     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,
s/o Sh. Madan Lal

r/o House No. 2193-B, Main Road,
New Kuldeep Nagar,

Rahon Road, Ludhiana - 141007

9815273777                                                                      --------Appellant 



            Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner of Police
Ludhiana
The First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana                                                                               -------Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2144 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Rajinder Kumar, appellant.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, ASI alongwith Shri Suresh Kumar, HC on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2016 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 23.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.

The appellant states that no information has been received from the respondents. The representatives of the respondents state that information cannot be provided until the investigation is complete. On completion of the 
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investigation, the information will be provided to the appellant. The appellant states that the matter is pending with the Court of Law.  The respondents are
directed to provide necessary information from the police file.  Shri Rajinder Kumar, ASI, who is the investigating officer, is directed to complete the inquiry and appear on the next date of hearing with Inquiry Report.  Additional Deputy Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana-3 is directed to file his report on or before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 6.9.2016.

3.

To come up on 6.9.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)







Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab

CC
Shri Rajinder Kumar, ASI-cum- Investigating Officer o/o the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

Additional Deputy Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana (3).
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Ms. Tara Devi,
w/o Shri Ramesh Arora,

319/3, Gurdeep Nagar,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana                                                             --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DSP, Jagraon,
Distt. Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority

O/o IGP Zone-II,
Jalandhar .

                                                                   -------Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2127/2016
Present:-
Shri Jaspal Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Harpreet Singh, Head Constable on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 10.05.2016 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 23.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

Respondent has filed reply vide letter dated 6.8.2016 in which it has been stated that after filing the complaint by the appellant, the matter was got inquired from the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Jagraon and after completion of inquiry he recommended to file it.  Thereafter copies of all the documents, as sought by the appellant, has been supplied to her.  Information to the questions raised by the appellant cannot be provided as per RTI Act.  With the supply of these documents, nothing has been kept, which can be supplied.  The case filed in the Commission on 23.06.2016 is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Ravi Kumar, General Secretary
Jan Chetna Mandal, Regd. Office Bablu Studio

Near Post Office Nakodar 144040

District Jalandhar                         
                                     --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM, Civil Division Courts,
Nakodar - 144040

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar                                      -------Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2143 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Ravi Kumar appellant.

Shri Rajrishi Mehra, Distt. Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Nakodar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 19.04.2016 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 22.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

The representative of the respondent-PIO states that relevant information such as self declaration form etc. has been supplied to the appellant, which was submitted by Shri Raj Kumar to the Department for allotment of depot.  However, copy of his matriculation certificate is not available in the record.  Therefore, the same cannot be provided for allotment of depot, The appellant states that copy of matriculation certificate was must for allotment of a depot. The respondent states that depot was allotted in the year 1998-99 and at the relevant time no qualification was mandatory.  No information cannot be created, which is not available. Accordingly the present case filed in the Commission is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Parveen Kohli ,
s/o Shri Savdesh Kohli,

r/o house No. 451/2, College Road, 

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana                                                         --------Complainant.



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director, Urban
Local Bodies, Mini Secretariat, 

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana                                  -------Respondents
Complaint Case No. 1247 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Parveen Kohli complainant.



Shri Ravinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of First Appellate Authority.

ORDER

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Parveen Kohli filed a complaint with the Commission, 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.

2.


The representative of the respondents states that the complainant has sought the information from the office of the First Appellate Authority but the information relates to the Municipal Council, Jagraon.  Information has been supplied to the complainant after getting it from the concerned respondent-PIO o/o Municipal Council, Jagraon.  

3.

The complainant states that information supplied to him is wrong.  Information in the complaint cases cannot be provided as per the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in its order dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal 
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Nos.10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP ( C) No.32768-32769/2010 ), wherein it has held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per this decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who has been refused to access to any information requested under this Act (Section 18(1)(b) or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c).
3.

The conduct of the PIO is satisfactory as he has supplied the information to the complainant after collecting it  from the Municipal Council, Jagraon (who is the custodian of the record).
4.                   In view of the above, the complainant is advised to apply afresh for getting the information from the concerned PIO, who is the custodian of the record.  With these observations, the case filed in the Commission on 17.06.2016 is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)







Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Ashwani Kumar,
s/o Shri Ram Saroop, House No. 4765,

Mohalla Bhogiya Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana - 142026                                                   --------Complainant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,
Nagar Council, Jagraon

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Urban Local
Bodies, Mini Secretariat , Ludhiana                                   -------Respondents
Complaint  Case No. 1270 of 2016
Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar complainant.



Shri Rajinder Singh, Works Supervisor on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashwani Kumar filed a complaint with the Commission, 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.

2.


The representative of the respondents states that they have provided the information to the complainant.

3.


The complainant confirms that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  
He further requests that  the present case may be filed.  In view of this, the case filed in the Commission on 23.06.2016 is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)







Chief Information Commissioner
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Harpreet Singh,
RTI and Human Rights Worker club

r/o 355, Jassian road, G.T. Road Side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana - 141008

9815755575                                                                         --------Complainant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Registrar 
Ludhiana East DC Complex,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana - 141001                                   -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1277/2016
Present:-
Shri Harpreet Singh complainant.



Shri Kuldeep Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harpreet Singh filed a complaint with the Commission, 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.

2.


It is the complaint case, therefore, the attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in its order dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP ( C) No.32768-32769/2010 ), wherein it has held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who has been refused to access to any information requested under this Act (Section 18(1)(b) 
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or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information

or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c).

3.

The complainant requests that he wants to inspect the conveyance deeds of village Lohara from 10.8.98 to 20.8.1998.  Inspection is allowed.  The respondent-PIO is directed to file specific reply to the queries raised in his RTI application dated 29.2.2016.

4.

To come up on 6.9.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)







Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Ghanwinder Singh
s/o Sh. Balveer Singh

ward no. 13, Khanna Khurd

Tehsil Khanna, distt. Ludhiana 

7087098070                                                                           --------Complainant.



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Khanna.                                        -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1284/2016
Present:-                Shri Ghanwinder Singh complainant.

Shri Ashwani Kumar, Works Clerk on behalf of the respondent-PIO

ORDER



Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ghanwinder Singh filed a complaint with the Commission, 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.

2.


It is the complaint case, therefore, the attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in its order dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP ( C) No.32768-32769/2010 ), wherein it has held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has the power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (Section 18(1)(b) or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information
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or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c).

3.

It is observed that it not clear as to how the RTI application has been dealt with in the office of the PIO.

4.

Therefore, keeping the aforementioned circumstances, the respondent-PIO is directed to file detailed reply on the next date of hearing to take the final view to see the conduct of the PIO while dealing with the RTI application.

5.

To come up on 6.9.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)







Chief Information Commissioner
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, s/o Madan Lal
r/o House No. 2193-B, Main road,

New Kuldeep Nagar, Rahon Road, 

Distt. Ludhiana - 141007                                                              --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner of  Police,
Ludhiana                                                                                -------Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2128/2016
Present :-
Shri Rajinder Kumar appellant.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, ASI alongwith Shri Suresh Kumar, HC on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 02.05.2016 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 23.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

The respondents vide their letter dated 1.8.2016 enclosing a copy of letter dated 13.06.2016 stating that appellant has inspected the concerned file and  he has been furnished 27 pages as per his wish. No record regarding summons and application for transfer of inquiry is available in the office record.  The respondents are directed to give in writing that no document is available except which copies have already been furnished to the appellant.  With these observations, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
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STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Love Kumar Dua,
s/o Late Sh. Megh Raj Dua,

r/o House No. 125, Model Town 

Samrala road, Khanna 

Tehsil Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana                                                       --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Council, Khanna

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director,
Local Bodies, Ludhiana   
                                               -------Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2150/2016
Present:-
Shri Love Kumar Dua appellant. 





Shri Major Singh, Head Draftsman on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 23.05.2016 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 27.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

Appellant vide his letter dated 27.06.2016 has stated as under:-

" p/Bsh ehsh iKdh j? fe w?A, ;?fezv nghb, nkg ih d/ gk; g/;a eo fojk jK. fJ; bJh fJ; ;?fezv nghb dh ;[DtkJh uhc fJBckow/;aB efw;aBo ;aqh n?;Hn?;H uzBh ih dh pikJ/ j'o fe;/ nca;o B{z ;[DkJh bJh G/ih ikt/, feTA[fe w?AB{z uhc fJBckow/;aB efw;aBo ;aqh n?;Hn?;H uzBh s/ ft;atk; BjhA j?."

3.

I have gone through the contents of above letter. The reasons for transfer of case are not substantial.  As a matter of fact, it is first hearing.  There is absolutely no substance in these wild allegations in general and especially in the case in hand which has not matured to the extent that there could be any reasons to have such kind of apprehension.  To deal with such kind of transfer applications various courts have held:-. 

"Hon'ble Allahabad High Court in Application No.111257 of 2014 in C.M.W.P. No.5822 of 2014 dated 27.3.2014 "held that the application is thoroughly improper and lacking in substance.  Such uncalled for aspersions against the Bench must be deprecated".  Rejected."

4.

Against the above said order of the Division Bench in S.L.P. one of the respondents moved the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India on 10.3.2014 that the Presiding Judge of D.B. should recuse himself from the case.  The Hon'ble Supreme Court declined the request for transfer as well.  

5.

Hon'ble Supreme Court in Jaswant Singh vs. Virender Singh 1995 Supp (1) SCC 384 has also held that "it is most unbefitting for an advocate to make imputations against the Judge only because he does not get the expected result, which according to him is the fair and reasonable result available to him.  Judges cannot be intimidated to seek favourable orders…." 

6.

In a subsequent decision in Chetak Construction Ltd. V. Om Prakash and others, (1998) 4 SCC 577, the Supreme Court while adverting to these observations held thus:

"Indeed, no lawyer or litigant can be permitted to browbeat the Court or malign the presiding officer with a view to get a favourable order.  Judges shall not be able to perform their duties freely and fairly if such activities were permitted and in the result administration of justice would become a causality and rule of law would receive a setback.  The Judges are obliged to decide cases impartially and without any fear or favour.  Lawyers and litigants cannot be allowed to "terrorize" or "intimidate" Judges with a view to "secure" orders which they want.  This is basic and fundamental, and no civilized system of administration of justice can permit it.  We certainly, cannot approve of any attempt on the part of any litigant to go "forum-shopping".  A litigant cannot be permitted "choice" of the "forum" and every attempt at "forum-shopping" must be crushed with a heavy hand."

7.

Keeping in view, the contents of transfer application, facts of the case and case law on the subject, the transfer application is not only rejected but deprecated also.  The complainant/applicant is directed to desist from making such transfer applications while alleging unfounded and wild allegations.

8.

If he does not desist from making frivolous and baseless transfer applications, in future, and does not comply with the statutory provisions of the RTI Act as stated above, the Commission will be forced to comprehend strict action against him. 

9.

The appellant states that he has not received any information from the respondents. The representative of the respondents states that the appellant was asked to give information regarding in which year the Red Cross Building was constructed.  The appellant stated that Red Cross Building was constructed in the year 1986-87.  The representative of the respondents states that they have checked up their record for the year 1986-87 but no entry has been made for approval of building map.  The respondents are directed to file proper reply before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 6.9.2016.

10.

To come up on 6.9.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)







Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Harpreet Singh
RTI and Human Rights Worker Club,

r/o 355, Jassian Road, G.T.Road Side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana - 141008

9815755575                                                                           --------Appellant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (East),
Mini Secretariat , Bharat Nagar chowk,

Ludhiana - 141001

First Appellate Authority

O/o SDM(East), Mini Secretariat , Ludhiana.                         -------Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 2153 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Harpreet Singh appellant.



Shri Jaspal Singh, Patwari on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 19.02.2016 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 22.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

The appellant vide his letter dated 18.11.2015 has sought the following information:-

"Provide the attested copies of following information asked i.e. all the information available on the record of your public authority that falls within the meaning of Section 2(f) read with 2(i), 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005. Regarding Vill. Mahal Bhagat hadbast No.164.
Contd….2.

Appeal Case No. 2153 of 2016

-2-
1.  FIR copy of the destroyed shajra ov Vill. Mahal Bhagat Hadbast No.164.
2. If no FIR done of destroyed shajra of vill. Mahal Bhagat provide name and designation of officer responsible for dereliction of duty.

3. Copy of Roznamacha from 01.01.2000 to 31.09.2015.
3.

The respondents vide their letter dated 1.8.2016 has replied as under:-



T[go'es ft;a/ d/ ;zpzX ftu nkg tb'A wzrh rJh ;{uBk d/ ;zpzX ftu chbv ;Nkca s'A fog'oN gqkgs ehsh rJh . fog'oN doyk;s w[skpe g?ok tkfJia j/m fby/ nB[;ko j?lF
(1)  Be;ak Gkoh pko;a eoe/ B;aN j' frnk ;h. fJ; ;zpzXh e'Jh n?cHnkJhHnko foekov ftu doia Bjh A j?.

(2) fJ; ;zpzXh foekov ftu e'Jh n?cHnkJhHnkoH ns/ Bk jh fe;/ fiaw/tko nca;o dk Bkw doi BjhA j?.

(3) fJ; ;zpzXh c'N' ekghnK o'iaBkwuk ;kb 1H1H2000 s'A 31H9H2015 se bZrGr 4500 gzB// pDd/ jB gqsh gzBk 2 o[gJ/ c'N' ekgh dh ;oekoh ch; iwQK eotke/ b? ;ed/ j'.

4.

From the perusal of the above, it is revealed that application for information was dated 18.11.2015 and the respondents have asked the fee vide their letter dated 1.8.2016.  The fee for supply the information can be asked within 10 days from the date of application, which has not been done by the respondents.  In view of this, the respondents are directed to supply the 
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information free of cost.  The representative of the respondents assures that he will supply the information free of cost as early as possible.  The appellant is satisfied with the assurance of the representative of the respondent.  Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Dated : 09.08.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)







Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurpreet Singh

House No. 3211, Sector 45D,

Chandigarh.                                                                                   --------Complainant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarter, 

Sector 9, Chandigarh
                                                                           -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1162 of 2016

Present: 
(i) Sh. Harminder Singh on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Rajbir Singh, Inspector, Incharge RTI Branch on behalf of       the respondents. 

The Larger Bench held its sitting today in this case.  Shri Parveen Kumar State Information Commissioner (member of this Larger Bench) could not join the proceedings as he is on leave.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.7.2016, vide which the Bench of Chief Information Commissioner has referred the matter to the Larger Bench as an important question of law arisen as to whether Shri Harminder Singh can appear as an authorized representative on behalf of some other person or not as he was blacklisted and debarred from filing further complaints/appeals or requests under the RTI Act in future by Shri Surinder Awasthi, the then Hon'ble SIC in case No.CC-151/2014 on 27.01.2015.  
2.

The representative of the complainant states that he wants to adduce evidence in support of his case. The complainant is allowed to do so before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 17.08.2016 at 1.00 P.M.
(Pawan Kumar Singla)    





    (S.S. Channy)

S.I.C. 

         

     

     


      
C.I.C

Punjab.
                  
   
  

  


Punjab

Dated : 09.08.2016

CC 

PS/ CIC for the kind information Hon'ble CIC,

PS/ SIC (P) for the kind information of SIC (P)

PS/SIC(PKS) for the kind information of Hon'ble SIC (PKS).
