STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sukhdev Kaur,

N.No.283, Jagjit Nagar,

Threekay Road, Near Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana.







……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Phillaur, District Jalandhar.

. 




 



……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1015 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Surinder Pal Sharma advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shir Inderjit Singh, Clerk o/o the Tehsildar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The complainant-Smt. Sukhdev Kaur has authorised Shri Surinder Pal Sharma, Advocate to appear on her behalf.  The respondent is being represented by Shri Inderjit Singh, Clerk.  The PIO/SDM Phillaur has submitted that there are three appeal cases, which are pending of these very three parties and are listed for 4.8.2015 and has further requested that this case may also be heard alongwith those three appeal cases.

2.

On the other hand, counsel for the complainant submits that in this case an order was passed by the First Appellate authority.  The respondent has neither challenged  this before any appropriate forum nor has he has supplied the information as directed by the First Appellate Authority.  The Commission would like to know the position and response of the respondent-PIO in this case.  The case is adjourned to 4.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M. alongwith other cases.







           

( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.- 82, District Courts, 

Phase- 3B1,

Mohali- 160059.




                    -------------Appellant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.  







 -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1818 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Gurmeet Singh (M.No.9417744546) ASI on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant is not present.  Vide email dated 20.07.2015, the appellant has stated that the respondent have not supplied the information so-far and has asked for the exemption from hearing which was fixed for today. Since he has not received any information, he is not in a position to comment or issue any rejoinder to the respondents.

2.

The respondent states that the application has been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga.  He is impleaded as a necessary party and is directed to provide the information immediately so that the appellant is in a position to revert back to him in case he finds any deficiency in the information so provided.  This be done immediately.

2.

The case to come up for hearing on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.






          

 
( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC

The Senior Superintendent of Police, Moga.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt Shimla Garg,

r/o House No.- 40-41, Central Town, Village-Dad,

Post Office- Lalton Kalan,

Ludhiana-142022.





-------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

Joint Registrar (Rules),

Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Registrar (Admn),

Punjab and Haryana High Court, Chandigarh.

            -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1813 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri S.C. Malik, PIO alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh (M.No.8146992019) Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant is not present.  However, she has sent an e-mail submitting that she is unable to attend the Commission because of criminal case at District Ludhiana and sought an adjournment after 15.8.2015.  She has pleaded that the information has not been supplied and asked for invoking the penalty provisions.

2.

The respondent-PIO states that they have furnished the information as per the provisions of the RTI Act.  He further states that she has not filed First Appeal before the competent authority and she has not come to the Commission while not taking the opportunity provided to her by the law itself.  In her absence, the case cannot be processed further.

3.

To come up on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M., which will be the last opportunity for the appellant to come forward and plead her case.







  

         
( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Regd.

Shri Rajesh Mehta, S/o Shri Harbans Lal,

r/o House No.- 106, Sector-  20/D,

Subhash Nagar, Mandi Gobindgarh- 147301,

M- 93567777555.






   -------------Appellant







Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.                                              -------------Respondents.

             Appeal Case No. 1295  of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



Shri Rajesh Mehta-appellant is not present nor there is any intimation from his side as to why he could not come present to plead his case.
2.

On the other hand, the respondent says that they have already furnished the necessary information to the appellant vide their letter dated 10.6.2015.  They are advised to check up with him again and find out as to whether the reply has been received by him or not and also as to whether reply given satisfies him.  In his absence the case cannot be taken up further.  A last opportunity is given to him to come forward and plead his case in case he is not satisfied otherwise the case will be closed.

2.

To come up on 20.8.0215 at 11.30 A.M.








           
( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh,

Intelligence Assistant, No.- 246 INT, 

r/o Flat No.- 7, GH- 39, Sector- 5, MDC,

Panchkula, M- 9501757700.



                           -------------Appellant






         Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9, Chandigarh.

                                                                                                                              -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1293 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jaswant Singh, DSP alongwith Shri Jasbir Singh (M.No.9463396521), Senior Assistant   and Shri Davinder Singh, Constable on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant states that he has not been provided his own personal case file with regard to the inquiry vide which punishment of forfeiture was inflicted upon him. He further states that he is made to shuttle between the Security Wing and Intelligence Wing as he has been on deputation with the Security Wing during the period in which the inquiry was conducted.  The PIO/Security Wing has written a letter to him saying that he may examine the documents but a copy of the same cannot be supplied as there is an exemption to the Security Wing for providing the documentary evidence in such cases.  However, there is no speaking order passed by the competent authority rejecting his claim for getting the documents concerning his own service matter.

2.

The PIO/Security Wing is also impleaded as a necessary party to hear the matter finally before passing the necessary order as to whether exemption claims is tenable or not.  The case to come up on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           

( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC

The Additional Director General of Police,

Security Wing, Punjab, Chandigarh 

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh,

Intelligence Assistant, No.- 246 INT, 

r/o Flat No.- 7, GH- 39, Sector- 5, MDC,

Panchkula, M- 9501757700.
        





------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Director General of Police (Security),

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9, Chandigarh.

                   -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1292 of  2015

Present:-
Shri Davinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri P.S. Sandhu, AIG (Security ) alongwith Shri Resham Singh, Si alongwith Constable on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The case was deliberated in the presence of the parties.  The respondent-PIO submits that he needs some time to pass the speaking order with regard to the documents, which ;have been sought for by the complainant as to whether those documents can be provided to him or not.  Though the respondents have advised the appellant to visit their office and examine those documents, which he needs, they also stated that the copies thereof cannot be provided.  There will be a final speaking order by the authorities on the issue of parting with the documents which the complainant wants and a copy thereof will be sent to the complainant and also to the Commission for its perusal before the next date of hearing when the matter will be taken up for further proceedings.
2.

To come up on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           

( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh,

Intelligence Assistant, No.- 246 INT, 

r/o Flat No.- 7, GH- 39, Sector- 5, MDC,

Panchkula, M- 9501757700.                                                                       -------------Appellant






 Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,
o/o Additional Director General of Police (Security),

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9, Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer, 

The Additional Director General of Police 

(Intelligence Wing), Punjab, Chandigarh.



      -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1291 of  2015

Present:-
Shri Devinder Singh complainant in person.

Shri P.S. Sandhu, AIG (Security) alongwith Shri Resham Singh, Si on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The case was deliberated in the presence of the parties. The respondent states that the application has been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act to the Deputy Inspector General of Police Intelligence-2, Punjab, Chandigarh.  He is impleaded as a necessary party and is directed to provide the information immediately so that the appellant is in a position to revert back to him in case he finds any deficiency in the information so provided.  This be done immediately.

2.

The case to come up for hearing on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.








           
( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Devinder Singh,

Intelligence Assistant, No.- 246 INT, 

r/o Flat No.- 7, GH- 39, Sector- 5, MDC,

Panchkula, M- 9501757700.





-------------Appellant






             Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9, Chandigarh.


.......... Respondents.
Appeal Case No. 1290 of  2015

Present:-
Shri Devinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri Jaswant Singh, DSP alongwith Shri Jasbir Singh (M.No.9463396521), Senior Assistant   and Shri Davinder Singh, Constable on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant states that he has not been provided his own personal case file with regard to the inquiry vide which punishment of forfeiture of his service was inflicted upon him. He further states that he is made to shuttle between the Security Wing and Intelligence Wing as he has been on deputation with the Security Wing during the period in which the inquiry was conducted.  The PIO/Security Wing has written a letter to him saying that he may examine the documents but a copy of the same cannot be supplied as there is an exemption to the Security Wing for providing the documentary evidence in such cases.  However, there is no speaking order passed by the competent authority rejecting his claim for getting the documents concerning his own service matter.

2.

The PIO/Security Wing is also impleaded as a necessary party to hear the matter finally before passing the necessary order as to whether exemption claim is tenable or not.  The case to come up on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           

( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC

The Additional Director General of Police,

Security Wing, Punjab, Chadnigarh 

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

r/o Village- Bholapur, Jhabewal,

Post Office- Ramgarh, District- Ludhiana- 123455,

M- 9888296107.
                              


-------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Shri Mukatsar Sahib.                                


   -------------Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 1347 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vikas Moulri (M.No.9530810007), Clerk on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The complainant is not present nor there is any intimation from his side as to why he could not be present.  On the other hand, the representative of the respondent states that appropriate reply has been given to the complainant and he presume that he is fully satisfied as well from the response given by the respondents.

2.

Keeping the above said in view, the case is listed for final hearing on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M and shall be closed in case the complainant fails to respond or come forward to plead his case.  He has also not filed First Appeal before the competent authority before coming to the Commission.







           
       ( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015. 

    




Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er.  Nitin Tayal,

r/o House No.- 179/B, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana- 141002.
                                                                            -------------Appellant






           Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

      -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1830 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Hari Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Parshotam, HC on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant is not present.  He has requested for another date that he is not in a position to be present due to bad weather and his case may not be disposed of as it is very serious matter for him and date may be given.  On the other hand the respondents have given a due response to his RTI request.  The respondent –PIO  is advised to send their response to the appellant by way of registered post immediately so that the appellant  is in a position to go through the same and revert back to the authorities in case he so wants.

2.

Now the case to come up for final hearing on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.- 82, District Courts, 

Phase- 3B1,

Mohali- 160059.                                                                                                                -------------Appellant






              Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.                                                                           -------------Respondents.

                                                                          Appeal Case No. 1822 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Baldev Singh, Planning Officer alongwith Shri Narinderpal Singh (M.No.9646631235) on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The appellant is not present.  He has sought an exemption for not attending the court as the information has not been supplied so far and he is not in a position to peruse the same and revert back to the authorities accordingly.

2.

On the other hand the respondents state that they have not only furnished the information in another similar case i.e. Complaint Case No..3420/2014, but the same was duly disposed of by the Bench of Ld. SIC-Shri Surinder Awasthi.  In his absence the case cannot be processed further.  However the authorities are directed to get in touch with him and be clear as to whether First Appeal was filed before the competent authority which he has mentioned in his letter dated 13.3.2015 and the requisite orders passed by the competent authority thereon.

3.

To establish as to whether the facts of the case are totally similar or not, the appellant will also justify his claim for filing another set of appeal before the Commission on the similar facts which was duly heard and disposed of by; the Bench of Shri Surinder Awasthi the Ld. SIC, as there is no provision for review/revision or appeal in the Commission under the RTI Act, 2005 , if the case stands disposed off by one of the Benches of the Commission.

4.

The Registry will also make a report with regard to the facts as to whether the similar second appeal on the same facts was filed and disposed of by the Commission or not , earlier as stated above.

5.

To come up on 20.8.2015 at 11.30 A.M.








           
( S.S. Channy)



July 20, 2015.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC:    DR
