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Sumesh Saini,

H. No. 2271,

Mohalla Qazian,

Near Joginder Depot (Peer Baba),

Pathankot - 145001
 




   
  
    ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Pathankot




   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1277  of 2014
Present :
 Sh. Sumesh Saini,  complainant in person.
 Sh. Kuldip Singh, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 31.03.2014. The information demanded pertains to 
declaration of  ‘Saini’ community under OBC category. The complaint with the Commission is dated  22.04.2014.

Sh. Kuldip Singh, Naib Tehsildar, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, submits a reply  signed by Sh. Yash Paul Sharma, Tehsildar, Pathankot, vide letter no. 58-59 dated  27.05.2014 stating that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sumesh Saini vide letter no. 36 dated 10.04.2014. A copy of the same alongwith supplied information is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Sumesh Saini, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 





As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the Judicial duties under the RTI Act, it shall  summon the parties concerned, examine the documents, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority who will treat it as first appeal.
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Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Amit Mahajan, S. D. M., Pathankot, with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Sh. Amit Mahajan, S. D. M., Pathankot, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
CC :  

Sh. Amit Mahajan,

Sub Divisional Magistrate-cum-, 

(Regd. Post)

-First Appellate Authority,

Pathankot 

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Girdhari Lal

S/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

H. No. 887, Phase – 3B 2,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) 





   
  
    ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Supdt. of Police, 

Kapurthala




   
   


      ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  1278  of 2014
Present :
 Sh.   Girdhari Lal,  complainant in person.
 Sh.  Joginder Singh, A. S. I., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 07.03.2014. The information demanded pertains to 
action taken report on complaint dated 26.11.2013 submitted to S. S. P., Kapurthala  against Sh. Sant Dev son  of Sh. Balwant  Rai. The complaint with the Commission is dated  28.04.2012.

Sh.  Joginder Singh, A. S. I., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 486 dated 19.05.2014 signed by S. S. P., Kapurthala, stating that enquiry in connection of which the information has been sought for by the complainant is still pending and whenever it would be completed, will be given to him.
The complainant, Sh.   Girdhari Lal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

expresses his dissatisfaction over the reply given to him by the respondent-PIO.

Sh.  Joginder Singh, A. S. I., states that Ms. Dhanpreet Kaur, S. S. P., Kapurthala is 

working as PIO.

Ms. Dhanpreet Kaur, S. S. P., Kapurthala, is directed to file status report regarding 

action taken by her on the RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  9th July, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
CC :



Ms. Dhanpreet Kaur, 

(Regd. Post)

Sr. Supdt. of Police,

 Kapurthala
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Ms. Ratinder Kaur

W/o Sh. Harwinder Singh,

H. No. 310, Deep Nagar,

Near S. D. College,

Phagwara Road,

Hoshiarpur – 146001





   
  
    ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S. H. O.,

Police Station  Sadar,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur



   
   


      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1286  of 2014

Present :
 Ms. Ratinder Kaur, complainant in person.
 Sh. Balwinder Singh, A.S. I.,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 21.01.2014. The information demanded pertains to 
action taken report on complaint dated 26.09.2013, against Sh. Lakhbir Singh, SHO, Police station Sadar,  Hoshiarpur. The complaint with the Commission is dated 26.04.2014.

Sh. Balwinder Singh, A.S. I.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 
hearing,  submits a letter no. 391 dated 04.06.2014 signed by S. H. O., Police Station – Sadar, Hoshiarpur stating that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, Ms. Ratinder Kaur through registered post on 27.05.2014. He also hands over a copy of the same to the complainant, during the hearing in the Commission today. It is taken on record.
The complainant, Ms. Ratinder Kaur, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
gives in writing that she has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. She  alleges that the respondent-PIO has made inordinate delay in supplying the requisite information to her and harassed her deliberately and penal action should be taken against the concerned respondent-PIO.



As far as information is concerned that has been supplied.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that there is a delay 

of more than three months in supplying the requisite information to the information-seeker.

Sh. Balwinder Singh, A.S. I., states that Sh. Lakhbir Singh was PIO when the RTI 

application was  moved by the applicant and is now posted as S. H. O., Police Station, Division No. 3, Jalandhar.
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In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Lakhbir Singh, S. H. O., Police Station, Division No. 
3, Jalandhar,  will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
He is also directed to  file status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing
The case is adjourned to  9th July, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

           A copy of this order be sent to I. G. P., Pb. HQ, D. I. G., Jalandhar and Commissioner 

of Police, Jalandhar to ensure compliance of this order.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
CC ;
i) The Inspector General of Police,

Pb. Police (HQ), Sector 9, 

Chandigarh 

ii) The Inspector General of Police, 

Jalandhar

iii) The Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar
iv)  Sh. Lakhbir Singh,

(Regd. Post)
 
 S. H. O.,
 Police Station, 
 Division No. 3,
 Jalandhar
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Attar Singh Sodhi

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Gurudwara Sant Lal Singhji,

D. C. Road, Basant Vihar,

Hoshiarpur - 146001





   
  
    ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur



   
   



      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1319  of 2014
Present :
Sh.  Attar singh Sodhi, the complainant in person.
 Sh. Mandeep Kumar, Clerk,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  19.02.2014 . The information demanded pertains to 

seeking copy of file of arms license bearing token No 179/2014. The complaint with the Commission is dated  05.05.2014.

Sh. Mandeep Kumar, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that requisite  information has been supplied to the complainant, Sh.  Attar Singh Sodhi.

The complainant, Sh.  Attar Singh Sodhi,  who appeared in person in today’s 

hearing states that incomplete information has been supplied to her by the respondent-PIO.



Sh. Mandeep Kumar, Clerk, states that remaining information would be supplied to the complainant within two weeks from today. He also states Sh. Harminder Singh, Addl. D. C., Hoshiarpur is PIO.
Sh. Harminder Singh, Addl. D. C., Hoshiarpur, is directed to file status report 
regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  9th July, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
CC ;
Sh. Harminder Singh,

(Regd. Post)

 Addl. Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
    SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ramesh Kumar

S/o Sh. Sampat Rai Sood,

H. No. 6780, Street – 6,

New Janta Nagar, Daba Road,

Ludhiana









..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive officer,

Nagar Council,

Moga

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Executive officer,

Nagar Council,

Moga








  
          …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  1605  of 2014
Present :
 None on behalf of the appellant
Sh.  Jugraj Singh, Inspector,  on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER         
The RTI application is dated  06.11.2013.The information demanded pertains to 
detail of ownership of property No. 1331 registered in the Revenue record of Moga. First appeal is dated  04.02.2014.  Second  appeal with the Commission is dated 25.04.2014
Sh.  Jugraj Singh, Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing,  submits  that a reply has also been sent to the appellant,  Sh. Ramesh Kumar vide letter no. 8620 dated 04.03.2014 stating that no record, for which the information has been sought for by the appellant, is available in the official-record. It is taken on record.

The appellant, Sh. Ramesh Kumar is not present in today’s hearing.
I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, in his RTI 

request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
P. S. :

The appellant, Sh. Ramesh Kumar, appeared in person into the Commission after 

the hearing was over. He was read out the above order. A copy of the reply filed by the respondent-PIO has also been handed over to him.
The case stands disposed of and closed.
   (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
    SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ashwini Kumar

S/o Sh. Prem Chand,

H. No. 105, Street – 5,

Dhakki Road, Prem Nagar,

Pathankot









..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Pathankot

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar







  
          …Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  1636  of 2014

Present :
Sh.  Ashwini Kumar, appellant  in person.
None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER         
The RTI application is dated 16.03.2012. The information demanded pertains to 
Sale-deed sent for mutation in 1993. First appeal is of June, 2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 17.03.2014.


Neither the respondent-PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.

The appellant, Sh.  Ashwini Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 

states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far. 
After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the information 

sought for by the appellant, Sh.  Ashwini Kumar, in his RTI request is not specific. It is also found that the applicant has approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal in June, 2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority did not take any action or passed any 

speaking order/decision on the appeal of the appellant.



As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the Judicial duties under the RTI Act, it shall  summon the parties concerned, examine the documents, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act. A copy of the RTI  request be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.
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Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot, with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.



If, Deputy Commissioner, Pathankot, is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 



If the appellant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
CC :  

The Deputy Commissioner (By Name) 

(Regd. Post)

-cum-First Appellate Authority,

Pathankot 

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gurmukh Singh

S/o Sh. Bhajan Singh,

Village – Jhammat,

P. O. – Ayali Kalan,

Distt. - Ludhiana





   
  
    ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner(Dev.),

Ludhiana





   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  772  of 2014
Present :
Gurmukh Singh,  complainant  in person.
Sh.  Narinder Singh, Record-keeper, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing held on 08.05.2014, a copy the RTI request was sent to the PIO of office of Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats, Pb., Mohali with the directions to file a written-reply regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant.


The complainant, Sh. Gurmukh Singh,  has moved his request through RTI Act to the Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats, Pb., Mohali on 15.03.2013 through registered post.


In that RTI request, the complainant has urged the Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats, Pb., Mohali that a case should be registered against the accused on the bases of letter no. 8166 dated 01.02.2013 and after taking this action he be given intimation of the same.

Sh.  Narinder Singh, Record-keeper, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that in response to his RTI request PIO of office of Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats, Pb., Mohali has replied to Sh. Gurmukh Singh on 25.04.2013 and whatever information is available in the official record has been supplied to the complainant.



When asked that what kind of information has been sought for by him, the complainant has failed to explain that he has sought for information which is related with the record lying in the custody of office of Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats, Pb., Mohali.



He has also failed to produce any document in the Commission which could establish the fact that he has sought no other information apart from the information sought for by him in the RTI request moved to office of Director, Rural Dev. and Panchayats, Pb., Mohali on 15.03.2013. 
I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Gurmukh Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Kashmir Singh

S/o Late Sh. Hakam Singh,

V. P. O. – Machaaki Kalan,

Teh. & Distt. – Faridkot - 151203


   
  
  
  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Co-operative Union,

Sangrur - 148001




   
   

      ..…Respondent




Complaint  Case No.  847  of 2014

Present :
None on behalf of , the appellant.
Sh. Kesar Singh, Manager-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing held on 03.05.2014, the respondent-PIO was directed to appear in person to clear the fact whether District Co-operative Union, Sangrur, is a public authority  or not.
The Complainant, Sh. Kashmir Singh  is absent from today’s hearing without any 
intimation to the Commission.  



Sh. Kesar Singh, Manager-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, submits a reply dated 05.06.2014 signed by himself alongwith supporting documents stating that District Co-operative Union, Sangrur is not a public authority as it is not owned, controlled or substantially financed by the government and it does not fall within the definition of public authority as defined under Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act.  It is taken on record.


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Gokal Kumar Midha, Advocate,

Chamber No. 56,

Civil Court Complex,

ABOHAR 






   
  
    ..…Complainant



Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary 

Govt. of Punjab,

Local Govt. Deptt., Pb. Mini Sectt.,
Sector 9, Chandigarh




   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1009  of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Chhotte Lal, Supdt.-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 07.05.2014, Sh. Chhote Lal, Supdt., LG – 2 

Branch, was directed to  file status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI request filed by the applicant.
In compliance with the order dated 07.05.2014, Sh. Chhotte Lal, Supdt.-cum-PIO 
appeared in person in today’s hearing and submits that a reply has been sent to the complainant, Sh. Gokal Kumar Midha vide letter no. 230944/2 dated 29.05.2014 through registered post today itself i. e. 05.06.2014. A copy of the same alongwith postal receipt is taken on record.
Sh. Chhote Lal, Supdt., LG – 2 Branch, also submits a point-wise reply dated 

05.06.2014 signed by himself, which is also taken on record.
Neither the complainant, Sh. Gokal Kumar Midha nor his representative is present 
in today’s hearing.



A copy of the reply dated 29.05.2014 be sent to the complainant alongwith this order.

Another opportunity is given to the complainant to represent his case in person or 

through his representative, on the next date of hearing. He is advised to point-out deficiencies, if any, in the reply given to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  9th July, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
                            Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gokal Kumar Midha, Advocate,

Chamber No. 56,

Civil Court Complex,

ABOHAR 






   
  
    ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17 – C,

Chandigarh





   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1010  of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
Ms. Swaranjit Kaur, Supdt. I-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 07.05.2014, Ms. Swaranjit Kaur, was directed to 
re-submit this reply dated 29.04.2014 in the shape of an affidavit alongwith supporting  documents  as per official–record.
In compliance with the order dated 07.05.2014, Ms. Swaranjit Kaur, Supdt. I-cum-
PIO, appeared in person in today’s hearing and submits a reply dated 04.06.2014 signed by herself, which is taken on record.
Neither the complainant, Sh. Gokal Kumar Midha  nor his representative is present 
in today’s hearing.

Another opportunity is given to the complainant to represent his case in person or 

through his representative, on the next date of hearing so that deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him could be removed during the hearing on the spot.
The case is adjourned to  9th July, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gokal Kumar Midha, Advocate,

Chamber No. 56,

Civil Court Complex,

ABOHAR 






   
  
    ..…Complainant


Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar





   
   

      ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1011  of 2014
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Sh. Avtar Singh, Supdt. ;
ii) Sh. Arvind Sharma, E. O., Imp. Trust, Amritsar, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 07.05.2014, the complainant was advised to 
point-out deficiencies, if any, in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO.
Sh. Avtar Singh, Supdt. and Sh. Arvind Sharma, E. O., Imp. Trust, Amritsar, 

appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.
Neither the complainant, Sh. Gokal Kumar Midha nor his representative is present 
in today’s hearing.



Another opportunity is given to the complainant to represent his case in person or 

through his representative, on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to  9th July, 2014 (Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

  (Chander Parkash)

5th June, 2014

                                     State Information Commissioner
