STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pradeep Dutta,

S/o Shri P. K. Dutta,

R/o A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Dellhi – 110048.







Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Inspector General of Police-cum-PIO,

Zonal-, PR/PTL, Patiala.






        Respondent
AC - 972/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 


Shri  Charat Singh, ASI, on behalf of the  Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states a Demand Draft No. 026623 dated 27.01.2011, for Rs. 2000/- as compensation,  drawn on HDFC Bank  Patiala payable at New Delhi has been sent to the Appellant vide  letter No. 59A/1750-1751, dated 28.01.2011,  addressed to the Commission. He is told that the letter has not been received in the Commission so far. Accordingly, he submits a  photo copy of the said letter, which is taken on record. 
2.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied  with, the  case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    
        Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 02.2011



     
     State Information Commissioner                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardara Singh, Member Panchayat,

Village: Handesra, Tehsil: Dera Bassi,

District: S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.






           Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Gram Panchayat,

Handesra, Tehsil: Dera Bassi,

District: S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: S.A.S. Nagar Mohali.




      Respondent

AC - 1088/2010

Present:
Shri Sardara Singh, Appellant,  in person.
Ms. Ritu, Superintendent,  of the office of BDPO, Dera Bassi and Shri Balwinder Singh, Gram Sewak, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 18.01.2011, when the PIO was directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within 15 days as per his demand vide his application dated 21.09.2010 and the observations made by him vide letter dated 10.12.2010. 
2.

The Respondent states that the information/reply relating to Sr. No.  7 and 8 has been supplied to the Appellant .  At Sr. No. 7 and 8, the Appellant has demanded the
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 following information:-
7)
fJj df;nk ikt/ fe wk;No'/b T[s/ i/HJhH, ;?eNoh iK phHvhHghHUH d/ d;sys j'D/ io{oh jB iK Bjh.

8)
fJj dZf;nk ikt/ fe i/ gzukfJs e'Jh ezw fpBK seBheh wzBi{oh d/ eokT[dh j? sK gzukfJs s/ eh ekotkJh ehsh iKdh j? iK e'Jh ekotkJh BjhA ehsh ik ;edh.

3.

The Appellant states that in the information sent regarding Sr. No. 7 and 8 , a word   ‘ nkfyoh w;No o'b ‘ has been used, which may be clarified. Accordingly, BDPO Dera Bass is directed to clarify the meaning of this word. 
4.

During deliberations held today after the perusal of the information supplied to the Appellant,  it becomes clear that the information supplied to the Appellant is incomplete and not as per his demand.

5.

Ms. Ritu, Superintendent, present on behalf of the BDPO states that the Panchayat Secretary has since  retired and the record has been handed over to the Sarpanch.

6.

Accordingly, Shri Preet Inder Singh, BDPO, Dera Bassi is directed to be present in the court,  in person,  on the next date of hearing alongwith following documents:-



(1)
Cash Book from 01.03.2010 to 30.09.2010.


(2)
Muster Roll Book which is issued to the Panchayat 

                                 Secretary/Sarpanch for executing works in the village.
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(3)
Vouchers from 01.01.2010 to 30.09.2010 regarding payments made for the purchase of material/works executed through Muster Rolls.
7.

The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 15.03.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

                         Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:
Shri Preet Inder Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Dera Bassi, District: S.A.S. Nagar, Mohali.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar Palia,

S/o Shri Kuldeep Chand,

Village: Singhpur, P.O. Nurpur Bedi,

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi, Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib, District: Ropar.



 Respondent

CC - 3442/2010

Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar Palia , Complainant, in person.


Shri  Balbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that as per the observations submitted by the Complainant regarding Sr. No. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, requisite information,  as available on record,  has been supplied to him. 

3.

As per the directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing. The Panchayat Secretary brings the original record of proceeding books,  which is allowed to be inspected by the Complainant and the photo copies of the documents identified by the Complainant after inspection, are handed over to him in the court today. 

4.

It is directed the Utilization Certificate in respect of the works executed from 2002 to 2010, as per the demand of the Complainant,  be supplied to him.  The Panchayat 
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Secretary states that Utilization Certificate is not available and as and when it is received from the J.E., the same will be supplied to the Complainant. 

5.

Regarding encroachment made by Shri Gurmeet Singh S/o Shri Mela Ram, the Panchayat Secretary states that the same has been removed as per the order of the Joint Commissioner dated 25.01.2007, which  inter-alia reads as under:-
“ fw;b s/ d't/A fXoK tb'A g/ô foekov, fpnkB ns/ d;skt/÷K Bz{ x'yD ns/ d'At/ fXoK dh jk÷oh ftu fwsh 20-12--7 Bz{ w"ek t/yD T[gozs T[gozs fBwB j;skyo fJ; f;ZN/ s/ g[Zik j?  fe gNhôBo ôqh r[owhs f;zx g[Zso w/bk okw B/ ;Ve dh pow s/ fJZNK ns/ o/sk oZy e/ BikfJ÷ ep÷k ehsk j'fJnk lj?, fi; ekoB nktkikJh ftu o[ektN g?Adh j?. fJ; bJh ;ogzu rokw gzukfJs f;zxg[o, pbke B{og[op;/dh Bz{ jdkfJs ehsh iKdh j? fe T[j ôqh r[owhs f;zx g[Zso ôqh w/bk okw dk BikfJ÷ ep÷k 15 fdBK d/ nzdo nzdo jNk e/ fJ; dcso Bz{ ;{fus eoB. “
6.

The Complainant submits that he is being  harassed by the BDPO, Panchayat Secretary and the Sarpanch for the last 5 years by deliberately not removing the encroachments made by shri Gurmeet Singh and not completing the drain for the waste water. The Panchayat Secretary states that the drain has been completed. 

7.

In view of the submissions made by the Complainant, a compensation of Rs. 4000/-(Four thousand only) is awarded to the Complainant to be paid by the Public 
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authority through Demand Draft within 15 days. It is also directed that the Utilization Certificate in respect of the works executed from 2002 to 2010 be supplied to the Complainant after obtaining  from the J.E.



8.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 24.02.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                         Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 03. 02.2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Division No. 3,

Near Vaishno Devi Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.




 Respondent

CC No. 3837 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station Division No.3, Ludhiana for seeking certain  information on 14 points.  On  getting no response,   he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23257. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments held in the court,  it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3) Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b) the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.
3.
The PIO of the office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Division No. 1,

Kotwali opposite Akal Market, Chaura Bazar,

Near Clock Tower,  Ludhiana-141008.




 Respondent

CC No. 3838 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



Shri Balwinder Singh, H.C.  on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Division No. 1, Kotwali opposite Akal Market, Chaura Bazar,

Near Clock Tower,  Ludhiana-141008, for seeking certain  information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23255. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments by both the parties, it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)       the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Division No. 8,

Near Iqbal Nursing Home, 

Sadar Quarters,  Ludhiana-141001.





 Respondent

CC No. 3839 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Division No. 8, Near Iqbal Nursing Home, Sadar Quarters,  Ludhiana-141001, for seeking certain  information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23281. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments held in the court,  it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3) Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)       the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 

Contd..p/5

CC No. 3839/2010



-5-

25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Dugri,

Near M.D. School, MIG Flats,

Dugri,  Ludhiana-141002.







 Respondent

CC No. 3840/2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



Shri Hardev Singh, ASI, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Dugri, Near M.D. School, MIG Flats, Dugri,  Ludhiana-141002, for seeking certain  information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23280. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 

of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the 
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Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 

3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments by both the parties, it is made clear 
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to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)      the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 

access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made
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 and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 

25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with 
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telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of Director General of Police, Punjab,
 Sector:9, Chandigarh. 


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Daresi,
Daresi Road,  Ludhiana-141008.






 Respondent

CC No. 3841/2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.        In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Daresi, Daresi Road,  Ludhiana-141008, for seeking certain  information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23279. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 

of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the 
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Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments, it is made clear to the Complainant 
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that   the SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)      the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 

access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;
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(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 

25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.
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 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 


2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o N.R.I.  Police Station, 
Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana-141001.





 Respondent

CC No. 3842 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



Shri Gopal Krishan, SHO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of N.R.I.  Police Station, Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana-141001, for seeking certain information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23278. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments by both the parties, it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)   the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)  the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Division No. 4,

Kailash  Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.





 Respondent

CC No. 3843/2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



Shri Krishan Lal, Reader, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Division No. 4, Kailash  Chowk, Ludhiana-141008, for seeking information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the commission on the same date against diary  No. 23277. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments by both the parties, it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)      Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)       the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Jodhewal,
Basti Jodhewal Chowk,  Ludhiana-141007.




 Respondent

CC No. 3844/2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Jodhewal,Basti Jodhewal Chowk,  Ludhiana-141007, for seeking certain  information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23276. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 

Contd..p/3
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments held in the court,  it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(c) the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner
CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Simla Puri,
Near Pahwa Hospital, 

Partap Chowk, Ludhiana-141003.






 Respondent

CC No. 3845/2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Simla Puri,Near Pahwa Hospital, Partap Chowk, Ludhiana-141003,  for seeking certain  information on 14 points.  On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23275. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments held in the court,  it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)       the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Moti Nagar
 Ludhiana -141015.



.




 Respondent

CC No. 3846 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



Shri Sital Ram, ASI, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Moti Nagar,  Ludhiana -141015,  for seeking certain  information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23274. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments by both the parties, it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)      Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)    the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 

Contd..p/4

CC No. 3846/2010



-4-

access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Koom Kalan,
Partapgarh to Rajgarh Road, 

Near Gurudwara Koom Kalan, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 3847 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Koom Kalan, Partapgarh to Rajgarh Road, Near Gurudwara Koom Kalan, Ludhiana.for seeking information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010, which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23273. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments held in the court,  it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)      the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Ladhowal,
G.T.Road,  Ludhiana-141008.






 Respondent

CC No. 3848 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Ladhowal, G.T.Road,  Ludhiana-141008, for seeking  certain information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23272. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments held in the court,  it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)      the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 

Contd..p/4

CC No. 3848/2010



-4-

access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, 
Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana-141004.



 Respondent

CC No. 3849 /2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Punjab Agriculture University, Ludhiana-141004.for seeking certain information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23271. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments held in the court,  it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)       Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)       the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

House No. 334, Chet Singh Nagar,  Ludhiana.


          

 Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Police Station, Meharban,
District:  Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 3850/2010

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira, complainant, in person.



Shri Surinderjit Singh, ASI, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the SHO-cum-PIO of Police Station, Meharban, District: Ludhiana.for seeking certain information on 14 points. On  getting no response  he filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.12.2010,  which was received in the Commission on the same date against diary  No. 23270. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent  to both the parties.

2.

The basis of demanding the information by Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira in the instant case  is the orders passed by  the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner,  Punjab, in 

CC No. 05 of 2010,  wherein  it has been clarified  that  each police station is a public authority.  Thus the Complainant  has wanted to know  whether  Section 4  and Section 25 
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of the RTI Act, 2005 are  being complied with by the Public Authority. The  Section 4 of the Act  reads as under:-

4. Obligations of public authorities. – 

(1)
Every public authority shall –

(a)
maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates the right to information under this Act and ensure that all records that are appropriate to be computerized are, within a reasonable time and subject to availability of resources, computerized and connected through a network all over the country on different systems so that access to such records is facilitated;

(b)
publish within one hundred and twenty days from the enactment of this Act,  the particulars of its organization, functions and duties; the powers and duties of its offices and employees, the monthly remuneration received by each of its officers and employees, the names designation and other particulars of the Public Information Officers etc. 

(c)
publish all relevant facts while  formulating important policies or announcing the decisions which affect public.

 Besides, he has asked for the names, designation, postal address, telephone numbers, mobile telephone numbers etc. of all the PIOs and APIOs  and Appellate Authority of the office and subordinate offices as the Section 5(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 enshrines that every public authority shall, within one hundred days of the enactment of this Act, designate as many officers as Central Public Information Officers or State Public Information Officers, as the case may be, in all administrative units or offices under it as may be necessary to provide information to persons requesting for the information under this Act. 
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3.

After  detailed discussion and arguments by both the parties, it is made clear 

to the Complainant that   the  SHOs are  the  PIOs for the purpose of   providing  the information available with them expeditiously to the Complainant/Appellant.  However, the responsibility of complying  with the provisions of  Section 4 (1) (a), (b)and (c), rests with the Administrative  Department/Head of the Department concerned.  Similarly, regarding the compliance of the provisions of Section 25(2) and Section 25(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which are reproduced below, it is the duty of the Public Authority of the Ministry or the Head of the Department to collect the information from all the Public Authorities under their jurisdiction  and send to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be:-



25. Monitoring and reporting.—

(2)
Each Ministry or Department shall, in relation to the public authorities within their jurisdiction, collect and provide such information to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, as is required to prepare the report under this section and comply with the requirement concerning the furnishing of that information and keeping of records for the purposes of this section.

(3)      Each report shall state in respect of the year to which the report  

           relates,--


(a)
the number of requests made to each public authority;

(b)      the number of decisions where applicants were not entitled to 
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access to the documents pursuant to the requests, the provisions of this Act under which these decisions were made and the number of times such provisions were invoked;

(c)
the number of appeals referred to the Central Information Commission or State Information Commission, as the case may be, for review, the nature of the appeals ad the outcome of the appeals;

(d)
particulars of any disciplinary action taken against any officer in respect of the administration of this Act;

(e)
the amount of charges collected by each public authority under this Act;

(f)
any facts which indicate an effort by the public authorities to administer and  implement the spirit and intention of this Act;

(g)
recommendations for reform, including recommendations in respect of the particular public authorities, for the development, improvement, modernization, reform or amendment to this Act or other legislation or common law or any other matter relevant for operationalising the right to access information.
 So in this case, Director General of Police, who  is the Head of the Department,  will comply with the provisions of Section 4(1)(a) (b) and (c) vis-à-vis the provisions of Section 
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25(2) and 25(3)  of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However,  it is directed that each SHO will put up a board in his police station indicating the name and address,  along with telephone/ mobile number of PIO/ APIO and the first appellate authority.

 4.

The complainant demands a  copy of the notification issued by the Department appointing all the SHOs as PIOs. Accordingly,   it is  directed that a copy of the notification issued, if any, by the public authority appointing all the SHOs of State of Punjab, as PIOs be supplied to the complainant.  The PIO will supply the information regarding names and  addresses of the PIO/APIO and the Appellate authority alongwith their telephone/ mobile  number to the Complainant as per his demand.  The  Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh, will issue  instructions to all the Commissioners of Police, Senior Superintendents of Police of Punjab State, to direct the SHOs to  put up boards in the police stations indicating the name and designation, along with address and phone number  of PIO/ APIO and first appellate authority as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

With these directions the case is disposed of and closed. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 03-02-2011


          

  State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 



2.
Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

3.
The PIO of the office of 
Director General of Police, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh. 
