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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sukhdev Singh

S/o Sh. Bakshish Singh,

V. – Dittupur Jattan,

P. O. – Dakodan,

Teh.- Nabha,Patiala. - 147104




         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Nabha
, Distt. Patiala
       




  
          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1017 of 2011 

     ORDER

Present :- 
None  for the  Complainant.
Mr. Deepak Bhardwaj, Naib Tehsildar, Bhadson, for the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is dated 07.03.2011 regarding detail of some land in the Village
 Dittupur Jattan. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 30.03.2011. 
2.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the requisite information was sent by Tehsildar Nabha to the Complainant on 22.03.2011 alongwith photo copies of the report submitted by the Field Kanungo. 

3.

The Respondent today shows acknowledgement receipt of the information  by the Complainant which shows that he is satisfied.

4.

The Complainant has appended 04 IPOs alongwith his application to the Commission. These 04 IPOs are handed over to the Naib Tehsildar, Bhadson who assures that the same will be returned to the Complainant. A receipt to this effect signed by the Naib Tehsildar is 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 the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, May 09, 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 

Maninder Singh Randhawa

S/o Sh. Gurmit Singh Randhawa,

H. No. 5157, Sector – 38(West),

Chandigarh.







         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Malout Institute of Management 

and Information Technology,

Malout – 152107,
Distt. – Mukatsar




                               ..…Respondent






CC No.  1033 of 2011

        ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Maninder Singh Randhawa, the  Complainant, in person..
Mr. Mukesh Saini, Supdt., for the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is dated 24.02.2011. The information sought is on 15 points pertaining to the post of Lecturer in Mechanical Engineering as per Government’s Reservation Policy. The complaint with the Commission is dated 06.04.2011.
2.

The Respondent says that the Institute did not get the RTI request dated 24.02.2011 and came to know about this only when Notice of Hearing issued by the Commission on 20.04.2011 was received.

3.

 The Respondent today submits several documents which are taken on record. In a letter to the Commission Respondent writes : “ The applicant and his father have required the related information twice and the same have been provided vide letter no. MIMIT/PIO/11/338 dated 17.02.2011 and MIMIT/PIO/11/1002 dated 27.04.2011(Annexure – 1 ). “
The PIO demands 30 days time to respond to the RTI request, dated 24.02.2011. The documents submitted by the Respondent reveal that 






-2-

almost identical information was sought by the father (Mr. Gurmeet Singh Randhawa) of the present information-seeker (Mr. Maninder Singh Randhawa) on 08 points on the same subject on 20.03.2011. The information was supplied to Mr. Gurmeet Singh Randhawa on 27.04.2011. 

5.

I have carefully read the 02 applications dated 24.02.2011 and 20.03.2011 submitted by son/father, respectively and have observed that through these 02 applications, information being sought is almost similar but is couched in different language.

6.

The Complainant says he has no objection if the two RTI requests – one already replied to and the other in hand are taken of together. The  main demand that emerges is for a copy of the Government Reservation Policy to enable him compare whether the Institute has followed the Reservation Policy in selecting Lecturers or not. 

7.

The Respondent is directed to provide an attested copy of the latest  Government Reservation Policy to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and endorse a copy of the information sent to the Commission. In case, the copy of the said policy is not on record, the same should be conveyed to the Complainant in black and white. Rest of the information has been supplied to the Complainant in respect of his both RTI requests, dated 24.02.2011 and 20.03.2011.


The case is adjourned to 25.05.2011(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh for confirmation.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, May 09, 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 

Bikramjit Singh

S/o Sh. Amrik Singh,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Near Railway Phatak,

Uppali Road,

Sangrur.







        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director General of Police, Pb.,

Sector -9, Chandigarh.  
     



     
          ..…Respondent

CC No.  1052 of 2011 
     ORDER

Present :- 
None  for the  Complainant.
Mr. Ranjit Singh, Inspector and Mr. Bhupinder Singh, Hawaldar, for the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is, dated 26.02.2011, addressed to the D. G. P., Punjab, wherein, the information-seeker has demanded the action taken against certain Police officials vide his complaint dated 19.01.2011. Not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 07.04.2011.
2.

The representative of the Respondent today shows a letter no. 4328-30/IVC/1 dated 03.05.2011 written to the Complainant informing him that his RTI request has been sent to the S. S. P., Patiala and he will be informed accordingly, when a response is received from the S. S. P., Patiala. This is a wrong procedure adopted by the Respondent. In fact, the PIO office of D. G. P. should have transferred the RTI request, dated 26.02.2011, under section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 to S. S. P., Patiala, who in itself is Public Authority and informed the information-seeker asking him to get in touch with the S. S. P., Patiala
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3.

Now the Respondent is directed to procure the information from Patiala and provide the same to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and endorse a 
copy of the same to the Commission. The information to be supplied should be legible and duly attested.



The case is adjourned to 25.05.2011(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, May 09, 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 

S. S. Sahi, Advocate,

Chamber No. – 155-A,

New Courts,

Jalandhar (Punjab)






       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Improvement Trust, 

Jalandhar  


     




       ..…Respondent

CC No.  1056 of 2011 
     ORDER

Present :- 
None  for the  Complainant.
Mr. Manmohan Gupta, S. D. O., for the Respondent.

____



The RTI request on 15 points, is dated 01.06.2010, addressed to the PIO Office of Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, wherein, information has been demanded about 94.5 Acre Guru Gobind Singh Avenue Scheme. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 05.04.2011. 
2.

The representative of the Respondent today submits a point-wise response vide letter No. 534 dated 05.05.2011, which is taken on record. The Respondent says that this reply will be sent to the Complainant positively within 02 days.
3.

The Complainant on receipt of this information may point out the deficiencies, if any, in writing to the PIO Office of Improvement Trust with a copy to the Commission. On receipt of communication from the Complainant, the PIO shall comply with the same and send the requisite
information to the Complainant and endorse a copy thereof to the Commission. 


The case is adjourned to 25.05.2011(Wednesday) at 11:00 A.M. in Chamber, S. C. O. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh for confirmation.


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, May 09, 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 

Nand Lal

S/o Sh. Hans Raj,

Street No. – 8,

Tapa Mandi,

Distt. – Barnala






      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer,

P. W. D. ( B & R),

Barnala  


     




       ..…Respondent





CC No.  1063 of 2011

       ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Nand Lal, the Complainant, in person..
Mr. Amardeep Singh Brar, XEN, for the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is dated 15.12.2010. The information sought is on 03 points. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 04.04.2011.

2.

The Respondent today says that the requisite information was sent to the Complainant on 28.03.2011 alongwith several annexures. Another detailed letter dated 05.05.2011 is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today. A copy of this letter 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 the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, May 09, 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 

Sat Narain Kalia

S/o Lt. Sh. Jagdish Ram Kalia,

H. No. 2754,


Sector 40-C, 

Chandigarh 160036






      ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Magistrate,

Mini Sectt., Patiala  

     




     ..…Respondent

CC No.  1067 of 2011  
     ORDER

Present :- 
Mr. Sat Narain Kalia,  the  Complainant, in person.
Mr. Raghuvir Singh, Steno to PIO, for the Respondent.

____



The RTI request is dated 15.12.2010. The complaint with the Commission is dated 06.04.2011. The information pertains to seeking sanction of initiating criminal proceedings in a family dispute. 

2.

The Additional Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO has informed the Commission vide his letter dated 09.05.2011, of the steps taken to give an appropriate response to the Complainant appended to which is the opinion obtained by the office of D. C., D. A. and A. D. A. A copy of this letter 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 the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, May 09, 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 

Ms. Bimla Soodan 

W/o Late  Sh. Kuldip Rai Soodan,

H. No. 20,

Sector – 27 A, 

Chandigarh.







        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.    


     



        ..…Respondent

CC No.  211 of  2011 

     ORDER

Present :- 
Ms. Bimla Soodan,  the  Complainant, in person.
None for the Respondent.

____



In compliance with the order dated 19.04.2011, the Complainant says that she has received the copies of the “Jamabandi” for the year 1976-77.


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


Announced  in  the hearing. 


Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.   

Chandigarh,




                                (P. P. S. Gill)

Dated, May 09, 2011.
                          
   
      State Information Commissioner.

