STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Balbir Singh

S/o Sh. Bhan Singh,

V. – Badauli Gujjran,

Tehsil – Rajpura.






         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer,

Panchayati Raj, 
P. W. D.,  Division, Patiala.





         ..…Respondent

C. C .No. 3106 of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Balbir Singh, Complainant, in person.
Mr. Balwinder Singh Dhillon, XEN, for the Respondent.




  _____

The RTI request is dated 09.07.2011. The complaint with the Commission 

is dated 20.10.2011.

2.

 The information demanded is very vague and frivolous and does not fall under definition of ‘information’ as defined under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
 That be so,   the Respondent today hands over a comprehensive 
response, dated 30.11.2011, to the information-seeker and submits a copy of the same to the Commission.
3.

A perusal of documents on record reveals that on 19.07.2011, an interim-reply was sent to the information-seeker, wherein, he was asked to give specific detail of the information required. That response was, perhaps, not well thought out, which is the reason why the Respondent has given a fresh response, dated 30.11.2011.



In view of this,  the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.
                                 


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jabit Singh

C/o Advocate Ranjan Lohan,

H. No. 1509, Sector 22 – B,

Chandigarh







      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Inspector General of Police,(HQ),Pb.,







Sector – 9, Chandigarh.


First Appellate Authority

O/o Inspector General of Police,(HQ),Pb.,







Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





       ..…Respondent

A. C. No. 1054 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Lakhbir Singh, for the Appellant.

Mr. Lal Mohammad, H. C. O/o S. S. P., Mohali, for the Respondent



  _____

Representative, Mr. Lakhbir Singh, appeared on behalf of the Appellant, 

who does not carry any authority letter.
2.

The RTI request is dated 28.07.2011. The information demanded is action taken report on FIRs dated 14.11.2000 and 30.10.2010 and related issues running into 12 points. On not getting any response, appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on 30.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 12.10.2011.

3.

The Respondent has brought with him the complete information and handed over it to the Appellant in the court today.

4.

The representative of the Appellant says that he is not satisfied with the given information as in respect of point no. 08 – 11, the Respondent should have transferred the RTI request  to the Revenue Department under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005. He also avers that the First Appellate Authority, with whom he had filed appeal on 30.08.2011, had not taken any action. This is a lapse on the part of the Respondent Department. 
In view of this, the  case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority 
with the  directions that he should take appropriate action as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005, giving opportunity of being heard to both the parties.


Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.                            


Place: Chandigarh.





            (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tejinder Singh,

V. – Bholapur,

P. O. – Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana






                       …… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar






                     .…Respondents
A. C. No. 954 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
None for the Appellant.
Mr. Mukesh Chander Jaspal, Legal Adviser, for the Respondent.




  _____

The case was heard on 16.11.2011, wherein, a fresh notice of hearing 

was issued to PIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.

The Respondent today submits a copy of the letter, dated 01.12.2011, by which a response was sent to the Appellant alongwith a covering letter dated 01.12.2011, this is taken on record.
Since the information stands supplied,, the case is disposed of and 
closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Pradeep Dutta

S/o Dr. P. K. Dutta,

A – 2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048





  
       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Inspector General of Police (HQ),

O/o D. G. P., Punjab,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





      ..…Respondent
C. C.  No. 3099 of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Bijender, for the Complainant.

1. Mr. Sukhpal Singh, A. S. I. ;

2. Ms. Gurmeet Kaur, S. I. ;

3. Mr. Purshotam Kumar, H.C. ;

4. Mr. Praveen Kumar, H. C. ,for the Respondent.





  _____

Representative, Mr. Bijender, appeared on behalf of the Complainant, 
authority  letter is taken on record.
2.

The RTI request is dated 24.08.2011, address to PIO O/o D. G. P., Punjab. The information demanded pertains to a letter, written by the information-seeker, jointly to the D. G. P., Punjab and D. I. G., Patiala Range on 12.08.2011. On  not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 20.10.2011.

3.

It is pertinent to mention here that the Complainant is a serial information-seeker. He had sought exactly the same information earlier also, as is evident from 

C.  C. 3125/2011 ; a mirror image of the case in hand, C. C. 3099 of 2011. That case was disposed of and closed by this bench on 25.11.2011. 

Nevertheless, the Respondent submits a letter, addressed to the 

Commission, dated 02.12.2011, appended to which is a response dated 25.10.2011, sent to the Complainant. These documents are taken on record.
In view of this,  the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


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





           (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Pradeep Dutta

S/o Dr. P. K. Dutta,

A – 2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048






       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala








        ..…Respondent

C. C . No. 3100 of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Bijender, for the Complainant.

1. Mr. Sukhpal Singh, A. S. I. ;

2. Ms. Gurmeet Kaur, S. I. ;

3. Mr. Praveen Kumar, H. C. ;

4. Mr. Jai Chand, Clerk,  for the Respondent.





  _____

The RTI request is dated 17.08.2011, addressed to S. S. P., Patiala. The 
information demanded is certified copies of the entries made in the ‘Roznamcha’ of Police Station – Rajpura on 06.09.2010. The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.10.2011.
2.

The Respondent vide letter, dated 25.11.2011, informs the Commission that an appropriate response was sent to the information-seeker on 02.09.2011, this is taken on record. Another set of the same information is handed to the representative of the Complainant in the court today.

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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Pradeep Dutta

S/o Dr. P. K. Dutta,

A – 2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048






        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala








         ..…Respondent

C. C . No. 3101 of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Bijender, for the Complainant.

1. Mr. Sukhpal Singh, A. S. I. ;

2. Ms. Gurmeet Kaur, S. I. ;

3. Mr. Praveen Kumar, H. C. ;

4.    Mr. Jai Chand, Clerk,  for the Respondent.


  _____



The RTI request is dated 16.08.2011. The information demanded is certified copies of evidence and list of witnesses in a departmental enquiry dated 09.08.2011. The complaint with the Commission is dated 20.10.2011.
2.

The Respondent today hands over a point-wise response, dated 30.11.2011, to the representative of the Complainant in the court and submits a copy of the same to the Commission. This is taken on record.
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and 
closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Dr. Pradeep Dutta

S/o Dr. P. K. Dutta,

A – 2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi - 110048






         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala








          ..…Respondent

C. C .No. 3102 of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Bijender, for the Complainant.

1. Mr. Sukhpal Singh, A. S. I. ;

2. Ms. Gurmeet Kaur, S. I. ;

3. Mr. Praveen Kumar, H. C. ;

4.    Mr. Jai Chand, Clerk,  for the Respondent.



  _____

The RTI request is dated 23.08.2011. The information demanded is on 08 
points regarding FIR No. 112/06. The complainant with the Commission is dated 20.10.2011. 
2.

The Respondent says that the Complainant is asking for the same information time and again and his requests only differ in the nature of the language used. 

A response, dated 30.11.2011, on all the  08 points is handed over to the 

representative of the Complainant in the court , a copy of which  is taken on record.
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and 
closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Arun Garg   S/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town,

Vill.  Daad,    P. O. – Lalton,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 142022






..…Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Branch),

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.


First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Branch),

Punjab  Civil  Sectt.,  Chandigarh.




       ..…Respondents

A. C. No. 1055  of  2011

ORDER

Present :
None  for  the Appellant.

Mr. Manoj Kumar, Sr. Assistant, for the Respondents.



              _____



The RTI request is, dated  20.09.2010, addressed to Principal Secretary, Home  Affairs and Justice. The information demanded is in respect of an application dated 20/21.07.2010.  On not getting any response, an appeal was filed with the first appellate authority on 29.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission on 20.10.2011.

2.

The  representative  of the Department of Home Affairs shows the office record and says that the  Appellant’s original application, dated 20/21.07.2010 was  sent to D.G.P.(Prisons) on 02.08.2010 for comments. Representative of the office of DGP (Prisons) states that they forwarded the same to Superintendent, Central Jail,  Jalandhar, on 22.09.2010  for  reply followed by  reminders  issued on  03.11.2010,  16.03.2011 and 12.09.2011.  They did not receive any response.

3.

A perusal of the documents on record  shows that the First Appellate Authority has not  taken any action on the appeal of the Appellant dated 29.08.2011.  Therefore, this case is remanded to the  First Appellate Authority o/o  Principal 





-2-

Secretary Home Affiairs and Justice, Punjab,  to take appropriate  action as mandated in the RTI Act, 2005,  after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Arun Garg   S/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town,

V. – Daad,    P. O. – Lalton,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 142022



             

..… Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Branch),

Punjab Civil Sectt.,  Chandigarh.


First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of  Punjab,

Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Branch),

Punjab Civil Sectt., Punjab, Chandigarh.



          ..…Respondents

A. C. No. 1056  of  2011

ORDER

Present :
None  for  the  Appellant.

Mr. Manoj Kumar, Sr. Assistant, for the Respondents.



  _____



The RTI request is, dated  20.09.2010, addressed to Principal Secretary, Home  Affairs and Justice. The information demanded is on 05 points regarding Good Conduct Prisoners’ Probational Release Rules etc. On not getting any response, an appeal was filed with the first appellate authority on 29.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission on 20.10.2011.

2.

Mr. Manoj Kumar, who has  appeared on behalf of the PIO o/o Principal Secretary Home Affairs and Justice, says  that they have  not received  the RTI  request dated 20.09.2010. When he was asked to show the original file, it was perused. On perusal  it emerged that the requisite RTI request was very much  in the file about which  he was unaware.  This reflects on the functioning of the PIO who has deputed a person  who  is totally  confused.

3.

It also  emerges  from the documents on record  that the First Appellate Authority has not  acted  as per the mandate of the Right To Information Act, 2005,  on the appeal of the Appellant dated 29.08.2011.  The  First Appellate Authority  is directed 
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to take appropriate decision on the appeal under the provisions of the Right to Information Act.  Therefore, this case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority o/o  Principal Secretary Home Affiairs and Justice, Punjab, to take appropriate  action as mandated in the RTI Act, 2005, after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Arun Garg   S/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town,

V. – Daad,    P. O. – Lalton,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 142022






..…Appellant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Supdt., District Jail,

Nabha , Distt. - Patiala.


First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General of Police (Prisons),

S. C. O. 8-9, Sector 17 - A, Chandigarh.



..…Respondents

A. C. No. 1057  of  2011 

         ORDER

Present :
None for the  Appellant.

Mr. Amrik Singh,  PIO, for the Respondents.



  _____



The RTI request is dated 02.07.2011.  The information demanded is regarding remission record of the information-seeker.  A response was sent to him on 06.07.2011 wherein he was informed that the entire record pertaining to his own period in jail has been sent to Central Jail, Jalandhar on 02.01.2010 and that he could obtain the information from there.  His appeal with the first appellate authority is dated 29.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission  is dated 20.10.2011.

2.

The Respondent submits a letter dated 01.12.2011 explaining the background of the case and the response sent to him.



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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Arun Garg   S/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg,

H. No. 40, Central Town,

V. – Daad,    P. O. – Lalton,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 142022




             
..… Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Supdt., Central Jail,

Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority
O/o Director General of Police (Prisons),

S. C. O. 8-9, Sector 17 – A, Chandigarh.



.       .…Respondents

A. C .No. 1058  of  2011 

      ORDER

Present :
None for the Appellant.

Mr. Ravinder Kumar, Assistant o/o Supdtt. Central Jail and Mr. D..K. Sidhu, AIG Prisons o/o DGP (Prisons), for the Respondents.



              _____



The RTI request is dated 02.07.2011.  The information demanded is regarding remission record of the information-seeker. His appeal with the first appellate authority is dated 29.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is dated 20.10.2011.

2.

The representative of the  Respondent  says that a  response was sent to the  information-seeker on 15.07.2011..



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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 02.12.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

