STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jang Singh,

# 1317/2, Gali No. 3,

Opp.Thakur Computer Centre,

Shimlapuri,

Ludhiana-141003. 






 ... Complainant









                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Dehlon-I,

Distt. Ludhiana.






    …Respondent







CC No. 192 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rakesh Kumar, IERT.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 06.11.2011 addressed to the B.P.E.O. Dehlon-I sought information on four points.   Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 17.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar, IERT, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO stated that he has brought the information to the Commission to be delivered to the complainant.  However, since the complainant is not present today, the respondent is directed to send this information to the complainant today itself by registered post and produce the postal receipt before the Commission for verification.

We have perused the information.  The same is complete, correct and hence in order.

In the meantime, Sh. Rakesh Kumar appeared again and presented the postal receipt of the registered letter bearing No. 171817206 dated 11.04.2012 in token of his having sent the information to the  complainant by registered post, as directed by the Commission.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Sharma

s/o Sh. Mahesh Chander Sharma,

725, Shiv Nagar,

Jalesar Road,

Ferozabad (U.P.). 






 ... Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mansa.







    …Respondent
CC No. 195 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: HC Sh. Angrej Singh.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 14.11.2011 addressed to the S.S.P. Mansa sought information on seven points regarding visit of police parties of Mansa District in Ferozabad District of U.P. between the period from 20.04.2011 to 27.04.2011.   On receipt of the said RTI application, the SSP, vide his letter No. 1066 dated 12.08.2011 informed the complainant that he has sought report from all the police stations according to which, no police party has ever visited Ferozabad District in U.P.  between the said period.

Dissatisfied with the supplied information, the complainant made a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 17.01.2012  and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Sh. Angrej Singh, Head Constable, appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO delivered a copy of letter No. 827 dated 10.04.2012 in which again it  has been mentioned that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 1066 dated 12.08.2011.  Sh. Angrej Singh further stated that the information already supplied to the complainant is correct and complete as the same has been sent to him after obtaining the same from different Police stations falling within the Mansa District. 

Today, neither the complainant is present despite notice, nor anything contrary has been heard from him.


Since the complete information stands supplied, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

           Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mukhtiar Singh

Block President,

All India Corruption, Anti Crime Bureau,

Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur. 






 ... Complainant









                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa.






    …Respondent







CC No. 196 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Dimple Kumar, Panchayat Secretary.


Complainant, vide application dated 26.05.2011 addressed to the B.D.P.O. Budhlada requested that the Gram Panchayat, Dharampura may be directed to pass a resolution for not constructing any street or passage from his house.  The said application of the complainant was transferred by the BDPO to Sh. Dimple Kumar, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Budhlada, who, vide letter No. Spl. 1 dated 10.01.2012 supplied the information on the present status of the complaint of the complainant. 


Dissatisfied with the same, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 17.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


We have perused the case file and have also heard the Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO Sh. Dimple Kumar.  The application dated 26.05.2011 submitted by the complainant to the BDPO was only a complaint.  Still, acting on the same, BDPO had transferred the same to the Panchayat Secretary of village Dharampura who has intimated to the complainant the present status on this application made by him.


In our view, the application filed by the applicant-complainant is not maintainable under the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, the same is hereby disposed of and closed.  

           Sd/-                                                                  Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harnail Singh,

s/o Sh. Sher Singh,

Village Ramgarh, P.O. Salana,

Tehsil Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 





 ... Complainant









                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Amloh,
Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


   

            …Respondent







CC No. 197 of 2012

Order

Present:-
Complainant Sh. Harnail Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Mangat Singh, Panchayat Secretary.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 05.12.2011 addressed to the PIO – BDPO, Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib sought photocopies of complete record pertaining to the receipt of grants and their utilization etc. during the tenure of Sarpanch S. Sajjan Singh son of Chand Singh, Gram Panchayat Ramgarh, Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.  Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 17.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh.  Mangat Singh, Panchayat Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO has been heard.  He states that the relevant RTI application of the applicant had been received by him on 22.12.2011.  He further stated that he had written to the complainant by registered post vide letter dated 19.01.2012 for deposit of approx. Rs. 600/- as additional fee / document charges. 
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We have perused the case file and observe that the PIO acted on the RTI application very late, though the same was received in his office on 22.12.2011, as per his own statement before the Commission.   Respondent further states that he has brought the requisite information.  He is therefore, directed to deliver the said information to the complainant in the Commission itself, free of cost as mandated under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Complainant acknowledges receipt of the information before the Commission.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

               Sd/-                                                                      Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Jain,

T.V. Reporter,

Dhuri (Sangrur). 






 ... Complainant









                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o District Manager,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

Sangrur.







    …Respondent







CC No. 199 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Girish Aggarwal, Accountant.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 17.11.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-District Manager, Punjab State Warehousing Corporation, Sangrur, sought photocopy of the complaint made on 08.11.2011 by Sh. Satish Kumar son of Sant Ram resident of Chandigarh and the action taken report on the same.   Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the office on 17.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


We have perused the case file and observe that the requisite information, complete in all respects, has already been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 4982 dated 28.12.2011 and vide letter no. 6349 dated 16.03.2012.

Further, the complainant is not present today despite issuance of notice dated 19.02.2012, nor anything has been heard from him.  Therefore, as the information already stands supplied to the complainant, the  case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

               Sd/-                                                                   Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  C.L. Pawar,

Kothi No. 599, Phase 2,

Mohali.
 






 ... Complainant









                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

Punjab, Sector 62, 
Mohali - 160062.






    …Respondent







CC No. 203 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None for the parties.

Complainant, vide RTI application dated 19.10.2011, addressed to the PIO, office of Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Mohali sought certain information in the wake of a news item appeared on 13.10.2011 in the “Hindustan Times, Chandigarh” dated October 13, 2011.

Having no response from the respondent within the prescribed time limit of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Pawar filed a complaint with the Commission on 12.01.2012, received in the office on 17.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Today, neither any one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent PIO nor has any information been provided to the complainant despite the fact that the RTI application dates back to 19.10.2011.  The Commission, therefore, by no means can take a liberal view of such approach on the part of the respondent PIO.


Therefore, respondent PIO is directed to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant by registered post, within a period of three weeks, under intimation to the Commission, with a spare copy of the information, for records.
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PIO, office of Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab, Phase 8, Mohali shall also cause as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilful delay and denial of the information to the applicant-complainant. 



On the next date of hearing, the PIO shall ensure his personal presence in the hearing.  He will also bring along a copy of the supplied information for perusal and records of the Commission.


To come up on 19.06.2012.

           Sd/-                                                                  Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. P.K. Aditya,

No. 775, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh.







   --Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Punjab State Information Commission,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Punjab State Information Commission,

Chandigarh.







--Respondents

AC No. 102 of 2012

Order

 Present:-
Appellant Dr. P.K. Aditya in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Kumar Gupta, PIO along with Sh. K.L. Jhamb on behalf of the First Appellate Authority. 

S/Sh. Ramesh Kumar Gupta, PIO and K.L. Jhamb , appearing on behalf of the First Appellate Authority have agreed that Dr. P.K. Aditya shall make a fresh application for seeking inspection of 10 case files decided by the Commission. 

Dr. Aditya has agreed for disposal of the instant case and upon fresh application, the inspections of the requisite case files will be allowed as has been mutually agreed between the parties.


Therefore, in view of the above facts, the instant appeal filed before the Commission is closed and disposed of, without going into its facts and merits. 
                    Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balwant Singh Saini,

Village Teuri,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







--Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Majri (Distt. Mohali).

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mohali.







--Respondents

AC No. 104 of 2012
Order

 Present:-
Complainant Balwant Singh Saini in person.


For the respondent: Sh. D.K. Saddi, BDPO,  Majri.


Complainant, vide application dated 06.08.2011 addressed to the BDPO, Block Majri, Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali sought information pertaining to various resolutions passed / cancelled during the tenure of former Sarpanch Surjit Singh w.e.f. 30.12.1989.


Failing to get any response within the prescribed period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Balwant Singh preferred first appeal before the DDPO,  Mohali vide appeal dated 13.09.2011 and ultimately, he filed the second appeal before the Commission, received in the office on 17.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Both the appellant and the respondent are present today.  


A written acknowledgement regarding receipt of complete, correct and satisfactory information has been tendered by the appellant Sh. Balwant Singh.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                   Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Aseem Takyar

s/o Late Sh. R.C. Takyar,

Plot No. 144, Phase 1,

Udyog Vihar,

Gurgaon-122016.






--Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Inspector General of Police (Security),

Punjab Police Hqrs,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.





--Respondents

AC No. 105 of 2012
Order

Present:-
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: HC Sh. Sukhdeep Singh.


Sh. Aseem Takyar, vide his RTI application dated 21.10.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought information on the following points: 

(a)
Provide details of total expenditure involved in the security of each MP and MLA of the Haryana State and Information must contain specific expenditure involved per member. 

(b)
Provide information as to how many security vehicles are involved as Pilot Vehicles and Security Vehicles for the security of each MP and MLA of Punjab State;

(c)
Provide information as to according to the policy / norms, how many security personnel can be provided to each MLA and MP and their family members.

(d)
Details of total expenditure took place in the year 2008-09, 
                                                                  Contd…p/2
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2009-10 and 2010-11 as diesel and petrol expenses. 
(e)
Details of the wear and tear cost of the security vehicles.

(f)
Information is required in form of details of the account concerning individual MP and MLA.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 32391/DDSB-2 dated 07/14.12.2011 intimated the applicant that the Security Wing of Punjab Police has been brought out of the purview of the RTI Act, 2005 and this fact had been communicated to him vide their office Memo. No. 290342/DDSB-2 dated 09.11.2011.


Dissatisfied with the response received, the applicant preferred first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 18.11.2011 and thereafter, the instant second appeal before the Commission has been filed on 16.01.2012.  In the second appeal, the applicant-appellant cited two judgments of the Hon’ble High Court wherein it has been held that even the exempted information can be given.  In response, the respondent, vide letter dated 07.03.201 again informed the appellant that the information in question cannot be provided. 


It is observed that the appellant, in the Grounds of the Second appeal filed before the Commission, admitted as under: -

“That it is noteworthy that, undersigned previous RTI application dated 25.02.2011 which was on the same subject was declined on the garb of same ‘Notification’ and the present RTI application dated 21.10.2011, presently under consideration, was filed on the basis of the outcome of the orders passed in ‘two’ reported judgments by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab & Haryana, which is identical matter.”
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We have considered the matter and are of the view that there is no provision of Review under the RTI Act, 2005.  Appellant himself admits that he had already submitted an application seeking the same information.  

More so, asked for information not only relates to the Security Wing but at the same time, relates to security provided to the MPs / MLAs.  Since information on RTI application filed earlier by the appellant on the same subject matter has been declined by the Commission as per the own version of the appellant and there is no provision of Review in the RTI Act, 2005 and asked for information is exempted as per the notification dated 23rd February, 2006 of the Govt. of Punjab, therefore, the appeal filed by the appellant on 16.01.2012, received in the Commission’s office on 17.01.2012, is rejected.
                    Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Surinder Awasthi)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                              S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Davinderjit Singh

s/o Sh.Joginder Singh,

V.Kadiana, P.O.Block

Adampur, Distt.Jalandhar






--Appellant






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Block Dev.& Panchayat Officer,

Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar

2. First Appellate Authority,

Distt.Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Jaldnahr.




AC No.59 of 2012

Present:-  1. Sh.Devinder Singh, BDPO Adampur on behalf of respondent PIO.



None on behalf of the appellant.

 ORDER



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.07.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary,Gram Panchayat,Kadiana, Block Adampur, Distt. Jalandhar sought an information on three points regarding the complaints, if any, made by the residents of that village, or from any other  cities, Districts and States against him and his family members and copies of resolutions adopted on these complaints, if any,  between the period 1.11.2011 to 12.07.2011. Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed the first appeal before the DDPO, Jalandhar vide his letter dated 02.12.2011 and then second appeal with the Commission on 09.01.2012. On receipt of 2nd appeal, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Sh. Devinder Singh, BDPO, Adampur appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO states that the requsite information has already been sent to the appellant vide registered letter dated 14.03.2012.



We have perused the copy of the supplied information. The same is in order.  Therefore, since the appellant is not present nor anything has been heard from him despite the issuance of notice, the case is disposed of and closed.
                        Sd/-                                                                 Sd/-

(Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Narinder P arkash,






--Appellant

s/o late Sh. Hari Ram,

V.Kadiana, P.O.& Block Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Block Dev.& Panchayat Officer,

Adampur Doaba, Distt. Jalandhar

2. First Appellate Authority,

Distt.Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.



AC No. 91 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Devinder Siingh, BDPO Adamnpur on behalf of respondent PIO.


None on behalf of the appellant.
 ORDER




The appellant vide an RTI application dated 2.09.2011 and 24.10.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-BDPO Adampur sought certain information. Failing to get timely response within a period of 30 days as per section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed first appeal with the DDPO, Jalandhar vide letter dated 28.11.2011 and then a second appeal  with the Commission received in its office on 16.01.2012. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Sh. Devinder Singh BDPO, Adampur appearing on behalf of the PIO states that the information running into approximately 80 pages has already been supplied to the appellant vide registered letter dated 14.03.2012. He also delivers two sets of letters bearing NO.9 dated 10.04.2012 and No.10 dated 10.04.2012 enclsoing the information already sent to the appellant.



We have perused the supplied information and have observed that complete information stands supplied to the appellant. The appellant is also not present today despite issuance of notice nor anything has been heard from him. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

                Sd/-                                                                 Sd/-


(Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Jarnail Singh s/o Sh.Sham Singh,




--Appellant.

Vill.Kamma, P.O.Ishru, Tehsil Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Distt.Education Officer 

(SE) Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director General School Education Punjab,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.



AC No.88 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Sat Pal Sharma,APIO o/o DG School Education Punjab


2. Sh.Anil Clerk o/o DEO(SE) Ludhiana


3. Sh.Jarnail Singh, appellant in person.
 ORDER



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 08.09.2011 addressed to the DEO (SE) Ludhiana sought an action taken report on his complaint dated 11.07.2011 made to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana against the Principal, Senior Secondary School,Chakoi, Tehsil Khanna, Distt.Ludhiana. Failing to get any response within the stipulated period of thirty days, he filed a first appeal with the Director General, School Education Punjab vide letter dated 11.11.2011 and second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 15.12.2011. After the receipt of the second appeal in the Commission notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. Sh.Sat Pal Sharma APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent delivers a copy of the information to the appellant in the Commission itself.



We have perused the supplied information. The same is in order.  The appeal is accordingly disposed of and closed.

                Sd/-                                                                 Sd/-


(Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner
Dated: 11.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

PUNSUP Retired Employees





--Appellant

Welfare Association (Regd.)

Pnjab, H.O.Sukhdayak Ayurvedic Store,

o/o Bye Pass Majitha Road,

Amritsar-143001






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Director Food Supply & 

Consumer Affairs Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.



AC No.38 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Sukhdev Raj Sharma on behalf of the appellants.


2. Sh.Kulwant Singh Supdt., on behalf of the PIO o/o Director Food &Supplies & Consumer Affairs Punjab, Chandigarh.
 ORDER



On the last date of hearing  i.e. on 29.02.2012 directions were given to the PIO o/o Director Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Punjab  to supply point-wise complete and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of three weeks. He was also directed that the RTI application of the appellant be transferred to the respective DFSCs for supply of information on point NO.2 and 3.



We have perused the case file and have also discussed the supplied information with the appellant as well as with the respondent. We have observed that complete and correct information on point NO.1 and 2 in respect of  RTI application dated 30.07.2011 has been supplied to the appellant. So far as information on point NO.4 is concerned, the appellant is directed to seek the same directly from the respective DFSCs, as now his RTI application stands transferred to them under section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 for supply of information to him directly. So far as the information on point NO.3 i.e. information regarding charge-sheets/show-cause notices issued to the field staff relating to loss of wheat for the period from 1995 to 2011 is concerned, it is observed that this information is required to be supplied by the Director Food  Civil Supplies Punjab . PIO o/o Director Food Supplies Punjab is, therefore, directed to supply the complete and correct information on point No.3 duly authenticated free of cost within a period of three weeks. The PIO shall be present in person on the next date of hearing. It is also mentioned here that already lot of delay has been caused in supplying the complete information. Therefore, if  complete, correct and authenticated information on point No.3 is not provided  to the appellant within the period as mentioned above, provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against the PIO/Public Authority.



To come up for hearing on 19.06.2011.

                Sd/-                                                                 Sd/-

(Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurbax Sing Bains,






--Complainant
# 306, Phase VI,

Mohali-160056






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Inspector General (Crime)

Punjab Police HQs, Sec.9,

Chandigarh.



CC No.486 of 2012
Present:-  1. Smt.Darshana Thapar, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the PIO;


2. Sh. Gurbax Singh complainant in person.
 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 24.01.2012 addressed to the PIO o/o Inspector General ( Crime )Punjab Police HQs Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information on the following three points:-

1. Copy of letter NO.4080/CR/Invs-3 dated 14.3.2011;

2. Copy of all letters received from DIG (Crime Branch Punjab, Moheli previously SSP (Crime) Mohali between March 2011 to date on this subject;

3. Copy of all letters issued from Crime Branch – Invs-3 to other offices between March 2011 to date on this subject.

Failing to get timely response within thirty days as mandated under section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005 the complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 17.02.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. Mrs. Darshna Thapar Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the PIO delivers a complete set of information to the complainant and the complainant acknowledges the same. He is satisfied with the supplied information.

The case is, therefore, disposed of and close
  Sd/-                                                                 Sd/-


(Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gurbax Sing Bains,






--Complainant
# 306, Phase VI,

Mohali-160056






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Additional Director (Crime)

Punjab Police HQs, Sec.9,

Chandigarh.



CC No.478 of 2012
Present:-  1. Smt.Darshana Thapar, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the PIO;


2. Sh. Gurbax Singh complainant in person.
 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 28.01.2012 addressed to the PIO o/o Addl. Director  General ( Crime )Punjab Police HQs Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information on the following three points:-

1. Copy of enquiry report into FIR 219 dt. 28.09.2010 u/s 279/304A/337/427 IPC registered at PS City Rajpura concluded  and submitted to your office by DIG (Crime) vide his letter No.392/reader dated 01.11.2011 and NO.446 dated 27.12.2011;

2. Copy of statements of persons recorded in connection with the above. 

On the last date of hearing, i.e. on 03.04.2012 though the complainant admitted the receipt of complete information but he wanted the same to be certified/authenticated and thus his case was adjourned for today. Mrs. Darshana Thapar, Sr. Asstt. appearing for respondent PIO hands over the duly authenticated and complete information to the complainant to his satisfaction.

The case is disposed of and closed accordingly in the presence of both the parties. 

Sd/-                                                                 Sd/-


(Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Sant Parkash Singh, ASI (Retd.)




--Complainant
# 1390/DDk. c/o Dilshad Singh Dhaliwal, Advocate,

Chamber No.13, District Courts, Faridkot.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Faridkot.




CC No.143 of 2012

Present:-  1. H.C.Birbal Singh NO.475 on behalf of PIO;

   2.Sh. Sant Parkash Singh complainant in person.
 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.10.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o SSP Faridkot sought certain information on number of points relating to his service record. Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days, as mandated under section 7(1) of RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 12.01.2012, and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Both the parties have been heard and we observe that no information has been supplied by the PIO to the complainant so far. We afford one more opportunity to Sh.Bhupinder Singh, PIO-cum-SP (HQs) Faridkot with the direction to supply the point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information free of cost to the complainant within a period of three weeks with one spare copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. Sh. Kulbir Singh PPS, APIO-cum-DSP o/o SSP 

Faridkot shall be present in person on the next date of hearing with one copy of the supplied information.



To come up for hearing on 20.06.2012.
                Sd/-                                                                      Sd/-


(Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


    State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012

A copy of above order be sent to Sh.Kulbir Singh, APIO o/o SSP Faridkot for necessary action.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Shiv Shankar Tiwari,






--Appellant

Satya Jeevan Kusth Ashhram,

Lajpat Nagar, New Delhi-110065 






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,





---Respondent

o/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

2. FAA Chief Secretary to Govt.of Punjab,

Chandigarh.



AC No. 57 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Nirmal Singh, APIO-cum-Sr. Asstt. o/o Chief Secretary Punjab;


None on behalf of the appellant.

 ORDER

The appellant vide an RTI application dated 26.05.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Chief Secretary Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information on ten points in respect of the  Leprosy affected persons and their dependents living in each District of the State. The respondent replied to the appellant vide letter dated 10.06.2011 that since the issue was related to more than one public authority, he may file separate applications with the respective quarters. The APIO draws our attention towards para 3 (iii) of Govt. of India, Department of Personnel and Grievances, letter NO.10/2/2008-1R dated 12th June 2008, an extract of   which is reproduced below:-

Para 3(iii) “ A person makes an application to a public authority for information, a part of which is available with that public authority and the rest of the information is scattered with more than one other public authorities. In such a case, the PIO of the public authority receiving the application should give information relating to it and advise the applicant to make separate applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them. If no part of the information sought, is available with it but is scattered with more than one other public authorities, the PIO should inform the applicant that information is not available with the public authority and that the applicant should make separate applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them. It may be noted that the Act requires the supply of such information only which already exists and is held by the public authority or held under the control of the public authority. It is beyond the scope of the Act for a public authority to create information. Collection of information, parts of which are available with different public authorities, would amount to creation of information which a public authority under the Act is not required to do. At the same time, since the information is not related to any one particular public authority, it is not the case where application should be transferred under sub-section (3) of Section 6 of the Act. It is pertinent to note that sub-section (3) refers to ‘another public authority’ and not ‘other public authorities’. Use of singular form in the Act in this regard is important to note”.
However, the appellant was not satisfied with the reply of the PIO and he approached the First Appellate Authority vide his letter dated 26.07.2011 and then   filed a second appeal with the Commission vide letter dated 19.01.2012. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. None is present on behalf of the appellant. Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the  respondent PIO states that the RTI application of the appellant has been transferred to the concerned PIOs under section 6 (3) of RTI Act 2005 and that intimation in this regard has also been sent to the appellant vide Punjab Govt. Department of General Administration, Chandigarh ID NO. 7/219/11-ihH;hH4/4442 dated 10.04.2012.
 However,  we observe that the respondent PIO should have identified the PIOs concerned in response to the RTI application at the first instance itself.  The Co-ordination Branch is a Nodal Branch of the Chief Secretary’s office and should be well aware of which particular Department the PIO would have the relevant information. In future we caution the PIOs to take care to inform the information seeker of which door he should knock at to get the right information. 





With these observations, we feel it appropriate to dispose of and close this case here itself.

                Sd/-                                                                 Sd/-

      (Surinder Awasthi )



( B.C.Thakur)


  State Information Commissioner
State Information Commissioner

Dated: 11.04.2012
