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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sadhu Singh Alias Mahinder Singh

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

V. – Nangal,  P. O. – Amargarh,

Tehsil – Malerkotla,

Distt. - Sangrur






     ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Malerkotla,  Distt. - Sangrur





       ..…Respondent

C.C. No.  3026 of 2011 
ORDER

Present :
Mr. Sadhu Singh, Complainant, in person.
None for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is addressed to S. D. M., Malerkotla dated 16.06.2011. The information demanded is regarding changes alleged to have been made in a 
‘Gardawri’ in 1995 – 1996. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission dated Nil and is registered against S. I. C. P. Diary No. 17491 dated 14.10.2011. 
2.

The Complainant today shows a response that he had received on 25.11.2011. This response is signed by the Patwari concerned. 

3.

Also on record, is a letter from PIO-cum-S. D.M., Malerkotla, addressed to APIO-cum-Naib Tehsildar, Amargarh directing him to appear in the Commission in this case on  28.11.2011.

4.

A perusal of the documents on record reveals that a proper response has been given to the Complainant.


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: 28.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner
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Madan Lal Gupta,

“Punjab Kesri group”,

H. No. 294, Ward – 17,

Mandi Harji Ram,

Malout – 152107






     ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Malout








     ..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3030 of 2011 
ORDER

Present :
None for the Complainant.
Mr. Jagsir Singh, E. O., Nagar Council, Malout,  for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request, addressed to PIO-cum-S. D. M., Malout, is dated 24.08.2011. The information-seeker has mentioned about non-payment of an advertisement, issued through him to certain Newspapers. He has asked 02 questions for the delay in payment and wants to know when will the payment be made in the said advertisement. His request was transferred by S. D. M., Malout to Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Nagar Council,  Malout on 20.08.2011. The Executive Officer-cum-PIO, Nagar Council,  Malout on 03.10.2011 wrote to the information-seeker that information in this regard can be obtained from the Office of S. D. M. who had released the advertisement for which the Complainant has demanded payment. The complaint with the Commission is dated 11.10.2011. 

2.

A letter from the O/o S. D. M., Malout, dated 17.01.2011, is in the file which is addressed to the Editor of “The Tribune” Chandigarh and “Rozana Jagbani”, Jalandhar, asking them to publish the said advertisement.


3.

The Respondent today says that the requisite payment has been made to the Complainant on 21.11.2011 and submits an acknowledgement receipt thereof. It is 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: 28.11.2011.



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

11/1801, Balaji Colony,

Street- 2, 

Faridkot - 151203






    ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division,

Public Works Department (P. W. D.),

Faridkot







       ..…Respondent

C.C. No.  3047 of 2011  
ORDER

Present :
None for the Complainant.
None for the Respondent.



_____



The RTI request, dated 09.07.2010, addressed to the Respondent – XEN, Provincial Division, P. W. D., Faridkot, wherein, the information-seeker has mentioned that he had refused to take cheque since it did not include interest payable on that from the period October 1985 to 31.07.2006. Therefore, he had not accepted the same. He wants to know what action has been taken on his grievance. His complaint with the commission is dated 13.10.2011. 

2.

The Complainant’s grievance is not  “information” under Section 2 (f) of the RTI Act, 2005 and  does not comes under the purview of the Commission to  pass any directions to the Respondent.



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: 28.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner
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Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. – Ludhiana - 141101





        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

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

Sector – 9, Chandigarh





         ..…Respondent

C. C. No.  3035 and C. C. No. 3038 of 2011 
ORDER

Present :
Mr. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Complainant, in person.

1. Mr. Mohinder Pal, S. P. ;

2. Mr. Nirmal Singh, A. S. I. ;

3. Mr. Ashwini Kumar, A. S. I. (RTI Incharge, Jalandhar)

4. Mr. Harpreet Singh, H. C. ;

5. Mr. Amarjit Lal, H. C. ; for the Respondent.




_____

The Complainant has filed 02 RTI requests  : One is addressed PIO office 

of  D. G. P., Punjab, Chandigarh, dated 18.07.2011 and the second is addressed to PIO Office of I. G. P. Jalandhar Range, dated 18.07.2011. The applications are different but subject-matter is almost the same. The Complainant has no objection, if, these 02 cases i. e.  C. C. No.  3035 and C. C. No. 3038 of 2011 are clubbed together, since the subject-matter of the information demanded is almost identical.



The Complainant says that he has received the responses in both the cases i. e. the enquiry report. However, he is not satisfied as “certain annexures” have not been included in the information given to him. He has been informed that action taken report demanded by him is the copy of inquiry report. This has been provided, which he admits having received. If still not satisfied,  for redressal of his grievance, he can take recourse  to approach appropriate administrative or legal  authority for action.


In view of this, the case is disposed of and closed and a copy each of this order be placed in both the case-files.


Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





             (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 28.11.2011.



               State Information Commissioner
CC :



Public Information Officer,

O/o  Inspector General of Police, 

Zone – II, Jalandhar - 144001
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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P. K. Aditya,

H. No.  775,

Sector – 22 A,

Chandigarh - 160022






              …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  State Information Commission, Punjab,

S. C. O. 84 - 85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority  

O/o  State Information Commission, Punjab,

S. C. O. 84 - 85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



            .…Respondents

A.C. No.  1023  of  2011

    ORDER

Present :
None for the Appellant. 

Mr. Ramesh Kumar, APIO and  Mr. K.L. Jhamb, P.S. for

the Respondents.




_____


The RTI request, dated 27.06.2011, is filed with the PIO of the Commission regarding certain issues pertaining to the Commission’s website and demanding hard copy of the documents of certain  selected parts.  The requisite information was sent to the Appellant by the PIO of the Commission on 01.08.2011.  Not satisfied with the response, the Appellant filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 08.08.2011 and the same was heard  by the First Appellate Authority on 14.09.2011.  The First Appellate Authority issued directions to the PIO to provide information/reply to the Appellant  with respect to  para 1, 2 and 3 of the original RTI request and the case was disposed of.

2.

Thereafter, the PIO sent a response to the Appellant on 07.10.2011 on the 03 points.  This letter along with   written  submission  of the PIO, dated 28.11.2011, is submitted to the Commission  today and is taken on record. Still dissatisfied, the Appellant filed  second appeal with the Commission on  12.10.2011.
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3.

 I have perused the documents on record and it emerges that the requisite  information  as available with the Commission, has been provided to the 

Appellant, who is absent without intimation despite having been given due and   adequate  notice  of hearing for 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: 28.11.2011.



            State Information Commissioner.

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

RZ – 213 – L/17,

Tughlakabad Extension,

Near Tara Apartments,


New Delhi – 110019






              …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagraon, Distt. – Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Additional Deputy Commissioner(General),

Ludhiana.







            .…Respondents

A.C. No.  1033  of  2011

          ORDER

Present :
None for the Appellant.

Mr. Kamaljit Singh, Clerk,  for the Respondents.




_____



The RTI  request, dated 01.06.2011, is addressed to PIO-cum-S.D.M., Jagraon.  The information demanded is “ whether  your office has  so far  issued a Scheduled Caste Certificate in the name of Gian Singh S/O Pritam Singh” and if so, please mention his address as available in record.  Also demanded  is a certified copy  of  “(1) Scheduled Caste Certificate; (2) Form and its Annexure (s) which were submitted by the candidate for issuing of Scheduled Caste Certificate; (3) Also provide me translated version either in Hindi or in English of the above, if these are in regional language.”

2.

An appropriate response was sent to him on 04.07.2011 and 18.08.2011.  Yet not satisfied, he filed appeal with the first appellate authority.  His appeal with the Commission is dated 13.09.2011.

3.

From perusal  of  documents  on record it emerges that the first appellate authority-cum- Addl. D.C., Ludhiana, on 29.07.2011 passed an order by clubbing  all the  o6  appeals bearing number 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 79 of 2011 and disposed of the same.  The plea taken by the first appellate authority is that the particulars of the information 
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being  sought  are deficient and no information can thus be provided.  The Respondent-S.D.M. in the letter addressed to the  Commission, dated 17.11.2011, has appended to it orders passed by the ld. C.I.C on August 09, 2011 and September 13, 2011 in respect of 03 appeals- AC-645, 646 and  647 of 2011.  Inter alia, in all his RTI  requests  he has demanded the same information  as in his instant RTI request. In the order dated 09.08.2011, the C.I.C. had asked the S.D.M., Ludhiana (East) and  S.D.M., Jagraon to trace out the record and make afresh earnest efforts to provide the information.  In the second and last hearing on 13.09.2011, the C.I.C. had closed all the 03 appeal cases based on the submissions made to him by the Respondents.

4.

Since the information being sought in the instant case is also the same and  already his earlier appeals he had filed have been disposed of, no further action is required to be taken on the present appeal as well.  Therefore, this appeal 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: 28.11.2011.



           State Information Commissioner.

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

H. No. 1778, Sector – 14,

Hisar (Haryana)






              …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana
First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Commissioner,

Patiala Division, Patiala.





            .…Respondents

A.C. No.  1027 of  2011

         ORDER

Present :
None  for the Appellant.

Mr. Balwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar,  for the Respondents.




_____



The RTI request is, dated 07.06.2011, on 02 points relating to  Bhartiya Vidya Mandir Trust.  On not getting any response, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority - Commissioner, Patiala Division, on 14.08.2011.  First appeal was transferred on 05.09.2011 to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana by the first appellate authority for appropriate action. The second appeal with the Commission is dated 09.10.2011.

2.

The Respondent today  submits  a copy  of the letter  dated 19.07.2011 written to the Appellant giving appropriate response on the 02  issues he has raised in his RTI request.  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: 28.11.2011.



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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

H. No. 1778, Sector – 14,

Hisar (Haryana)






              …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Shri Guru Ram Dass Charitable Hospital Trust,

Mehta Road, Valla

Amritsar.
First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Shri Guru Ram Dass Charitable Hospital Trust,

Mehta Road, Valla,

Amritsar.







            .…Respondents

A.C. No.  1031 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Surendera Bhanot, for the Complainant.

Mr. Ashok Sharma Nabhewala, Advocate,  for the Respondent.




_____



Mr. Surendera Bhanot, appearing for the  Appellant, submits his authority letter which is taken on record. Mr. Ashok Sharma Nabhewala, Advocate, counsel for the Respondents, furnishes  his power of attorney.  The same is taken on record.

2.

The RTI request is dated 29.06.2011  and is addressed to PIO o/o  Sri Guru  Ramdas Charitable  Hospital Trust, Amritsar.  The information demanded is on 12 points related to the affairs of the Respondent Trust.  On 26.07.2011, the Respondent wrote to the information-seeker  that  Sri Guru Ramdas  Institute of Medical Sciences and Research,  Amritsar  is not covered under the Right to Information Act, 2005 since it is unaided private organization.  Thereupon, the Appellant on, 16.08.2011, filed appeal with the first appellate authority and on not getting any response, he preferred  second appeal with the Commission, dated 09.10.2011.

3.

The Respondent is directed to state and justify  as to how the said institution is out of the purview of the Right to Information Act.  
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4.

The Appellant may also state and justify, in writing, as to how the Respondent is a public authority.  Though the Respondent and the Appellant will make 

their written submissions to the Commission, they will as well  make these available to each  other  or rejoinders well before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 16.12.2011 (Friday)   at 11.00 A.M., in the Chamber, SCO No.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: 28.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

