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

www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Anil Kumar, s/o Shri Valaiti Ram,
Gulati General Store, Dhobiyan Wali Gali,

Subhash Bazar, Khanna

….. Appellant
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Vigilance Office,
SCO 60-61, Sector 17/D, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director, Vigilance Office,

SCO 60-61, Sector 17/D, Chandigarh 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 16 of 2016
Present : 
Sh. Anil Kumar, the appellant
Sh. Gurbachan Singh, APIO-cum-Suptd, Sh. Manjit Singh, ASI and Sh. Anil Rattan on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Shri Anil Kumar vide an RTI application dated 13.07.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Director Vigilance Office sought information on three points.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 06.08.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the appellant. Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. Another copy of the information is given to the Appellant today by the Respondent. Appellant has gone through the same and states that he is satisfied with the information provided.

4.

In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal is , therefore , disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.












Sd/-
                                                                                                                                          (S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Bimla Gupta,
r/o House No. 158, Gali Lalanwala Peer,

Village Togan, P.O. Tira Via Punjab University,

Chandigarh 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Department of General Administration
Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Department of General Administration,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 40 of 2016 

Present : 
Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta on behalf of the appellant


Sh. Amit Bansal, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Smt.Bimpla Gupta vide an RTI application dated 21.09.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Department of General Administration sought information on three points.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.11.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Appellant has authorized Sh. Rajinder Kumar Gupta to appear on her behalf. Representative of the appellant states that information pertaining to point no. 2, has been received. He further states that the information pertaining to point no. 1 & 3 is still pending. Respondent states that Appellant has not asked for any specific information under these points in the shape it exists in their official record, so it could not be provided. Appellant has sought the lists which are not being maintained in the official record and are not available in the record and information has to be created.  
4.
Since, the information, as exist in the record, has been provided, the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh, S/o Shri Isher Singh
r/o Village Toderwal, P.O. Babarpur,

Tehsil Nabha, Distt, Patiala 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Director General of Police (IVC)

Sector 9, Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

o/o Additional Director General of Police (IVC)

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no.  74 of 2016
Present : 
Sh. Raj Singh, the appellant 
Sh. Harbhej Singh, Sh. Neer Kamal, Suptd and Sh.Jarnail Singh on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Sh. Raj Singh vide an RTI application dated 01.09.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Additional Director General of Police (IVC) sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 19.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 24.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Sh. Raj Singh- the Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.  He further states that he does not want to pursue the matter any further.
4.
            Since, information has been provided; the appeal is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh, S/o Shri Dalip Singh,
r/o Village Dod, Tehsil Jaiton,

District Faridkot- 151205

….. Complainant 
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police (Crimes)
Punjab Police, Chandigarh 

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 15 of 2016
Present : 
Sh. Balwinder Singh, the complainant 
Sh. Jatinder Khanna, Crime Wing, along with Sh. Ramesh Kumar on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Shri Balwinder Singh vide an RTI application dated 05.11.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Deputy Inspector of General of Police (Crimes) sought information on four points.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Balwinder Singh  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 09.12.2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Sh. Balwinder Singh- the complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.

4.

In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The case is , therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. -82, District Courts,

Phase 3B1, Mohali

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Raikot
District Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ludhiana 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 92 of 2016
Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Sindoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot through vide conference 

ORDER

Sh. H.S. Hundal  vide an RTI application dated 05.10.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Raikot, Luhdiana sought information on seven points.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 13.11.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Sh. H.S Hundal, the appellant has sent a letter that he has not received any information till now. Respondent admits that there is delay in supplying the information due to the reason that there is insufficient staff to deal with the RTI applications.  It is observed that the appellant has filed his RTI on 05.10.2015 but after the lapse of four months, information has still not been provided to him, which shows that the respondent has no regard for RTI regime and for the orders issued by the Commission.
4.

In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not supplying the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act.  He is directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which, it is made clear that  further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings  against him could be taken, as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  
5.

To come up on 07.04.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. -82, District Courts,

Phase 3B1, Mohali

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Raikot

District Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Ludhiana 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 109 of 2016
Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Sindoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot through vide conference 

ORDER

Sh. H.S. Hundal  vide an RTI application dated 08.10.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Raikot, Ludhiana sought information on seven points.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 13.11.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Sh. H.S Hundal, the appellant has sent a mail that he has not received any information till now.  It is observed that the appellant has filed his RTI on 08.10.2015 but after the lapse of four months, information has still not been provided to him, which shows that the respondent has no regard for the RTI regime for the notice issued by the Commission. 

4.

 In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not supplying the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act.  He is directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which, it is made clear that  further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings  against him could be taken, as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

5.

To come up on 07.04.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rajinder Singh,
r/o SBS Nagar, New Abadi Akalgarh,

P.O. Halwara A.D. District Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police
Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural)-142026

First Appellate Authority

o/o Senior superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural) – 142026. 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 55 of 2016
Present : 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, the appellant


Shri Gurpreet Singh, SHO Sudhar, on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Sh. Rajinder Singh  vide an RTI application dated 25.08.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (Rural)  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Sh. Rajinder Singh- the appellant states that he has not received information till now. A fax has been sent by the Respondent stating that the application of the appellant was forwarded on 29.02.2016 to the SHO, Sudhar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.  Respondent may note that the RTI application of the Appellant should be transferred within a period of five days.  
 4.

Looking at the lackadaisical attitude of the respondents, the Respondents, PIO, O/o SSP, Jagraon and PIO, O/o SHO, Sudhar  are directed to show cause under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  They should file a written reply in response to the show cause notice as to why the Appellant should not be compensated for the mental harassment suffered by him in getting the information. In addition to the written reply, PIOs are hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. They may take note that in case they do not file their written reply and do not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have  nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte. 

5.

To come up on 07.04.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

Through registered post

CC: Station House Office, Police Station, Sudhar, Ludhiana  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Manjit Kaur,
r/o SBS Nagar, New Abadi Akalgarh,

P.O. Halwara A.D. District Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police
Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural) -142026

First Appellate Authority

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural) -142026

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 57 of 2016
Present : 
Shri  Rajinder Singh on behalf of the appellant



Shri Gurpreet Singh, SHO Sudhar, on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Ms. Manjit Kaur  vide an RTI application dated 25.08.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (Rural)  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Sh. Rajinder Singh is appearing on behalf of the appellant without any authority letter.  Respondent states that the information has been sent to the appellant. Moreover, representative of the appellant states that appellant has received the information.
4.

In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rajinder Singh,

r/o SBS Nagar, New Abadi Akalgarh,

P.O. Halwara A.D. District Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural)-142026

First Appellate Authority

o/o Senior superintendent of Police

Jagraon, Ludhiana (Rural) – 142026. 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 56 of 2016
Present : 
Shri  Rajinder Singh, the appellant



Shri Gurpreet Singh, SHO Sudhar, on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Sh. Rajinder Singh  vide an RTI application dated 24.08.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (Rural)  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Sh. Rajinder Singh- the appellant states that he has not received information till now. A fax has been sent by the Respondent stating that the application of the appellant was forwarded on 29.02.2016 to the SHO, Sudhar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.  Respondent may note that the RTI application of the Appellant should be transferred within a period of five days.  
 4.

Looking at the lackadaisical attitude of the respondents, the Respondents, PIO, O/o SSP, Jagraon and PIO,O/o SHO, Sudhar  are directed to show cause under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  They should file a written reply in response to the show cause notice as to why the Appellant should not be compensated for the mental harassment suffered by him in getting the information. In addition to the written reply PIOs are hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. They may take note that in case they do not file their written reply and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have  nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them  ex-parte. 

5.

To come up on 07.04.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.



Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

Through registered post

CC: Station House Office, Police Station, Sudhar, Ludhiana  

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Navdeep Singh,

S/o Shri Jagdev Singh,

r/o Village Baddowal, Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Ludhiana 
First Appellate Authority

o/o Tehsildar Mullanpur, Dakha
Ludhiana 

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 60 of 2016

Present : 
None for the parties.

ORDER
Sh. Navdeep Singh  vide an RTI application dated 04.07.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Ludhiana   sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 21.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.12.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.
Today, neither the appellant nor the respondent is present. Respondent has sent  a letter vide no. 1479 dated 26.02.2016 showing acknowledgment given by the appellant in token of having received the information, which is taken on record.

4
Since, the information has been provided; no further cause of action is left. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  


Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurbax Singh,

r/o House No. 16-C, Kichlu Nagar,

Rajpura Road, Civil Lines, Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana  

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana  

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 64 of 2016

Present : 
(i) Sh . Gurbax Singh, the Appellant



(ii) Sh. Suresh Kumar, HC on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



Sh. Gurbax Singh- the appellant is personally present through video conference and states that he has received the information and is satisfied. Moreover, respondent has sent a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Appellant, the same has been taken on record.

2.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(S.S.Channy)

Chief Information Commissioner

Punjab

Dated : 3rd  March, 2016

