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

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh,

Street No. 12, S.A.S. Nagar,

Muktsar.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Muktsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 353 of 2007

Present:
None
ORDER

The counsel for the complainant has informed the Court that he has received the required information and has, therefore, withdrawn the complaint.
Disposed  of
(Kulbir Singh)

             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Ms. Manpreet Kaur,

W/o S. Darshan Singh,

Women Jail, Ludhiana.


  
 _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 366 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.


ii)S.I.  Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the Court that they do not have any copy of the application for information dated 28-3-2007 which the complainant has sent to the Punjab Raj Bhawan, who forwarded it in original to the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Home Affairs, for necessary action.  The respondent wrote to the Government for a copy of the application, but they have also not been able to supply the same.    The complainant may, therefore, send a copy of her application dated 23-8-2006 to the Commission as well as to the Senior Superintendent Police, Ludhiana, who should then take immediate action on the same, as required under the RTI Act.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 13-7-2007 for further consideration and orders.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum- Distt. Election Officer,

Tarn Taran.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 402 of 2007

Present:
i)  Sh. Hitender Jain, complainant in person.

ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Election Tehsildar, on behalf of the      respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has brought the information required by the complainant in this case to the Court, a copy of which has been handed over to the complainant, who is given an opportunity of point out deficiencies, if any, on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Ms. U.K. Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

  
 _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum- Distt. Election Officer,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 403 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh Hitender Jain, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

      Heard.

It is a matter of serious concern that neither the PIO nor the concerned APIO is present in the Court in response to the notice of hearing issued on 17-5-2007.  It is expected  that the PIO will not persist with this carelessness and will attend to his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness in future. A copy of the application dated 22-2-2007 of the complainant may be forwarded to the Deputy Commissioner-cum-Distt Election Officer, Amritsar, with the direction that the information required by the complainant should be sent to her within 15 days of the date of receipt of these orders.

It is also a matter of concern that the communication containing the application for information sent by the complainant to the office of the respondent was refused.  The D.C. Amritsar is directed to have this matter enquired into for necessary corrective action. A copy of the envelope which carries the notation that it has been refused may also be enclosed with these orders.
Adjourned  to 10 AM on 27-7-20078 for confirmation of compliance.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Ms. U.K. Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

  
 _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Indian Red Cross Society,

Fatehgarh Sahaib, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fatehgarh Sahib.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 404 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Hitender Jain, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Sh. Karnvir Singh Mann, PIO, O/o DC Fatehgarh Sahib.

ORDER

Heard.


The application for information in this case was made by the complainant on July 19, 2006 (received by the respondent on 24-7-2006).  The respondent obtained legal opinion and took the stand that the Indian Red Cross Society cannot be considered as a “Public Authority” as defined in the RTI Act, 2005 and informed the complainant accordingly vide their letter dated 22-8-2006, i.e. within 30 days of the receipt of the application for information, but there was no further response from the complainant.

Thereafter, following the receipt of a communication from the Central Information Commission, the respondent sent a reply making the following points:-


i)  They are willing to supply the required information to the complainant.


ii) There was no delay in their response as the application for information 
was 
received on 24-7-2006 and a reply was sent, stating that the
application was not maintainable, on 24-8-2006,  i.e.  within the stipulated 
time of 30 days.  

iii) The information required by the complainant is voluminous in nature.                          
The 
Distt. Red Cross Society does not possess the resources to supply 
the 
information free of cost.
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An offer was accordingly made that the complainant could visit the office of the Distt Red Cross Society, select the information required by her and obtain the same on payment of the required fees.  A copy of this reply was sent to Ms. U.K.Sharda on 14-11-2006. However, instead of approaching the respondent, the complainant made the present complaint to the Punjab State                                                                                                 Information Commission on 6-3-2007, which is being heard for the first time by the Commission today.


The first question to be considered in this case is that of jurisdiction. Based on the decision of the Central Information Commission delivered  on November 9,2006 in appeal No. 152/ICP/2006, with which we have no  reason to differ, we rule that the State and the Distt.  Branches of the Indian Red Cross Society are Public Authorities as defined in the RTI Act, 2005, and they are, therefore, obliged to fulfill the duties and obligations imposed on them under the Act ibid.
 
The second question to be settled is whether the complainant is obliged to pay the prescribed fees for the information which he requires, since Section 7(6) of the RTI Act 2005 states that the person making the request for information shall be provided the information free of charge where a Public Authority fails to supply the information within the time limit of 30 days.  Our finding on this issue is that there has neither been any delay on the part of the respondent nor has he displayed any intention to withhold the information from the complainant.  The application in this case was received by the respondent on 24-7-2006 and the claim that this is not maintainable was communicated to her on 22-8-2006, i.e. within the prescribed period of 30 days.  Thereafter, the complainant did not approach the respondent, preferring instead to file complaints with the Central Information Commission and the State Information Commission.  Even after the respondent expressed his willingness to supply the information in his reply to the Central Information Commission, a copy of which was sent to the complainant, she chose not to approach the respondent but made the present complaint to the State Information Commission after a gap of about 4 months, which is being heard for the first time today.
It is, therefore, amply clear that the period of 30 days prescribed u/s 7 of the Act starts from today. This being so, we order as follows:
i)
The information in this case must be given by the respondent, since it is a   ‘public authority’  as defined under the RTI Act,2005

 ii)             The information will be given to the complainant within seven     

                 days  of the date on which the prescribed fees @ 
contd….2
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Rs. 2/- per page is deposited by the complainant, which should be intimated by the respondent to her within  three days from today.


       Disposed  of.
(Kulbir Singh)

               
   (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Ms. U.K. Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

  
 _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Indian Red Cross Society,

Sangrur, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 405 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Hitender Jain, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Sh. Baldev Raj, Asstt. Secretary, Red Cross Society Sangrur.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been prepared.  We direct that this may be delivered to the complainant within seven days from today and further, that since the information in this case was neither provided within the period of 30 days prescribed u/s 7 of the RTI Act, nor was any claim that the application is not maintainable for any reason made by the respondent at any stage, it would have to be provided free of charge.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

               
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Ms. U.K. Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

  
 _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,
O/o Indian Red Cross Society,

Gurdaspur, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 406 of 2007

Present:
i) Sh. Hitender Jain, on behalf of the complainant.
ii) Sh. Balwinder Singh, APIO-cum-Secretary,Red Cross Society,Gurdaspur.
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information in this case was received by the respondent on 31-7-2006 to which a response was sent to the complainant, raising certain objections, on 29-8-2006 i.e. within 30 days of the receipt of the application for information, but there was no further response from the complainant.

The objections raised by the respondent in their communication dated 29-8-2006 have been seen by us and are overruled.  The respondent is accordingly directed to prepare the information required by the complainant and to intimate to him the fees payable @ Rs. 2/- per page and thereafter, supply the information to the complainant within seven days of the date of deposit of the fees.


The complainant has made a submission that since the information in this case  was required to be supplied within 30 days from the date of receipt of the application as prescribed under the RTI Act, it should now be given free of charge.  However, since the objections raised by the respondent were sent to the complainant within the prescribed period of 30 days and the complainant did not thereafter approach the respondent, and today is the first hearing of the complaint which has been made in this case, when the order has been passed overruling the objections raised by the complainant, the period prescribed under section 7 of the Act begins to run from today.  Since, however, the information asked for by the complainant is very lengthy and voluminous, the plea of the respondent for giving 
Contd…..2
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60 days for preparing the same is accepted and he is given time till 22-8-2007 to complete the action now required to be taken in accordance with these orders.
Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

               
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Mr. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana- 141001.

    _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Indian Red Cross Society,

Amritsar, C/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 407 of 2007

Present:
i) S. Hitender Jain, complainant in person.


ii) Sh. M.B.Galhotra, Secretary, Distt.Red Cross Society,
ORDER

Heard.


The application for information in this case was received by the respondent on 24-7-2006, to which a response was sent to the complainant, claiming that the application is not maintainable, on 22-8-2006,  i.e. within 30 days of the receipt of the application for information, but there was no further response from the complainant.


The objection that the application is not maintainable raised by the respondent in their communication dated 22-8-2006  has been seen by us and has been overruled.  The respondent is accordingly directed to prepare the information required by the complainant and to intimate to him the fees payable @ Rs. 2/- per page and thereafter, supply the information to the complainant within seven days of the date of deposit of the fees.


The complainant has made a submission that since the information in this case  was required to be supplied within 30 days from the date of receipt of the application as prescribed under the RTI Act, it should now be given free of charge.  However, since the objection raised by the respondent was sent to the complainant within the prescribed period of 30 days and the complainant did not thereafter  approach the respondent, and today is the first hearing of the complaint which has been made in this case, when  the order has been passed overruling the objections,  the period prescribed under section 7 of the Act begins to run from today.  Since, however, the information asked for by the complainant is very lengthy and   voluminous, the   plea of the   respondent   for   giving  60  days
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for preparing the same is accepted and he is given time till 22-8-2007 to complete the action now required to be taken in accordance with these orders.

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                           (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Lal Bahadur,

Central Jail, Ludhiana.

  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhaian.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 431 of 2007

Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  S.I.  Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The complainant in this case has asked the respondent for a copy of the Press Note which, he has stated, was issued on 14-8-2006 regarding FIR No. 152 dated 14-8-2006.  The respondent, however, has written to the Commission to state that the information sought by the complainant is not available in his office, and that some times information is given by the concerned SHO to the Press orally.


In the above circumstances, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

               
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Darshan Singh,

168/4, Model Town,

Pathankot.



  
     _________________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o ADGP Intelligence, Punjab,

Police Headquarter, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 518 of 2007

Present:
i)  None on behalf of the complainant.

ii) S. Inderjit Singh Randhawa, AIG, Intelligence, on behalf of the       respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The information required by the complainant in this case has been supplied to him by the respondent. The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, (Prisoner)

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

District Jail Chamba, Himachal Pardesh.
  
    _______________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.






____________ Respondent

CC No. 663 of 2007

Present:
None

ORDER


The complainant in this case is a prisoner under trial and has therefore obviously not been able to attend the Court, but it is a matter of serious concern that the respondent has also absented himself.
 

The Public Information Officer o/o the Sr. Superintendent Police, Batala is accordingly directed to immediately send the information required by the complainant vide his application dated 28-10-2006. He is further directed to attend this Court personally or through the concerned APIO on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information which has been supplied to the complainant. 

 

Adjourned to 10 AM on 6-7-2007 for confirmation of compliance. 
(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, (Prisoner)

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

District Jail Chamba, Himachal Pardesh.
  
   _______________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Amritsar.





​​​​_______________ Respondent

CC No. 664 of 2007

Present:
None

ORDER

The respondent in this case has sent a response to the complainant asking him to deposit the required application fees and to provide the date and number of the DDR of Police Post Gumtala, P S  Saddar,  so that the required  information could be given to him,  but there has been no response from the complainant.

In view of the above, no further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Hira Lal Goyal,

5/IV, The Mall,

Ludhiana.  





     ______________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





     _____________ Respondent

CC No. 665 of 2007

Present:
i)   None, on behalf of the complainant.



ii)  S.I.   Varinder Singh, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed the Court that the required documents have been handed over to the Counsel of the complainant, Sh. Viney Sachdeva, who has also acknowledged the same by signing the receipt which has been seen by us. The complainant is not present.

Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

              
 
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,


State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Vinod Kumar Mehta,

Phase 2, Civil Lines,

Fazilka- 152123.




    ______________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police H.Q., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





   ____________ Respondent

CC No. 667 of 2007

Present:
i) None on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Sh.  M.S.Chhinna, AIG, Litigation, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has informed in the Court that the required information has been sent to the complainant.  The complainant is not present. 

Disposed of.

(Kulbir Singh)

               
(P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

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

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Kukkar,

Near State Bank of India,

Arni Wala Seikh Subhan,

Teh. Fazilka, Distt. Ferozepur.


     ______________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer ,

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur.





    _____________ Respondent

CC No. 668 of 2007

Present:
i)  None, on behalf of the complainant.



ii) Hav. Nirmal Singh,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.


The respondent has sought to inform the complainant that the required information can be sent to him only after he has deposited the application fees of Rs. 10/- which he has not sent with his application. This message was sought to be communicated to the complainant through the local Thana, which has reported back that no person by the name of Ashwani  Kumar Kakkar is a resident at the stated address.

In the above circumstances, the respondent is advised to ask the complainant to deposit the required fees through a written communication by post.  In case the fees is deposited by the complainant, the information required by him should be sent to him within 30 days of the date of deposit of the fees.  In case, however, the communication is received back undelivered, this case will be considered as closed.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 27-7-2007 for further orders.

(Kulbir Singh)

             
  (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill,

Opp. Old SDM’s Court, Near Asian Footwears,

MOGA.





…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/oThe Sr. Superintendent of Police,

MOGA




              ………….Respondent

CC No.470  of 2006

Present:
i)   Sh. Karamjit Singh Gill, Complainant in person.



ii,   ASI  Baldev Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDERS

Heard.


Two items of information were required to be given to the complainant in this case.  The statement of S. Shamsher Singh, ASI of P.S. Moga City has been got attested and supplied to him by the respondent in the Court today.

Insofar as giving him the information about the action taken on his telegram, the respondent has made a commitment that this will be done before the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 29-6-2007 for confirmation of compliance.
(Kulbir Singh)

                         (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

State Information Commission, Punjab,

SCO No.84 -85, Sector 17 C , Chandigarh.

.Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,

#  49, Preet Vihar,

Mehas Gate, Nabha,

Distt. Patiala.






…………Complainant 






Vs

The Public Information Officer,

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ludhiana..






………….Respondent

CC No.  79   &  80  of 2007

Present:
i)   Sh. Ramesh Bhardwaj,  complainant in person.



ii)   S.I.  Varinder  Singh,on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

Heard.


Following the orders of this Court passed on 11-5-2007, the complainant has written to the respondent vide his letter dated 18-6-2007 pointing out the four items in respect of FIR Nos. 136 and 109 regarding which he has still to get the information.  A copy of the said letter has been handed over to the respondent today, with the direction to send the information to the complainant within one week.


Disposed  of.

(Kulbir Singh)

                        (P.K.Verma)

State Information Commissioner,

State Information Commissioner

Dated:  22nd  June, 2007

