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

Sh. A.P.Singh, 

Advocate Chamber No. 367,

3rd Floor, Judicial Complex,

District Courts , Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer

    O/o ADGP (Crime), Punjab

    Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9,

    Chandigarh 
2. Public Information Officer 

    O/o IGP (Crime),

    Patiala 

…………………………..Respondents

Complaint No. 1594 of 2013

alongwith

Complaint No. 1593 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. A.P.Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

        Heard

2.
Vide application dated 04.10.2012 addressed to respondent, Sh. A.P.Singh had sought the following information :-

“Rattan, R/o Village Kanech, P.S. Sahnewal, District Ludhiana for cancellation of FIR bearing no. 72 dt. 26.05.2012 U/s 452/323/324/506/IPC, P.S. Sahnewal District Ludhiana and in regarding enquiry got conducted in above said matter from the S.S.P. (Crime), Patiala under reference of memo No. 7/ 126/2012-2G4/1581 dated 22.08.2012 of the regarding application dated 16.07.2012 filed by Sewa Singh S/o Sh. Ram Deptt. Of Home and Justice affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh”.
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 22.04.2013.
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4.
In the hearing dated 11.06.2013, Respondent was directed to “produce the inquiry report, which was conducted by SSP (crime), Patiala regarding FIR bearing no. 72 dated 26.05.2013 U/s 452/323/324/506/34 IPC, P.S. Sahnewall, District Ludhiana.” 

5.
Written arguments by both the parties have been filed. Case set up by the Respondent in the written arguments is that by virtue of the provisions of Section 173 (8) Crpc, the inquiry is still in progress in relation to FIR No. 72 dated 26.05.2012 u/s 452/323/324/506/34 IPC, PS Sahnewal District Ludhiana and the challan has been filed in the Court of Ilaqa Magistrate. It is further submitted that the information is exempt from disclosure under Section 8(h) RTI Act. According to the Respondent, disclosure of the information demanded would impede the progress of investigation and prosecution. On the other hand, the Complainant submitted that the matter has been completed by the The S.P. (Crime), Ludhiana as well as The SSP (Crime) Patiala about 4-5 months ago. 

5.
I have carefully considered the submissions made by the parties hereto and is of the view that the Respondent has failed to show how the disclosure of information demanded by the Applicant would impede the progress of investigation / prosecution of the case against the Applicant. 

6.
At this stage, I do not see any reason as to why the information relevant to FIR no. 72 dated 26.05.2012 be not supplied. Accordingly, I order that the copy of the inquiry report conducted by the S.S.P. (Crime), Patiala be made available to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  
7.
Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                   (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara, Ind. Area B,

Ludhiana – 141 003

…………………………….Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1338 of 2013

Present
: (i) None is present on behalf of  the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Arun Kumar, Building Inspector on behalf of  the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard
2.       Appellant is absent.  He has sent a request that due to bad health he can not attend today’s hearing and has sought another date.  One more opportunity is given to the Appellant to appear before the Commission and state his case.  It is made clear that in case the Appellant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.

3.       Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                                       (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

Block Samiti Member,

Village Naroli, 

PO Narot Jaimal Samiti, 

Distt. Pathankot – 145 026

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Circle Education Officer 

Ladowali Road, Jalandhar 

First Appellate Authority 

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1315 of 2013

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

(ii) Sh. Sandip Kumar, Jr. Assistant, O/o CEO, Jalandhar on behalf of the   Respondent 

ORDER
Heard

2.       Sh. Sandip Kumar, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as advised by the Commission in the last hearing, Appellant has not deposited the documentation fee Rs. 5000/- i.e why they have not provided the sought for information to the Appellant.  
3.       Appellant is absent.  He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.  He has also not deposited the documentation fee Rs. 5000/-.  It is observed that he has not interested in getting the information.  

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


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sewa Singh 

S/o Shri Gurmail Singh,

r/o Shiv Mandir, Dharamshala Welfare 

Society (regd.) , ESW Colony,

Opposite Police Chowki, 

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (elementary),

Ludhiana 

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (SE), Ludhiana 
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Phase:VIII, Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2150 of 2013
Present
: (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Clerk O/o DEO (EE), Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

   Heard

2.     Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, Clerk appearing on behalf of the O/o DEO (EE), Ludhiana states that information which relates to their office is ready with them and Complainant was asked to deposit Rs. 400/- as documentation fee.  Complainant has deposited the same and they have provided some of the information, remaining information will be provided to him before the next date of hearing.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Complainant is absent.  He has sent a telephonic message that due to accident, he can not attend today’s hearing, and has sought another date.  
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3.
Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (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: 14th August, 2013

Note:    After the hearing, Sh. Gurjot Singh, Deputy DEO (S), Ludhiana appeared and stated that the information does not relates to their office. The sought for information is to be provided by the PIO O/o PSEB, Mohali and they have written to the concerned department many a times with a copy to the Commission.  Since, the some of the information is to be provided by the PIO O/o PSEB, Mohali. I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o PSEB, Mohali be impleaded as Respondent No3. I further direct that PIO, O/o PSEB, Mohali should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and personally present on the next date of hearing, failing which action under section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013

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

Sh. Hariom Parkash, Advocate

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar, 

Ludhiana – 141 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Regional Office-11, MC Building Complex,

2nd Floor, Block-C, Ludhiana 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2124  of 2013
Present
: (i) Sh. Hariom Parkash,  the Complainant 

(ii) Er. Ravinder Bhatti, APIO-cum- Assistant Environmental Engineer on behalf of  the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant states that he has not received any information from the Respondent as stated by him in the last hearing. Er. Ravinder Bhatti, APIO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has again brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant.  Complainant has gone through the same and states that this information is incomplete. Respondent is directed to provide the complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.         Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nawab Singh Manes

S/o Shri Mehar Singh,

# Rc-7, Majithia Enclave,

Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Crime) Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9

Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

O/o SSP, Mohali

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1831 of 2013

Present : (i) Sh. Nawab Singh  the Complainant 


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

Heard

2. 
On the hearing dated 16.07.2013, last opportunity was granted to the Respondent to provide the complete information to the Complainant. But, today again Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far, which shows that the Respondent-PIO has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. Sh. Gurmit Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the information has been given by the PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali.
3.
Since, information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
4.
PIO, O/o Inspector General of Police (Crime) Punjab and PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali are directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith information failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   
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5.
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: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pritam Singh

S/o Suchha Singh

r/o Sikri Bazar, Ferozepur City,

Ferozepur

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Assistant Director General of Police, Punjab

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1582 of 2013

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



(ii)Smt. Bhinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.     Smt. Bhinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him. The Complainant is not present even on the last two hearings.  
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. 

4.
Since, the inforamtion 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/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Baljeet Singh

S/o Late Shri Nagejder Singh,

# 11-B, Friends Colony,

22 No. Phatak, Behind Laxmi Palace,

Patiala 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police Punjab,

(crime Branch)

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 
O/o Director General of Police Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

Public Information Commissioner

O/o SSP, Patiala 
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1110 of 2013
Present
 : (i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


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

Heard

2.     During the hearing dated 16.07.2013, Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu-PIO-cum- DIG (Crime Branch) was directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing. But, today Sh. Gurmit Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the information has been given by the PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala. Appellant is absent.
3.
Since, information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o SSP, Patiala should supply the information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.
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4.
Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu-PIO-cum- DIG (Crime Branch) and PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali  is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the information  failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   
5.
Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (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: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President,

National RTI Activists Forum,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana -3
…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1271 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Karandeep, the Complainant



  (ii) Sh. Hakam Singh, HC on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.     Respondent states that the complete information has already been provided to the Appellant. Appellant has gone through the information and has pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (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: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balwant Singh

S/o Amar Singh

Village Behalpur, Tehsil Samrala

Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Machhiwara,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Ludhiana
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2114 of 2013
Present
: (i) Sh. Balwant Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Raghubir Singh, VDO alongwith Sh. Gurminder Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.     Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far after lapse of more than one and a half year. Respondent has personally brought the information today in the Commission, which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant has gone through the same and states that the information provided by the Respondent is not clear. 
3.
Today, both the parties mutually agreed that the complainant shall visit the office of respondent on 19.08.2013, inspect the relevant records, identify the documents copies whereof are required by him; and the respondent shall provided copies in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

4.
In view of the foregoing, I do not find any substance in request for the imposition of penalty. However there are glaring systemic deficiencies in the office BDPO, Machhiwara. Appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / request under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. I am of the considered view that instead of penalizing the PIO, 
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it would be in the fitness of thing that public authority be ordered to compensate the Complainant on account of expenditure incurred by him in attending hearings in the Commission.

6.
In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs.5000/-(Rupees Five Thousand Only) to the Complainant as compensation. The compensation shall be paid by the office of BDPO, Machhiwara i.e. the Public Authority within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission. 

7.
Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.


Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sewa Singh,

R/o Shiv Sandar Dharam Shala Regd.,

EWS Company Tajpur Road,

Opp Police Chowki, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(S) Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority 
O/o DPI(S), 

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1361 of 2013

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



(ii) Sh. Gurjot Singh, Dy. DEO (S) Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.     During the hearing dated 01.08.2013, Sh. Tarun Madan, Jr. Assistant appeared and stated that the Appellant had sought similar information in CC: 2150/2013 and the case is fixed for hearing  on 19.09.2013. 
3.
Since, the subject matter in these two cases is substantially the same, it would be expedient if the above said appeal is disposed of. No useful purpose, therefore, would be served by keeping this matter pending. 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: 14th August, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Monica Negi,

Blossom Resident’s Welfare Association (Regd.),

Sikand Tower, Dr. Heera Singh Road,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 
First Appellate Authority 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1347 of 2013
Present
: (i) Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant



  (ii) Sh. Arun Kumar, Building Inspector on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Appellant states that as advised by the Commission in the last hearing, they have visited the office of the Respondent and inspected the record but complete information has still not been provided to her.  Sh. Arun Kumar Building Inspector appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that some more time be given to him to provide the complete information.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
3.
Adjourned to 19.09.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Shri Kapor Singh,

Village Gobindgarh, PO Jogiana,

Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Ludhiana 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2122 of 2013

Present
 (i) Sh. Balwant Singh, the Complainant 



  (ii) Sh. Sarbjit Singh, VDO on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

Heard

2.     Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant.  Complainant states that incomplete information has been given to him.  I have carefully considered the objections of the Complainant and find that these are without substance.  Complainant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the concerned authorities.
3.          Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 14th August, 2013
