PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864112, Email: - psic23@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

s OTasT >

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhaliwal, (8146599777)
# B-16, Bhadi Randhir Singh Nagar,
Ludhiana - 141012

............. Appellant/Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

........................ Respondent
O/o Director General, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,
Sector 68, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,
Sector 68, Mohali.

Appeal Case N0.4866 of 2021
(Cisco Webex Proceedings)

Present:  Appellant: Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhaliwal

Respondent: Ms. Amandeep Kaur (Inspector), 8054940526
ORDER:

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 22.03.2022.
Information Sought:

A

G

Please supply a copy of above mentioned circular issued by CBI based on Para 1.11

of chapter 1 of the CBI crime manual, New Delhi with copy to Vigilance Bureau
Punjab

please supply copy of circular/instruction/directions issued to field formations by

D.G. Vigilance Bureau Punjab on the basis of above mentioned circular received from
cBl, New Delhi.

P-TiO:
Please supply copy of legal provisions (Other than powers delegated by CBI based on
Para 1.11 of chapter 1 of the CBI crime manual) under which Vigilance Bureau
Punjab is empowered to trap and investigate Central government employees.

D.G.(Vig) Punjab office had issued a Circular No 02/2019 vide No 25798-818/VvB/5-3

dated 10.05.2019. Please supply the legal provisions, rules and regulations/authority
on the basis of which this circular was issued.

Please supply copy of legal provisions, rules and regulations/authority which make it

obligatory on the field formations to follow/implement Circular No 02/2019 vide No
25798-818/VB/S-3 dated 10.05.2019, in letter and spirit.

Supply copy of legal provisions, rules and regulations/authority which make it

optional on the field officers to follow or not to follow Circular No 02/2019 vide No
25798-818/VB/S-3 dated 10.05.2019, as per their sweet will.

You may provide soft copies also.

The commission is in receipt of a correspondence dated 04.03.2022 vide diary no. 4547

from the respondent PIO Dr. Rajiv Sharma, wherein a detailed reply pertaining to the
information sought by the appellant is mentioned.
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Appeal Case N0.4866 of 2021
(Cisco Webex Proceedings)

Both the parties are present for hearing.

Keeping in view the facts of the submissions made by both the parties, the Commission is of
the view that an appropriate response as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 has been
provided by the PIO in the matter and RTI application in this instance had been adequately

addressed. There is no further cause for action and this appeal case is herewith CLOSED.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Maninder Singh Patti)
Dated: 06.04.2022 State Information Commissioner, Pb.
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PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
Red Cross Building, Near Rose Garden,Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864112, Email: - psic23@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhaliwal, (8146599777)
# B-16, Bhadi Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana - 141012 Appellant/Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer Respondent

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority
O/o Director General, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,
Sector 68, Mohali.
Appeal Case N0.4980 of 2021
(Cisco Webex Proceedings)

Present:  Appellant: Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhaliwal
Respondent: Sh. Parmijit Singh (ASI), 9843404100

ORDER:

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 22.03.2022.

Information sought:

A The name and designation of officer/s who conducted investigation after
Ms Gurpreet Kaur Purewal laid the Trap in respect of FIR No 19 of 2014.

B The period/dates in respect of each officer, during which the investigation
officer/s conducted the investigation in respect of FIR No 19 of 2014.

The date on which the jurisdictional CBI office was informed about the trap

C
al Government employee in respect of FIR No 19 of 2014.

of a Centr
D Please inform me in time the additional amounts to be paid by me.

Observation:

2. Both the parties were present at hearing. Respondent, Sh. Parmijit Singh pleaded that with
the compliance of the previous order of the commission he has filled a proper affidavit
pertaining to the points enumerated in the RTI application. The appellant has confirmed that
he has received the said affidavit but complained that the “affidavit so supplied by the
respondent appears to be fabricated document as the signatures of the notary do not match
with her original signature”.

3. The Commission in a plethora of decisions including Shri Vikram Singh v. Delhi Police,

North East District, CIC/SS/A/2011/001615 dated 17.02.2012, Sh. Triveni Prasad Bahuguna
vs. LIC of India, Lucknow CIC/DS/A/2012/000906 dated 06.09.2012, Mr. H. K. Bansal vs.
CPIO & GM (OP), MTNL CIC/LS/A/2011/000982/BS/1786 dated 29.01.2013 had held that
RTI Act was not the proper law for redressal of grievances/disputes.
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The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the matter of Union of India v. Namit Sharma in REVIEW
PETITION [C] N0.2309 OF 2012 IN Writ Petition [C] N0.210 OF 2012 with State of Rajasthan
and Anr. vs. Namit Sharma Review Petition [C] N0.2675 OF 2012 In Writ Petition [C] No.210 OF
2012 had held as under:

“While deciding whether a citizen should or should not get a particular information “which is held by or
under the control of any public authority”, the Information Commission does not decide a dispute
between two or more parties concerning their legal rights other than their right to get information in
possession of a public authority. This function obviously is not a judicial function, but an administrative
function conferred by the Act on the Information Commissions.”

Furthermore, the High Court of Delhi in the matter of Hansi Rawat and Anr. vs. Punjab National
Bank and Ors. LPA No.785/2012 dated 11.01.2013 held as under:

“6. The proceedings under the RTI Act do not entail detailed adjudication of the said aspects. The dispute
relating to dismissal of the appellant No.2 LPA No.785/2012 from the employment of the respondent
Bank is admittedly pending consideration before the appropriate fora. The purport of the RTI Act is to
enable the appellants to effectively pursue the said dispute. The gquestion, as to what inference if any is to
be drawn from the response of the P10 of the respondent Bank to the RTI application of the appellants, is
to be drawn in the said proceedings and as aforesaid the proceedings under the RTI Act cannot be
converted into proceedings for adjudication of disputes as to the correctness of the information furnished.

DECISION:

4. Keeping in view the facts of the case and the submissions made by both the parties, it is
evident that this matter pertains to redressal of grievance that needs to be resolved at an
appropriate forum. It is beyond the power and jurisdiction of the State Information
Commission, as RTI act have only access to provide the sought information. The Appeal
stands disposed accordingly.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Maninder Singh Patti)
Dated: 06.04.2022 State Information Commissioner, Pb.
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Sh. Jasbir Singh, (9888296107)

Guru Nanak Nagar, Village Bolapur.

Jhabewal, Post Office Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana - 141123 Appellant/Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau,

Amritsar.

........................ Respondent

First Appellate Authority
O/o Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,
Sector 68, Mohali.
Appeal Case N0.5016 of 2021
(Cisco Webex Proceedings)

Present:  Appellant: Absent
Respondent: Ms. Rupinder Kaur (ASI), 8146590039

ORDER:

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 22.03.2022 vide which
the appellant was absent and he was given a last opportunity to specify what particular
information he requires, but he failed to do so .

Information sought:

(1)- B v /it A® 2018 3 8 & JT 3= Qu Wsw AfiAese, medfex L
E%a(zaiﬂﬂ'az‘q'v) Wmémwmﬁmwmm @aw
fexfes @ 9 m3 So & guor st 7<)

(2):- HtHs /t A® 2018 3 B & IT I Bu 113® RfFAede, mchfea sofefea ere
231 (TRUSE g9), fis UsTode © €839 676 HUTU3 S8t HaeH B9 (M8 el mg)
Jfenr 3 3t @R Yoo Tor (M. et M) &89 w3 St & a1 effmr 7 |

2. The respondent Ms. Rupinder Kaur pleaded that the appellant has not specified his RTI
application till date.

3. Appellant, Sh. Jasbir Singh is absent for second time without any intimation to the
commission.

4. Viewing the absence of the appellant and non-implementation of the order of the
commission, the commission presumes that the appellant does not want pursue this case
anymore therefore, this case is disposed of and closed. However, the liberty is granted to
the appellant to approach the Commission within one month in case any submission.

Sd/-

Chandigarh (Maninder Singh Patti)
Dated: 06.04.2022 State Information Commissioner, Pb.
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Sh. Jasbir Singh, (9888296107)
Guru Nanak Nagar, Village Bolapur.
Jhabewal, Post Office Ramgarh,
District Ludhiana - 141123 Appellant/Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Bureau,
Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Sector 68, Mohali.

........................ Respondent

Appeal Case No0.5103 of 2021
(Cisco Webex Proceedings)

Present: Appellant: Absent

Respondent: Sh. Parmijit Singh (ASI), 9843404100

ORDER:

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 22.03.2022 vide which
the appellant was absent.

Information sought:

(1)- Ht vs #t A5 2018 3 8 @ IT 3 Ao=9, foron comlae wawdl. sfume @

.ﬁﬁmmﬁmmmaﬁ @aﬁ*fﬂaffe?@mm?ea—@égw
|

- (2):- Hws A 2018 2 B 3 .9T I A3, forew 29tAlae negd. sfore ©
mwm&éwm(ﬁemm)aﬁwﬁwﬁnwm
e mEtng) du9 w3 St & a7 o 72 |

2. The Appellant, Sh. Jasbir Singh is absent for second time without any intimation to the
commission.
3. The respondent Sh. Parmijit Singh pleaded that with the compliance of the previous order of
the Commission they have filled an updated reply pertaining to this RTI application.
The Commission is receipt of the aforesaid correspondence from the respondent

authority vide dated 15.03.2022 diary no. 5486. The relevant portion of which is reproduced
below:
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Appeal Case N0.5103 of 2021
(Cisco Webex Proceedings)

"iS 3R FEg 5103/2021 ¥F wwdle fifw, I9 aex Bae, fUE FHYT,
] ST, Bftmrer| geeret it 22.03.2022
e U3 _

TTE 0y H ¥ TeIg ¥ Afen dug UhAmareAlster/2022/3583, st
01.02.2022 w3 vyt & firgt 21.02.2022 § 13 g4, femr Gars ¥ e 29 |

Qa3 fem midt 3wt 3 fx e fw, a9 aed ade, film SEUS
THTS, SE IF »UR ToUTHES HEt 31.05.2021 I el wesd I e wifudd wee 2005
303 FI3T foves eamide wafed, sfmrer @ wifterd/garerdnt 5@ RETS 96 IdAT
frerfest w3 wom ydefimr @ A 2018 3 woums It 31.05.2021 S FUaT O Har oSt et A
fam AT Fwt Yot § fen we3T 2 U39 Au9 3773/2.H-3, fiFt 30.06.2021 T I TgeTEr
I A, fx fovias cotmige nErfadt, sfmer & FETs 08 frafest ugs® »idls 76 73 2018 3
J5 39 foves eomiee nwafad, sfmre 2 fan niftardl/aarerdt fuge dEt HaeH™ gad &dt
Sfewmi feg o8 frafest uss™ witts I a9, BUa wifterg M 2005 & a9 8(1) W9 3fa3
waéhjga#gﬁ%m?awﬁaﬁ%@fafnwfé?ﬁm%mﬁm%l yrget § feg
& foftor famr A fa fe@ yus AEst 3 A3Re &dt 3t wiu 3t 89 fedaes-an-ufasdt st
nwEfaet fagt v Uzt fefi®@H 32w, Aoed 68, MA.EMA &a9 (HI®) I, UH »ifls ur Aaer 31

mry /it T Jar WSt 21.02.2022 & uwe &9 y9dt & st 28.02.2022
Tt wFt dE9 01 T Aewt T frge faarfest € dag < Har st aret /it yoet @ »iudt Toums
feg mifndt foir & faerfes & 9o adt 3T W @R ¥& (39 fonas zaimiae narfadt, sftmrer @
fegu &t 3= fem &Et umE® wdts fAafest Addt faf 397 & mow wIe 9wl o
firarfes &t uz3® 3 yg= U Ade I w3 HU6' miftdd Mde 2005 T orar §(1) B9 3f3 IS
it frerfest e 9 &dt 3T 77 AaeT|

4. In the light of the aforementioned settled position of law, this Commission is of the

considered opinion that the contention of the respondent is found reasonable and
there appears no reason to interfere with the same. The appellant is at liberty to
obtain necessary information from the Disciplinary Authority at the appropriate stage,

which as a matter of legal norm is anyway made available to the accused to prove his
innocence.

The case is disposed of accordingly, with the above observations.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Maninder Singh Patti)
Dated: 06.04.2022 State Information Commissioner, Pb.
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Sh. Tejinder Singh, (9041004313)
Advocate, Civil Court, Tehsil Complex,
Backside Sanjh Kender, Phillaur - 144410

............. Appellant/Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer L Respondent
O/o Sub Registrar,

Mukerian.

First Appellate Authority
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mukerian. Appeal Case N0.4847 of 2021
(Cisco Webex Proceedings)

Present: Appellant: Sh. Tejinder Singh (On telephone call)
Respondent: Sh. Tilak Raj (Clerk), 9478530081

ORDER:

1. This order may be read with the reference of previous order dated 22.03.2022.
Information sought:

1 feg & Asest 2021 3 4-5-2021 saawerﬂtéwaneﬁaaasrarg@awemngew%y
e |

2) feost =rifanr T s sare o 7S s waesst NOC o s 7 I Aoar € Sdtfeans

20\&}Bﬁam€mﬁwmmr@ﬁﬂaﬁaeﬁanﬂwm%|
3) IS TS TBsT It fore ot a2

4) mmémmuﬁwmmwmﬁm@éWEWWWI

5) JEE WTd H-TH IHAMT ¥ IBIST T IH T g fozT e | .
6) Ba3 AN €95 47- Amﬁaﬁﬂzﬁwmaﬁmwaﬁwm%@m%@
e

7) H'S 2018-2019 »z 2020-2021 S s fegarEd 7 m*%zaayﬁww%waﬁfaum
8r <t anit fest A< |

8) IMAST IBITR T &H MiF 159 aH QTat & Hafes dgg o3 7= |
9) RY 3fTAIS / SfTHIS MeT HogT HE' THIE BSIH M3 WHTH €9 @ &H O7 7= |

Appellant, Sh. Tejinder Singh acknowledge the receiving of sought information and further
requested to close the case.

As the information stands supplied therefore, no cause of action is required in this case
Hence, the instant complaint/appeal case is disposed & closed.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Maninder Singh Patti)
Dated: 06.04.2022 State Information Commissioner, Pb.
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