STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Som Nath Kansal,

22 Aekar Scheme, Kothi No.107,

Barnala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Division No.3, Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1984 of 2013

Present:          (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


           (ii) Sh. Umesh Kumar, SDC on behalf of the Respondent   
ORDER

Heard

2 
Sh. Umesh Kumar, SDC, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of a letter no. 4647 dated 30.07.2013 whereby the requisite information has been provided to the complainant. The perusal of the letter dated 30.07.2013 makes it clear that complete information as per application dated 04.10.2012 stands provided. Complainant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him. The Complainant is not present even on the last date of hearing. It appears he is satisfied.  
3.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. Whatever information was available with the department has been supplied. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dharminderjit Singh,

VPO Kala Afgana,

Tehsil Batala, Distt. 

Gurdaspur - 143513

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2024 of 2013

Present : 
(i) Sh. Dharminderjit Singh, the Complainant 



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard

2.     Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent is absent. The Respondent is not present even on the last date of hearing. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. 
3.
Smt. Rupali, O/o DPI (S) has appeared in another case. She states that this information is to be provided by Sh. Jaswinder Nayyar. Sh. Jaswinder Nayyar is directed to ensure that sought for information is provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20 of RTI Act 2005. He is also directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the information.

4.
Adjourned to 10.09.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
CC:  Sh. Jaswinder  Nayyar, O/o DPI(SE), Pb, Punjab School Education Board Complex, Phase VIII, SAS Nagar. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vinay Jindal,

# 135, Industrial Area-A,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police (Crimes),

Punjab Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1894 of 2013

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



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant has authorized Sh. Malkit Singh to appear on his behalf.  Sh. Malkit Singh states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent is absent. He has not bothered to inform the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. The Respondent is not present even on the last date of hearing, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. Last opportunity is granted to the Respondent to provide the information to the Complainant. He is also directed to appear before the Commission alongwith the information on the next date of hearing failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   

3.
Adjourned to 10.09.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Narinder Singh, 

Village:Budhanpur,

P.O: Bhardargarh, Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1927 of 2013
Present
 : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

                       (ii)Sh. Hari Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.     During the hearing dated 11.07.2013, Complainant had pointed out deficiencies in the information. Today, Complainant is absent. Respondent states that the complete information has been sent to the Complainant on 25.07.2013. Copy of the same is taken on record.
3.
Since now complete information as per RTI application has been provided to the complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sandeep Singh, Advocate 

172-A, Distt. Courts, 

Amritsar – 143 001

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2017 of 2013

Present : 
(i) None is appeared on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Amandeep Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER
Heard

2.     Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant through registered post. Complainant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  The Complainant is not present even on the last date of hearing. It appears he is satisfied with the information provided. 
3.
Since nothing to the contrary has been heard from the complainant, seemingly, he is satisfied with the information provided. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Station House Officer (SHO)

Police Station, Phase-8,
SAS Nagar, Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1522 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Complainant 



  (ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Inspector the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him.  In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to Sh. Gurmeet Singh, SHO for not providing the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Gurmeet Singh, SHO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the order’s of the Commission has not been received in their office that is why the delay has been occurred. He further states, that Complainant can visit his office on any working day and collect the information, which he wants.  Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and collect the information.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the sought for information to the Complainant and file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause before the next date of hearing.  

3.       Adjourned to 10.09.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Station House Officer (SHO)

Police Station, Mattaur,

SAS Nagar

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1521 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Complainant 



  (ii) Sh. Naveen Pal Singh, SHO, the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him.  In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to Sh. Naveen Pal Singh, SHO for not providing the information within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Naveen Pal Singh, SHO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the RTI application of the Complainant has not been received in their office and the order’s of the Commission has also not been received by him. He further states, that one more opportunity be given to him to provide the sought for information to the Complainant.  Copy of the RTI application of the Complainant is handed over to him with the directions that the sought for information be provided to the Complainant and file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause before the next date of hearing. 
3.       Adjourned to 10.09.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bhagwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

V&PO:Haripur Khalsa,

Tehsil:Philaur, Distt:Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Crimes),

Pb Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2000 of 2013

Alongwith

Complaint No. 2003 of 2013
Present:           (i) Sh. Bhagwant Singh, the Complainant



(ii) SH. Narinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

 Heard

2.     Sh Narinder Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, he has provided complete information as pointed out by the Complainant.  Perusal of the case file reveals that complete information has already been provided by the respondent to the complainant.
3.      In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                


Sd/-
                                                                                     (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sanjeev Goyal,

S/o Sh. Harbans Goyal,

C/o House No. 91, Block-G,

Shivalik Vihar, Naya Gaon,

P.O. Naya Gaon, Mohali.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, (Cyber Crime),

Punjab State Cyber Crime Cell,

Phase-4, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1908 of 2013
Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


 
(ii) Sh. Gurmit Singh, ASI on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.     In the last hearing, PIO O/o DIG (Cyber Crime), Pb was directed to provide the information to the Complainant and personally appear before the Commission.  In today’s hearing, neither the PIO is present nor he has provided the information to the Complainant which shows that PIO’s has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
3.
In view of the foregoing, PIO O/o DIG (Cyber Crime), Pb is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

Contd…P-2

-2-

4.       PIO O/o DIG (Cyber Crime), Pb is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. PIO O/o DIG (Cyber Crime), Pb is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant and appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  Complainant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
5.
Adjourned to 10.09.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Karan Singh, Retd.

S/o Late Sh. Ajmer Singh,

# 1, Gail No.5, Chil Road, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, Tripuri,

Patiala. 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police,

Pb Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General of Police,

Pb Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1143 of 2013
Present : 
(i) Sh. Karan Singh, the Appellant


 
(ii) Sh. Hari Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Appellant states that as advised by the Commission in the last hearing, he has brought the copy of his replication.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Respondent. Respondent states that the, information as sought by the Appellant has already been provided to him in some another case.  He further states that he has brought the office file and Appellant can inspect the same.  Appellant is advised to inspect the file and get the information, which is useful for him.  Appellant states that he wants attested copy of the promotion order.  Respondent states that the, same is provided to the Appellant today itself.  Appellant is satisfied with the reply of the Respondent.
3.          On the assurance of the Respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Suresh Gupta,

S/o Sh. Sat Parkash Gupta,

B-176, Green Park,

Chahal Nagar, Phagwara.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Secretary School Education Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Principal Secretary, School Education Punjab,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

Phase:VIII, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 385 of 2013
Present
(i) Sh. Suresh Gupta,  the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Sukhtej Singh, Sr. Assistant O/o DPI, Pb on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Appellant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him.  Sh. Sukhtej Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Appellant can visit their office and get the information. Appellant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent and get the information.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Appellant as sought by him.  Respondent has agreed that the sought for information will be provided to the Appellant today itself.
3.      On the assurance of the Respondent, the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kewal Kumar Goyal, Advocate,

R/o 2602, Urban Estate, Phase-II,

Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police (Crimes),

Punjab Police, HQ, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1985 of 2013
Present
: (i) Sh. Kewal Kumar Goyal, the Complainant.

(ii) Smt. Darshna Thapar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him.  Smt. Darshna Thapar, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that Complainant can visit their office and inspect the record.  Complainant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day and get the information, which he wants.  Respondent is directed whatever the document is pointed out by the Complainant, the same be provided to him.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the sought for information to the Complainant, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.          Adjourned to 10.09.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Rajesh Kumari, w/o Shri Balbir Chand,

# 4170, Ward No. 17, Himayunpur, 

Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 752 of 2013
Present  
(i) Smt. Rajesh Kumari, the Complainant 



(ii) Sh. Ramesh Kumar, PIO the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.       Sh. Rameh Kumar, PIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, most of the information has been provided to the Complainant and remaining information will be provided to the Complainant within one month.  Complainant is satisfied with the reply of the Respondent.   In case information is not received by the Complainant within one month, she is free to approach the Commission after one month.  

3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 13th August, 2013
