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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Gobind Singh

S/o Sh. Nand Singh,

Dhani Nutpur Dakhali Jhottian Wali,

Hal Abad -- M. C. Colony, 

Near Master Ramesh Sharma,

Fazilka









..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

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

Sector – 9, Chandigarh






..…Respondent
C.C. No.  2970  of  2011 

ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Gobind Singh,  Complainant, in person.
 Ms Jasbir Kaur, Sr. Assistant, for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is,  dated 18.08.2011, addressed to the PIO o/o D.G.P., Punjab, Chandigarh.  The information demanded pertains to a complaint made by the information-seeker on 31.01.2011.  On not getting any response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on  03.10.2011.
2.

The Respondent-PIO submits copies of the correspondence that has taken place  between  the office of D.G.P., I.G. (Crime) and S.S.P., Ferozepur.  These are taken on record and copies thereof are handed over to the information-seeker.


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: 21.11.2011.



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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Paramjit Singh,

Warder No. – 3251,

Central Jail,

Ferozepur








..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Supdt., Central Jail,

Bathinda.








..…Respondent
C.C. No.  3008  of  2011

ORDER

Present :
 None for the Complainant.

 None for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is, dated 17.08.2011, addressed  to the Superintendent-cum-PIO, Central Jail, Bathinda.  The information demanded is  on 03 points  pertaining to service matter of the information-seeker.  His complaint with the Commission is dated 08.10.2011.
2.

A perusal of documents on record reveals that  response  was sent  to the Complainant on 09.09.2011 whereby the information was provided on Point No. 1 and 3.  In respect of Point No.2, Respondent said that the requisite information could be procured  from Central Jail (Headquarters), Ferozxepur, since this pertains to  other Respondent.

3.

For the information on Point No.2, the RTI request should have been  transferred to the Respondent-Central Jail (Headquarters), Ferozepur  under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.  The Respondent has not transferred  this.  Therefore, the Respondent-PIO, Central Jail, Bathinda, is directed to procure the information from Central Jail, Ferozepur and provide the same, duly attested and legible, to the Complainant  before the next date of hearing.
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The case is adjourned to 06.12.2011(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in Chamber/Court No. 2, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh,  for confirmation.  There will be no further adjournments.


Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 21.11.2011.




 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. Ritu Mehta

W/o Dr. Ravinder Mehta,

C/o A. K. Bhandari & Co.,

B-XV-392, Ist Floor

Gill Road, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana - 141003.







..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Patiala.









..…Respondent
C.C. No.  3018  of  2011 
ORDER

Present :
 Dr. Ritu Mehta, Complainant, in person.
 Mr. Swaran  Singh, Inspector o/o SSP, Sangrur and Mrs.  Gurmit Kaur, S.I. with Mr. Jai Chand, Clerk, o/o  DIG, Patiala, for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is dated  08.08.2011.  The information demanded is a copy of the inquiry report.  The complaint with the Commission is dated 07.10.2011.
2.

Documents on record  reveal  that certain interim replies were sent to the  information-seeker on 31.08.2011 and 09.09.2011.  The Respondent-PIO from the o/o D.I.G., Patiala Range submits a written submission, dated 17.11.2011. It is taken on record.  A copy of this alongwith several annexures is handed over to the information- seeker  during the hearing.

3.

A perusal of this letter indicates that entire record has been summoned by the office of I.G.P., Zonal-I, Patiala and no final / conclusive report, based on the several inquiries held earlier, is ready. Since the inquiry is not complete, no information can be provided.



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: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Om Parkash

S/o Sh. Ghulla Ram,

Gali Puri Inspector Wali,

Ward – 4, Budhlada,

Distt. - Mansa .








..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub-Divisional Engineer,

Provincial Sub-Divisionn.,

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

Branch – Budhlada, Distt. – Mansa.





..…Respondent
C.C. No.  2812  of  2011 
ORDER

Present :
 None for the Complainant.

 Mr. Bhim Sen, J.E.,for the Respondent.




_____



This case was heard on 24.10.2011 when the Complainant had appeared after the order had been dictated in the open court. 
2.

The representative of the Respondent  states that  a  response was    sent to the  information seeker on 29.08.2011  mentioning therein that  the demanded information has already been sent vide letter No.130, dated 14.07.2011 to one Mr. Radhe Shyam, who is son of the Complainant.  The Respondent says that the information demanded by  Mr. Om Parkash is exactly the same as demanded earlier by Mr. Radhe Shyam.
3.

Therefore, the  Respondent is directed  to send  the demanded information  to the Complainant again  within 05 working days and  endorse a copy of the forwarding  letter of the information sent to the Commission.

4.

The Complainant   is  absent  without intimation.


With 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: 21.11.2011.




 State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajesh Kapil

H.No. 606, Street-12B,

Avtar Nagar, Near T.V. Centre

Nakodar Chowk, 

Jalandhar – 144 003
            




………….Appellant
Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o State Information Commission, Punjab

SCO 84-85, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh 
2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o State Information Commission, Punjab

SCO 84-85, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh
3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Jalandhar Development Authority

SCO No. 41, PUDA Complex,

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar 
……………..Respondents
A. C. No. 896  of  2011

     ORDER

Present :
Mr. Rajesh Kapil, Appellant, in person.
1. Mr. K. L. Jhamb, P. S. ;

2. Mr. Ramesh Kumar, APIO ;

3. Mr. Sham Lal, Sr. Asstt., PUDA, Jalandhar ; and

4. Ms. Meena, Receptionist, for the Respondent.




_____

In compliance with the order, dated 24.10.2011, the Respondent – PIO 
office of State Information Commission, Punjab has submitted a letter bearing no. 4413 dated 18.11.2011, which is a copy of the letter, addressed to the information-seeker. In this letter it is mentioned that  the matter has been placed before the Ld. CIC who has ordered an enquiry to be conducted and the findings of the enquiry be conveyed to the bench concerned. This is taken on record.
2.

The Receptionist of the Commission has also placed on record a copy of the  receipt showing that letter of the information-seeker has been received. This is also taken on record.
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3.

There is, however, no compliance of the order, dated 24.10.2011, from the Respondent – PIO Office of P U D A, Jalandhar which was impleaded as Respondent No. 3 in the instant case. The representative of the Respondent - Mr. Sham Lal, Sr. Asstt., says that the PIO – cum - Divisional Engineer (Public Health) is Mr. Sumittar Singh. He is directed to submit affidavit on 03 points as per order dated 24.10.2011.  For ready reference, these points are :

(i) The Public Information Office of PUDA , Jalandhar  is impleaded as Respondent No. 3 in the instant appeal.

(ii) Respondent-PIO No. 3, PUDA Jalandhar is directed to file an affidavit stating whether information demanded by the Sh. Rajesh Kapil was supplied to him and if so when. 

(iii) Respondent No. 3, PUDA Jalandhar is also directed to bring to the Commission the entire record containing the information demanded by Sh. Rajesh Kapil ; 
It is also clarified that these 03 points mentioned above are in respect of 

Appellant’s RTI request, dated 29.07.2010, addressed to the PIO O/o PUDA, Jalandhar, wherein, information was sought on 03 points.


Therefore, the affidavit of the PIO should reflect as to how his request dated 29.07.2010 was dealt with, i. e. whether the information demanded by Mr. Kapil  was supplied to him, and if so, when.



At the next date of hearing, the PIO – Mr. Sumittar Singh shall remain present and bring with him all relevant record, including dispatch register etc. in respect of RTI request of 29.07.2010.
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The affidavit should be filed point-wise. There will be no further 
adjournment in this case. 



The Respondent – PIO,  the First Appellate Authority and Receptionist of the Commission are exempted from further appearance.






The case is adjourned to 06.12.2011(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in Chamber/Court No. 2, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.




Announced  in the hearing.


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





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner

CC :

Mr. Sumittar Singh,

PIO – cum - Divisional Engineer (Public Health),

S. C. O. No. 41, Ladowali Road,

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Lalit Rishi

S/o Sh. Vikramjit Rishi,

H. No. 120, Sector – 4,

Mansa Devi Complex, 

Panchkula (Haryana)




                       …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh







           ...…Respondents

A.C. No.  984 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Lalit Rishi, Appellant, in person.
Mr. Krishan Lal, Sr. Asstt., Office of Vigilance Bureau and Ms Rita Bedi, Sr. Asstt. for Respondent No. 1.


_____

The RTI request is dated 10.06.201, addressed to the PIO, Department of 

Vigilance.  The information demanded is on 10 points pertaining to alleged corruption charges levelled against Ms. Rajinder Kaur Bhattal by Mr.  Balwant Singh Dhillon, President District Amritsar Boxing Association, Bathinda. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 17.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 07.10.2011.
2.

The Appellant says that apart from the correspondence exchanged by the PIOs of the department of Home Affairs & Justice, Vigilance Bureau and Director, Vigilance, he has received information in respect of 01 to 03 points of his RTI request from Vigilance Bureau via letter dated 08.08.2011. This letter also mentions that the record in respect of point no. 04 to 12 is not available.



There no further course of action to be taken. 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: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bachan Singh Datewasia,

H. No. 735- R,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda





                                 …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Chandigarh






                 .…Respondents

A. C. No.  989 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
None  for the Appellant.

Mr. Surinderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt.,  for the Respondent.




_____

The RTI request is dated 15.12.2008 and is addressed to the PIO office 
of Chief Minister, Punjab. The information demanded is action taken report on letter dated 08.11.2002 which the information-seeker has sent through registered post to the office of Chief Minister, Punjab. From the documents on record, it emerges that on not getting satisfactory response, he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 10.01.2011 and second appeal with the Commission on 29.08.2011. 

2.

The Appellant vide his letter dated 09.11.2011 has sought exemption from appearance.
3.

The department of Home Affairs and Justice has made a written-submission, dated 07.11.2011, to the Commission where it is mentioned that a letter was sent to the Appellant on 12.02.2009 asking him to send the copies of the letter as it have not been received in the office of Respondent – PIO so that necessary action would 
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have been taken. A reminder was again sent for this  on 18.03.2009.  The Respondent says that no response letter was received till todate. 



In covering letter, dated 17.11.2011, the PIO mentions that RTI request of the Appellant has been sent to the Respondent – PIO in the office of Principal Secretary, Local Bodies, Punjab for necessary action. This was done on 30.12.2008.


The Appellant may file a fresh application with the PIO office of Principal Secretary, Local Bodies, Punjab and pursue the case there in respect of the RTI request dated 15.12.2008.



In so far as, this case is concerned, it 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: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Manjeet Singh

S/o Sh. Bhinder Singh,

V. P. O. – Lubana Taiku,

Tehsil- Nabha,

Distt. - Patiala



            

        …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Bhadson.

(Tehsil- Nabha, Distt. – Patiala)

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Senior Supdt. of Police,

Patiala





            

       .…Respondents

A. C. No.  1002 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Manjeet Singh, Appellant, in person.
1. Sukhdev Singh, S. I. (P. S. – Bhadson) and 
2. Mr. Praveen Kumar, S. I., for the Respondent No. 2.




_____

The RTI request is dated 29.07.2011, wherein, the Appellant has raised 
02 questions : 1. Why FIR has not been registered and 2. When will it be registered. The base complaint was made to the Chief Officer, Police Station, Bhadson and it was registered as D D R on 15.02.2011. On not getting any response, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority – S. S. P., Patiala on 29.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission on 03.10.2011.
2.

Questions do not constitute ‘information’ as per Section 2 (f) of the RTI Act,  2005 and only documents, held on record by Public Authority, can be provided.



Since the RTI request is in the nature of questions, therefore, the case is dismissed.


Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jarnail Singh Sandhu

C/o Tubewell No. – 5,

Near Fire Brigade,

Sangrur






           
         …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Chief Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Patiala







                     .…Respondents
A. C. No.  1010 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Jarnail Singh Sandhu, Appellant, in person.
Mr. Jiwan Singh Mittal, S. D. O., for the Respondent.




_____

The RTI request is dated 30.06.2011, wherein, the information-seeker 
has demanded details of expenditure for the period  from 01.01.2008 to 30.06.2011 regarding water supply in rural area for sub division no. 1 and 2. Appeal with the First appellate Authority is dated 21.07.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 24.08.2011.
2.

The documents on record reveal that on 20.07.2011, the Respondent asked the information-seeker to deposit Rs. 8000/- to get the requisite information, to which, the Appellant raised certain queries on 21.07.2011. A revised letter was sent to the information-seeker on 25.07.2011 by which the cost was reduced to Rs. 7000/-. Later on 30.09.2011, the cost was reduced to Rs. 3382/-.

3.

The Respondent has created the confusion in the mind of the information-seeker, whether, the cost of information is in respect of one sub-division or both the sub-divisions.
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4.

In the hearing today, the Appellant and the Respondent have agreed to meet in the office of the Respondent on 28.11.2011 i. e. Monday at 10:00 A.M. when the Respondent will hand over the complete information to the information-seeker free of cost. The information to be provided should be legible and duly attested. The Respondent, however, will send a copy of the covering letter of the information provided alongwith acknowledgment receipt to the Commission.


The Appellant has no objection if the case is closed and disposed of.



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: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jarnail Singh Sandhu

C/o Tubewell No. – 5,

Near Fire Brigade,

Sangrur





                                  …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Malerkotla

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Sangrur






                     .…Respondents
A.C. No.  1011 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Jarnail Singh Sandhu, Appellant, in person.
Mr. R. K. Gupta, XEN,  for the Respondent No. 1.




_____

The RTI request is dated 07.07.2011. The information demanded is on 03 
points regarding expenditure on water supply. Appeal with the first Appellate Authority is dated 09.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 24.08.2011.
2.

The Appellant says that he has received the information and is satisfied and has no objection, if the case is closed.



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: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Diljit Singh Bedi

S/o Sh. Bhag Singh Bedi,

H. No. 3642/1, Street – 3,

Tej Mohan Nagar, Basti Sheikh,

Jalandhar






                  …….Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o  A.D.G.P.-cum-Commandant General,

Punjab Home Guards &

Director Civil Defence, Punjab, 

17 Base Building, Sector – 17,  Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Divisional Commandant,

Punjab Home Guards 

O/o Commandant General,

Punjab Home Guards &

Director Civil Defence, Punjab, 

17 Base Building, Sector – 17,  Chandigarh.

                 .…Respondents

A.C. No.  1020 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Diljit Singh Bedi, Appellant, in person.
 Mr. Jitender Kumar, Sr. Asstt., for the Respondent.




_____

The RTI request is dated 17.01.2011. The information demanded pertains 

to copies of the A. C. R. for the period from 01.04.1998 to 31.03.1999. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 09.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 24.08.2011.
2.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that the information-seeker was informed on 10.05.2011 that his A. C. R. for the year 1998-1999 is satisfactory and on 13.05.2011 he was informed that if he is not satisfied, he can come and inspect the entire record. This was reiterated in the letter dated 03.06.2011.

3.

The Appellant acknowledges having received these letters.


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: 21.11.2011.




   State Information Commissioner
