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

Sh. Manjit Singh Saekho

S/o Shri Charan Singh,

Village Tandi, Larua,

Distt. Jalandhar 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Bhogpur,

Distt. Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority

O/o DDPO, Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1371 of 2013

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




(ii)Smt. Kuldip Kaur, BDPO, the Respondent.


ORDER

Heard
2.         Vide application dated 21.02.2013 addressed to respondent, Sh. Manjit Singh Saekho  had sought information pertaining to “the year 2005 to 16.02.2013, that how many applications for information have been received in their office and how many replies have been given by their department”.
3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 03.05.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.06.2013.

4.     Smt. Kuldip Kaur, BDPO appearing in person and states that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant by post.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Appellant is absent.  He has informed the Commission that due to illness, he can not attend today’s hearing and has sought another date.  Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Appellant alongwith the orders of the Commission.
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5.
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: 17th September, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Madan Lal,

S/o Shri Ram Parkash Gali Patwariyan

R/o Ajnala, Ajnala

Tehsil Ajnala

Distt. Amritsar

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (S)

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar

First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI (S)

Punjab School Education Board Complex

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

Appeal No. 1388 of 2013

Present:  
(i) Sh. Madan Lal, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Sandeep Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Jaswinder Singh, PIO the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.         Vide application dated 17.10.2012, addressed to respondent, Sh. Madan Lal had sought information on three points, 

3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 22.03.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 17.06.2013.

4.   Sh. Jaswinder Singh, PIO appearing and states that the information relates to the Bathinda district has been provided to the Appellant and remaining information is to provided by the DEO, Amritsar.  
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5.
Since, the remaining information is to be provided by the DEO, Amritsar.  So, Appellant is advised to approach the concerned department.  Appellant states that he wants that Respondent give in writing that the sought for information is to be provided by the DEO, Amritsar, so they can approach the concerned department.  Respondent has given in writing to the Appellant today in the Commission.  

6.
In the last hearing, a show cause was issued to the PIO for not providing the information to the Appellant and has also not attended the hearings in the Commission.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Jaswinder Singh, PIO has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause, which is taken on record.  Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped.  Copy of the affidavit be sent to the Appellant alongwith the order of the Commission.
7.
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: 17th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sudhir Kumar,

# 3402,/71 Mohali.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Electoral Officer,

SCO:29-30, Sector:17/E,

Chandiarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Electoral Officer,

SCO:29-30, Sector:17/E,

Chandiarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1220 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Sh. H.S. Hundal on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Sukhdev Lal, Dy. CEO on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

2.         Vide application dated 18.03.2013 addressed to respondent, Sh. Sudhir Kumar had sought information on four points regarding voter list.

3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 13.05.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 24.05.2013.

4.     Sh. Sukhdev Lal, Dy. CEO appearing in person states that as directed by the commission in the last hearing, he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Appellant today in the Commission, as sought by him in the last hearing.  Sh. H.S. Hundal (representative of the Appellant ) has gone through the information and states that information relating to the Moga district is complete but the information relating to the Jalandhar district is incomplete.  Respondent 
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states that the remaining information will be provided to the Appellant by e-mail within one week.  Respondent is directed to provide the remaining information to the Appellant within one week. In case information is not received by the Appellant, he is free to approach the Commission after one month. 
5.
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: 17th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1722, Sector 14, Hisar

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(S), 

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2161 of 2013

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



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

ORDER

       Heard

2.        Vide application dated 21.04.2013 addressed to respondent, Sh. Sandeep Kumar Gupta had sought information on eleven points.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.06.2013.   
4.     Sh. Rattan Singh, Suptd., appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the commission in the last hearing, the sought for information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post.  Copy of the same is taken on record.  Complainant is absent.  He was absent even on the last hearing also.  Complainant is advised in case information is not received by him, he can collect the same from the Commission office on any working day.   
5.
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: 17th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surinder Nath,

S/o L. Karta Ram,

W.No. 13, # 688,

Morinda, Distt. Ropar – 140 101

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation, Morinda

Distt. Roopnagar

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies, District Administration Complex,

Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1419 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Sh. Surinder Nath, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide application dated 28.12.2012 addressed to respondent, Sh. Surinder Nath had sought information on three points.

3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 20.02.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 21.06.2013.

4.     Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Inspector appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that as directed by the commission in the last hearing, Appellant has not visited their office inspite of that they have sent complete information to the Appellant according to his RTI application by registered post.  Appellant states that he has not received any information.  Respondent has provided another copy of the information to the Appellant today in the Commission.  Appellant has gone 
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through the information and states that he is satisfied with the information provided. 
5.
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: 17th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Master Ujagar Singh,

Gali No. 1,Mann Colony,

Near Baba Mukand  Singh Sr.

Secondary School,

Dhaba, Ludhiana – 141 014

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o ADGP (crimes) Punjab

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

DGP (crimes) Punjab

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 865 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Master Ujagar Singh, the Appellant 

(ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant O/o ADGP, Crimes, Pb, Sh. Baljinder Singh, Reader O/o DSP, Mehal Kalan and Sh. Tejinder Singh, DSP, Barnala, the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.
Vide application dated 20.02.2013, addressed to respondent, Master Ujagar Singh had sought information on eleven points, 

3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 22.03.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.04.2013.

4.    Sh. Baljinder Singh, Reader O/o DSP, Mehal Kalan appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant and Appellant was advised to visit their office and get the information, which he wants.  Appellant states that complete information has still 
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not been provided to him.  The perusal of the record shows that the information according to the RTI application has been provided to the Appellant.
5.
In the last hearing, a show was issued to the PIO O/o SSP, Barnala and PIO O/o DSP, Mehalkalan for not attending the hearings in the Commission.  In today’s hearing, both the parties have submitted their replies, which are taken on record.  Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped.  Copy of the affidavit be sent to the Appellant alongwith the order of the Commission.

6.
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: 17th September, 2013
CC: 
(i) PIO, O/o SSP, Barnala


(ii) PIO, O/o DSP, Mehalkalan, Distt. Barnala 

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

Sh. Jatinder Kumar  Khaetarpal, Advocate 

R/o 418/1, Sector 45A, Chandigarh 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2236 of 2013

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



(ii) Sh. Naveen Saini, AIG the PIO 

ORDER

      Heard

2.
Vide application dated 07.05.2013 addressed to respondent, Sh. Jatinder Kumar  Khaetarpal had sought information regarding “what action has been taken on the complaint dated 23.04.2013”.
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.06.2013.   
4.    Complainant has authorized Sh. Nazar Singh to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Representative of the Complainant states that most of the time has already been lapsed in providing the information. In the last hearing, Respondent stated that the RTI application of the Appellant has not been received in their office.  In today’s hearing, Sh. Naveen Saini, AIG appearing and states that the RTI application of the Complainant has been received in their office and has sought some more time to provide the information to the Complainant. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the information to the Complainant as sought by him in his RTI application, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. 
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5.
Adjourned to 15.10.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                             (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



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

Sh. Ashok Kumar

S/o Shri Satpal, # 14/24,

Mandi Gobindgarh

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DDPO, Gurdaspur 

First Appellate Authority

O/o DDPO, Gurdaspur 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1365 of 2013

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



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

ORDER

      Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 20.01.2012 addressed to the Respondent – PIO, O/o DDPO, Gurdaspur, Sh. Ashok Kumar has sought information on 03 points.
3.
First appeal before the first appellate authority-Respondent No. 2 has been filed on 07.01.2013 whereas the second appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.06.2013.
4.

Sh. Kulwant Singh, VDO appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Appellant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Appellant, the same has been taken on record. But, Appellant has informed on telephone that incomplete information has been given to him as per his RTI application dated 20.01.2012 and, therefore, he has sought another date. 
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On the request of the Appellant, the case is adjourned to 24.10.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                             (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                       State Information Commissioner
Dated: 17th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

VPO Rasulpur,

Tehsil Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o I.G. (Crime)

Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Additional Director General Police (Admn.)

Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9

Punjab, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1448 of 2013

Present:  
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Krishan Avtar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 20.03.2013, addressed to PIO, O/o IG (Crime), Punjab, Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur has sought following information :-

“ Attested copy of action taken report against my complaint dated 16.04.2011, which was preferred to the Secy., Home affairs Pb.,and the complaint was forwarded to the IGP/Admn. Pb., according to the letter no. 1843/PA/DGP Pb. Dated 04.07.2011.” 

3.
First appeal before the first appellate authority-Respondent No. 2 has been filed on 18.06.2013 whereas the second appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.06.2013.
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4.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is not present today. One last opportunity is afforded to him to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided. 

5.

Adjourned to 24.10.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                             (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



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

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur

General Secretary 

Universal Human Rights Org.,

VPO Rasulpur (Mallah) Tehsil  Jagraon

Ludhiana – 142 035

…………………………….Appellant  

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General Police, Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General Police, Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh
Public Information Officer

O/o SSP (rural)

Ludhiana 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1405 of 2013

Present: 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant
(ii) Sh. Krishan Avtar, SA on behalf of the Respondent no. 1 alongwith Sh. Gurpreet Singh, SI, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (Rural) 
ORDER

Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 16.02.2013 addressed to the Respondent-PIO, Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur has sought following information:


“supply the action report against my complaint, which was sent under dairy no. 2980 dated 9.9.2010 from the Suptd. Home-3 Branch.”
3.
First appeal before the first appellate authority-Respondent No. 2 has been filed on 22.04.2013 whereas the second appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.06.2013.
4.
Sh. Krishan Avtar, O/o DGP, Punjab states that this information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (rural). Since, the information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (rural).  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (rural). be impleaded as Respondent No.2. 
5.
Sh. Gurpreet Singh, SI, O/o SSP, Ludhiana (Rural) states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant is not present today. One last opportunity is afforded to him to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided. 

6.

Adjourned to 24.10.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the orders be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



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

Sh. Sushil Kumar,

S/o Sh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road,

Malerkotla.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Mini Sectt.,

Pb.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Local Govt., Branch-1,

Mini Sectt., Pb

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2736 of 2012

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

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

ORDER
Heard
2.
Vide RTI application dated 18.06.2012, addressed to the Respondent-PIO, Sh. Sushil Kumar has sought the information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 11.09.2012.   
4.
Complainant has informed on telephone that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and has sought another date. One last opportunity is afforded to him to inform the Commission if he is satisfied with the information provided
5.
On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned to 24.10.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave,Barnala 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, Baghapurana

Distt. Moga

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1410 of 2013

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



(ii) Sh. Kuldip Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 25.02.2013- addressed to the Respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal has sought the information.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 02.04.2013.
4.
On 23.05.2013, Complainant was absent and the PIO, O/o Tehsildar Baghapurana was directed to personally present on the next date of hearing. In the hearing dated 09.07.2013, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present. Looking at the lackadaisical attitude of the respondent, the Respondent-PIO O/o Tehsildar, Baghapurana was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. Again on 06.08.2013, both the parties were not  present. 

5.
Today, Sh. Kuldip Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has personally brought the information to deliver it to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. Respondent is advised to send the information to the Complainant.  Last opportunity is granted to the Respondent –PIO to file an affidavit in respondent to the order showing cause dated 09.07.2013. 
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6.
Adjourned to 17.10.2013 (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: 17th September, 2013

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

Sh. Jiwan Garg,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg,

H.No. B-1/473-A, Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road, Sunam (Distt. Sangrur) – 148 028

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Regional Transport Authority

Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Regional Transport Authority

Patiala
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1403 of 2013

Present :  
None is present on behalf of the Appellant


Sh. Dharamjit Singh, Clerk  on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 29.01.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o RTA, Patiala, Sh. Jiwan Garg has sought the information.
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 18.06.2013.

4.
Appellant is absent. Sh. Dharamjit Singh, Clerk  appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Appellant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Appellant,  the same has been taken on record.
5.
In terms of the observations noted above, 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: 17th September, 2013

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar,
S/o Sh. Ram Niranjan, 
Office TV 24, News Channel

VPO Samundara,

Distt. Hoshiarpur 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO(S) Hoshiarpur 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2159 of 2013

Present:  
(i) Sh. Pawan Kumar the Complainant 



(ii) Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, DEO the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 15.03.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o DEO(S) Hoshiarpur, Sh. Pawan Kumar has sought the information of Smt. Renu, Teacher.

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.06.2013.

4.
In the last hearing, Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.  In today’s hearing, Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, appearing in person and states that the sought for information has already been provided to the Appellant.  She further states that she has brought the original record, if the appellant wants to inspect the record, he can.  The perusal of the record shows, that the information as per RTI application has been provided to the Appellant. 
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5.
In terms of the observations noted above, 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: 17th September, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Smt. Sukhbir Kaur Ghuman,

Advocate, Chamber No. 844,

8th Floor, Lawyers Chambers Complex-1,

New District Courts, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional Director General of Police, 

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1532 of 2013
ORDER
The judgment in this case was reserved on 25.07.2013.  


The background of the case is that the Complainant had sought following  information from the PIO, O/o Additional Director General of Police, Chandigarh on 21.01.2013 which is as under :-

(i) Supply the certified copy of the application dated by NAvdeep Kaur D/o Chamkaur Singh R/o Village halwara, Tehsil Raikot, Distt. Ludhiana. For conducting the inquiry in case FIR No-9 dated 14/09/2011, Under section :- 302,201,2018,120-B IPC, P.S:- Punjab State Crime, SAS Nagar (Mohali) Before National Human Rights Commission, New Delhi.” 

              (ii) Supply the certified copy of complete Inquiry report along with statements of witnesses/ Affidavits and other relevant documents including  Video C.D. of Post Mortem of deceased Amandeep Singh @ Amna, on Above Said Application of Navdeep Kaur, which was conducted by Shri R.L.Bhagat, IPS, Inspector General of Police (Human Rights) Punjab in case FIR No. 9 dated 14/09/2011, Under section :- 302,201,218,120-B IPC, P.S. Punjab State Crime, SAS Nagar (Mohali).
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Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission received in it on 05.07.2013.

Since the perusal of file revealed that there were sufficient grounds  which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(i)(b) of the RTI Act 2005, therefore, notice of  hearing was issued to both the parties for 11.06.2013. 


In the hearing dated 11.06.2013, Sh. Satnam Singh, SA appeared on behalf of the Respondent and he was directed to provide the “inquiry report alongwith statements of witnesses/affidavits and other relevant documents including video C.D of Post Mortem of deceased Amandeep Singh which was conducted by the Inspector General of Police, Human Rights, Pb, in case FIR No. 9, dated 14.09.2011, U/s:-302,201,218,120-B IPC, P.S.Punjab State Crime, Mohali.” 

On 02.07.2013, Complainant was absent and the last opportunity was granted to the Respondent to provide the complete information. 


In the earlier hearing dated 25.07.2013, both the parties were present and the case was reserved. 


Written arguments by both the parties have been filed. Case set up by the Respondent in the written arguments is that inquiry is still in progress in relation to FIR No. 9 dated 14.09.2011 under Section  302,201,218, 120-B IPC P.S. Punjab State Crime, SAS Nagar (Mohali). It is further submitted that that at this juncture no information can be provided and referred to Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act and requested that the complaint may be disposed of . 

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 complainant would impede the progress of investigation / prosecution of the case against the Applicant. 
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At this stage, I do not see any reason as to why the information relevant to FIR no. 09 dated 26.05.2012 be not supplied. Accordingly, I order that the inquiry report conducted by the Inspector General of Police, Human Rights, Pb, in case FIR No. 9, dated 14.09.2011, U/s:-302,201,218,120-B IPC, P.S.Punjab State Crime, Mohali be made available to the Complainant before the next date of hearing

Adjourned to 10.10.2013 (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: 17.09.2013

