohammad, Head Constable, Office of SSP, SAS Nagar,



Shri Lakhvir Singh, Head Constable & ASI Jarnail Singh Office of SSP 

                      Sangrur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a copy of letter dated 10.10.2012 from Inspector General of Police, Zonal-1, Punjab-cum-First Appellate Authority, Patiala addressed to the appellant mentioning that the information cannot be supplied as the matter is under investigation. The appellant is not present; however a letter has been received from mentioning that the case may be heard through Video Conference Facility as he is not in a position to attend the hearing in this Commission due to security threats. The appellant has further asked for a copy of the written submission made by the respondent. The respondent has not made any written submission. The respondent is directed to file written submission within one week’s time and also send a copy of the same to the appellant through registered post. As no Video Conference Facility can be provided, the appellant can raise his objection, if any, in writing to the PIO with a copy to this Commission well before the next date of hearing.


To come up on 3.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Paramjit Singh Shahi,

SCO 74-75, 

Bank Square,

Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.









              …Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police (Prisons), Punjab,

Chandigarh.

3. The Public Information Officer, 

    Office of the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, 

    Department of Home Affairs and Justice,

     Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh







                           








…Respondent.

AC-133 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.2.2013
Date of Decision: 26.2.2013
Public Authority: Department of Home & Justice, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
Present:- 
Shri Paramjit Singh Shahi, appellant.


Smt.Ravjit Kaur, Junior Assistant, Office of the DGP (Prisons), Punjab, 

                      Chandigarh & Shri Balbir Singh, Assistant Superintendent, Central Jail, 

                      Bathinda.
ORDER


Smt.Ravjit Kaur, Junior Assistant present on behalf of the PIO, DGP (Prisons), Punjab, Chandigarh submits that the appellant has been informed vide letter No. 8613 dated 5.10.2012 that the information sought by the appellant being more than 50 years old, is not available in the record of Central Jail, Bathinda. The appellant states that the reply regarding his application under Right to Information Act, 2005, has been received from the PIO-cum-Deputy Superintendent, Central Jail, Bathinda  mentioning that the record relating to the application seeking information is not available in the record of his office. The appellant states that his original application was sent to the Public Information Officer, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh. The appellant states that he has sought information relating to the enquiry conducted by a Judge of the High Court into the firing incident in Bathinda Jail during October, 1960. The appellant further states that the enquiry report of the Judge of the Hon’ble High Court should be available in the record of Department of Home Affairs and Justice, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh. He has requested for reply from the Public Information Officer, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh. As per the provisions of the Right to Information Act 2005, where an application is made to a public authority requesting for an information,—

 
 
(i)
which is held by another public authority; or

 
 
(ii)
the subject matter of which is more closely connected with the 
                                 functions of another public authority,

the public authority, to which such application is made, shall transfer the application or such part of it as may be appropriate to that other public authority and inform the applicant immediately about such transfer. However in this case it is apparent that the original application of the information seeker has been transferred to a public authority which stately is not having the record. Accordingly the appeal of the appellant alongwith its enclosures is sent to the Public Information Officer, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking action in the matter as per the provisions of the Right to Information Act  2005, within a period of one month.


With these directions the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)
                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 
CC:                 A copy of the Order along with the appeal of the appellant and its enclosures is sent to the Public Information Officer, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh for compliance.
                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh,

Son of Shri Karnail Singh,

Village Tunga,

Post Office Chhitawala,








Tehsil Nabha,

District Patiala.







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Nabha,

District Patiala.











…Respondent.

CC No.289 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.2.2013

Date of Decision:26.2.2013

Public Authority:Deputy Superintendent of Police, Nabha.
Present:-

None on behalf of the complainant.



H.C.Darshan Singh Office of DSP, Nabha, on behalf of the 

                                respondent.
ORDER




The respondent has made a written submission vide letter No. 780/A/RTI/DSP/N dated 25.2.2013. The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. the respondent has supplied a letter dated 18.2.2013 signed by the complainant mentioning that he has received the information and does not want any further action in the complaint. Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlochan Singh

Son of Shri Kishan Singh,

Village & Post Office Kuthala,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

District Sangrur-148020









              …Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintendent of Jail,

District Jail

Sangrur.










…Respondent.

CC-315 of 2013

Present:- 
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Mela Singh, Assistant Superintendent, District Jail, Sangrur.
ORDER



The respondent submits that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him. The complainant is not present and no intimation regarding his absence has been received. As a last opportunity to the complainant, to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 3.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jaspal Singh,

House No. 608,

 Ravidas Nagar,

Hoshiarpur.







              …Complainant.

Versus

1.Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintendent,

Headquarter Jail,

Amritsar

2. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintendent,

Headquarter Jail,

Patiala

3. Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintendent,

Headquarter Jail,

Ferozepur.








…Respondent.

CC-348 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.2.2013

Date of Decision:26.2.2013

Public Authority: Superintendents Central Jails-Amritsar, Patiala & Ferozepur.

Present:-     Shri Jaspal Singh complainant.

         Shri Jaspal Singh, APIO, Central Jail, Amritsar,


         Shri Shinder Pal, Assistant Superintendent, Central Jail, Ferozepur,


         Shri Satwinder Singh APIO, Central Jail, Patiala, on behalf of the 

                    respondent.

ORDER



The respondents submit that the information demanded by the complainant has already been supplied to him by all the three PIOs. The complainant states that information relating to Para No.1 of his application has been provided by the respondent in respect of the Central Jails only and it does not include the information of Sub Jails. The respondents submit that complete information relating to Para No.1 of the application of the complainant available with them, stands supplied. The respondent further submits that the complainant has raised certain questions and has not asked for any document. 


In view of the submission of the respondents, the case is disposed. 

DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh,

Son of Shri Harbans Singh,

Village Budhanpur (Dera Ambarsaria)

Post Office Bahadurgarh (Quilla)


Tehsil & District Patiala.





              …Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o the Principal Secretary, 

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent.

CC-375 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.2.2013

Date of Decision:26.2.2013

Public Authority:Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,
                          Chandigarh.

Present:-
Shri Narinder Singh complainant.
Shri Ram Jatin, Senior Assistant, Department of Home & Justice, Punjab & H.C. Hakam Singh Office of SSP, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent has made a written submission  vide letter No. 30AC/556 dated 25.2.2013 signed by the Senior Superintendent of Police-cum-PIO, Patiala. The respondent submits that the complainant has preferred an appeal for his reinstatement into service. The respondent submits that the appeal of the complainant has already been considered and rejected and the appellant has been informed about the same. The respondent further submits that the complainant has raised certain questions in his application and has not asked for copy of any document. In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

Ex-Head Constable,

26/CTC Quilla Bahadurgarh,

Village Udhanwal,

Tehsil Balachaur,

District Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar




              
                                                                                                   …Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Commando),.

Bahadurgarh,

District Patiala.










…Respondent.

CC-419 of 2013
Date of hearing: 26.2.2013

Date of Decision:26.2.2013

Public Authority:Inspector General of Police (Commando), Bahadurgarh, Patiala.

Present:-  
Shri Vijay Kumar complainant.


Shri Iqbal Singh, Head Constable Office of Inspector General of Police, 

                      Commando, Bahadurgarh, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent has made a written submission vide letter No. 4190/LA dated 22.2.2013 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the Government of Punjab, Department of Information Technology vide Notification No. 2/27/05-IAR/191 dated 23.2.2006 issued under Sub Section (4) of Section 24 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 has notified that the above mentioned Act shall not apply to Armed Police including Armed Battalion of Commando in all respects. The respondent further submits that Section 24 of the Act is absolutely clear that the Act shall not apply to the Intelligence and Security Organizations, being organizations established by the State Government.
In view of the submission of the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

Ex-Head Constable,

26/CTC Quilla Bahadurgarh,

Village Udhanwal,

Tehsil Balachaur,

District Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar




              
                                                     




…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Commando),.

Bahadurgarh,

District Patiala.










…Respondent.

CC-420 of 2013

Date of hearing: 26.2.2013

Date of Decision:26.2.2013

Public Authority:Inspector General of Police (Commando), Bahadurgarh, Patiala.

Present:-  
Shri Vijay Kumar complainant.



Shri Iqbal Singh, Head Constable Office of Inspector General of Police, 

                      Commando, Bahadurgarh, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has made a written submission vide letter dated 4188/L.A dated 22.2.2013, which is taken on record. The respondent submits that the response regarding the complaint of Shri Vijay Kumar has already been sent to him vide letter dated  21.1.2013.  The complainant is satisfied with the response of the respondent. Accordingly the case is disposed  of and closed.
DATED:26.2.2013





(NARINDERJIT SINGH)

                                                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Complex Village Nichi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana











      





     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.










       




                                     …Respondent

CC- 864/ 2012

Present:

None on behalf of the complainant.

                      None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


At the last date of hearing on 29.1.2013, the Senior Superintendent of Police, Mansa was directed to serve the bailable warrant on Shri Karamvir Singh Chhina, PIO, District Transport Officer, Mansa. No reply has been received from the Senior Superintendent of Police, Mansa regarding the execution of the bailable warrant. Accordingly a fresh bailable warrant, in exercise of powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code, is issued with the direction that the said PIO shall produce the relevant record relating to the information demanded by the appellant in his application under the Right to Information Act, 2005 on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 10.4.2013 at 11.00 A.M in this Commission at Chandigarh.   A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Senior Superintendent of  Police, Mansa to serve the bailable warrant on Shri Karamvir Singh Chhina, PIO, District Transport Officer, Mansa. 

Dated: 26.2.2013

  
                  (Narinderjit Singh)





                 State Information Commissioner 

CC:  The Senior Superintendent of Police, Mansa for necessary action. 

              BAILABLE WARRANT OF PRODUCTION
BEFORE SHRI NARINDERJIT SINGH, STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

AT CHANDIGARH.
Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Complex Village Nichi Mangli,

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana











      





     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.










       




                                     …Respondent

CC- 864/ 2012

UNDER SECTION 18 (3) OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.
                                  NEXT DATE OF HEARING 10.4.2013
To



The Senior Superintendent of Police,



Mansa.



Whereas Shri Karamvir Singh Chhina, PIO, District Transport Officer, Mansa has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission, despite the issuance of notices in the above mentioned complaint case.  Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on Shri Karamvir Singh Chhina, PIO, District Transport Officer, Mansa to appear before this Bench of the State Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 10.4.2013 at 11.00 AM to produce the relevant record pertaining to the above mentioned complaint.



Dated, this 26th day of February, 2013.

                                                                          (Narinderjit Singh)
                                    State Information Commissioner
