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

Sh. Lukesh Dixit,

# 252/2, Jurian Bhattian,

Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, Pb,

Sector:09, Police HQ, 

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1755 of 2013

Present

(i) Sh. Lukesh Dixit, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

   Heard

2.          Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that information as per record has been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. I have carefully considered the objections of the Complainant and find that these are without substance. 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: 25th   July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Singh,

S/o Sh. Inder Singh,

Ward No.7, VPO:Laharagaga,

Distt:Sangrur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Division No.3, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintendent Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation

Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1048 of 2013
Present
: (i) Sh. Balbir Singh, the Appellant


  (ii) Sh. Sanjeev, DAO-II on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

       Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information, as available, in the record has already been provided to the Appellant. Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. I have carefully considered the objections of the Appellant that is without substance. Appellant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the concerned authorities. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surinder Mittal,

196, New Green Model Town,

Jalandhar City.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, Pb.,

Sector: 9, Police HQ, 

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 


First Appellate Authority

O/o Director General of Police, Pb.,

Sector: 9, Police HQ, Chandigarh.

Complaint No. 1708 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Surinder Mittal, the Complainant

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

       Heard

2.
The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO on 11.02.2013 for certain information. He received a reply from the PIO, which he found unsatisfactory. The Complainant therefore filed a Complaint with the Commission on  02.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act. 

3.
The Respondent states that Complainant has not availed the provision of the Section 19(1) of the RTI Act by filing an appeal with the First Appellate Authority (FAA). As such the FAA has not been able to address the grievances of the Complainant. 
4.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
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5.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

6.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 11.02.2013 to the Complainant. 

7.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Complainant –Sh. Surinder Mittal will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
8.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)

Dated: 25th July, 2013

               State Information Commissioner
Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of Complaint dated 02.05.2013;


            2.         Copy of RTI application
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasvir Singh, S/o Sh. Atma Singh,

House  No. 352/15, New Aatam Nagar,

Jagraon – 142 026

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director Public Instructions (SE)

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1093 -of 2013
Present
: ( i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


  (ii) Sh. Rajiv Puri, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

       Heard

2.
Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant is absent. The Complainant is not present even on the last date of hearing. Respondent is advised to send the information to the Complainant by registered post. 

3.
During the hearing dated 20.06.2013, Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause. The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is hereby, dropped.  

4.
     In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th   July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhdev Singh

S/o Shri Banta Singh

Village Dhupsari, PO Govt. Polytechnic College

Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Gurdaspur

First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

Public Information Officer
O/o Principal,

Methodist Co. Education,

Sr. Secondary School,

Batala, Distt:Gurdaspur.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1262 of 2013
Present
(i) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Hardip Singh, Dy. DEO, the respondent.

ORDER

          Heard

2.     Appellant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him.  In the last hearing, DEO (S), Gurdaspur was directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the information.  In today’s hearing, neither he has come personally nor he has provided the information to the Appellant.  Sh. Hardip Singh, Deputy DEO appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that DEO (S), Gurdaspur has authorized him to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. He further states that this information relates to the Methodist School, Batala but the Principal is denying to supply the information that is why they are helpless in providing the inforamtion. In the last hearing Mr. Mustaq Masih, Principal stated that their school is not a public authority.
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3.   Since, the information is to be provided by the Principal, Methodist Co. Education Sr. Sec School Batala, Distt:Gurdaspur.  I, therefore, order that Principal, Methodist Co. Education Sr. Sec School Batala, Distt:Gurdaspur be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that Principal, Methodist Co. Education Sr. Sec School Batala, Distt:Gurdaspur should personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information and DEO (S), Gurdaspur is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
4.       Adjourned to 29.08.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th July, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Arun Kumar Tewari,

# 16-C, Rattan Nagar Tripuri,

Patiala – 147 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab

Police Headquarter, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1470 of 2013

Present :      (1) Sh. Arun Kumar Tewari, the Complainant


        (ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, 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.  Respondent states that last opportunity be given to him to provide the information.  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) will be initiated.

3.      Adjourned to 29.08.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Arun Kumar Tewari,

# 16-C, Rattan Nagar Tripuri,

Patiala – 147 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab

Police Headquarter, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1471 of 2013
Present :      (1) Sh. Arun Kumar Tewari, the Complainant

        (ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, 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.  Respondent states that last opportunity be given to him to provide the information.  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) will be initiated.
3.      Adjourned to 29.08.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                           (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

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
Present
:   (i) Sh. Narinder Pal Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant 

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

ORDER


Arguments heard. Judgment is reserved.


Sd/-
                                                                                           (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th  July, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Surinder Mittal, RTI Activist

196, New Green Model Town,

Jalandhar City, Pb.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police,

Crime, Pb, Sec:09, Pb, Police, HQ,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1270 of 2013

Present
:
(i) Sh. Surinder Mittal, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Krishan Avtar, SA on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

2.
   All the points of information were discussed during the proceedings, in the presence of both the parties. The complainant expressed his satisfaction over the same and stated that he had no objection if the case is disposed of accordingly. 
3.

In view of the above, 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: 25th July, 2013

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

Sh. Sadhu Singh Randhawa,

House No. 1354, Sector 40B,

Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o ADGP (Crime), Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarter,

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

Complaint No. 1233 of 2013

Present
 : 
 (i) SH. Sandhu Singh Randhawa, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG-cum-PIO, the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.      Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission no information has been provided to him.  Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that in the last hearing, he was stated that the CWP No. 13992 of 2013 is pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and next date in this case is 11.12.2013.  Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG states that he is giving his undertaking whenever the decision taken by the competent authority, the sought for information will be provided to the Complainant at the earliest before that, they can not provide the information. Complainant states that he is satisfied with the reply of the Respondent. Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.   A show cause was issued to Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG for not providing the information, which was pending.  Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG has filed his reply during the last hearing.  I have gone through the reply and found satisfactory. The show cause notice issued is hereby withdrawn. 
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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: 25th  July, 2013

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

Sh. Harnek Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagar Singh,

R/o Village:Bam,

Tehsil:Malout, Distt:Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…………………………….Complainant

12Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Malout,

Distt:Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1232 of 2013

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


(ii) Smt. Baljit Kaur, BDPO, Malout on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information, as available, in the record has already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. I have carefully considered the objections of the Complainant that is without substance. Complainant is advised, for his grievances, he may approach the higher authorities. 

3.
During the hearing dated 18.06.2013, Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply in response to the order showing cause. The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is hereby, dropped.  

4.
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: 25th July, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Construction Division PWD B&R, 

Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority

O/o S.E. PWD B&R, Ferozepur
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1460  of 2012

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



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

       Heard
2.
In the present case, vide application dated 26.03.2013 addressed to the Executive Engineer, O/o Construction Division, PWD B&R, Ferozepur of the respondent department, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

(i) Attested copies of Financial/ Comparative statements approved by the competent authority for the works by E-Tendering and by tender work by you have undertaken/carried out between the period 05.04.2011 up to Receipt of information. 
(ii) Attested copies of LOC register showing receipt / issue of LOC of the works undertaken between the period  05.04.2011 up to Receipt of information

(iii) Attested copies of Tender Register of Division 05.04.2010 up to Receipt of information
Contd…P-2
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(iv) Attested copies of works order book of all the sub division in your division period 05.04.2011 up to Receipt of information

(v) Attested copies of Quotation Register for all the sub division in your division period 05.04.2011 up to Receipt of information.

3.
The present appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.10.2012. Respondent states that the complete information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is absent for eighth consecutive time. However, since the Complainant is not present, it is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further
4.
Moreover, Complainant has been blacklisted by the State Information Commission vide order dated 05.03.2011 passed by Hon’ble SIC Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj wherein the Registry was directed as follows: -


“To see to it that Second appeals, complaints and review petitions filed by Mahajan, self-styled President of the Anti Corruption Council, Pathankot are not entertained”.

5.
Upon due consideration of the matter in its entirety, the present appeal is hereby order to be rejected and the case closed  and disposed of. Copies of order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                                                        (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                        State Information Commissioner
Dated: 25th July, 2013

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

Sh. Lukesh  Dixit,

# 252/2, Jourian Bhattian,

Patiala - 147001

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o I.G. Police,

Zonal-I, Patiala – 147001

First Appellate Authority 

O/o I.G. Police,

Zonal-I, Patiala – 147001

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 818 of 2013
Present

: (i) Sh. Lukesh Dixit, the Appellant



  (ii) Sh. Rakesh Sharma, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

    Heard

2.          Sh. Rakesh Sharma, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.

3.           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: 25th  July, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Harbans Goel,

S/o Sh. Sohan Lla,

R/o # 91, Block-G,

Shivalik Vihar, Naya Gaon,

Mohali.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

HQ, Sec:09, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Director General of Police,

HQ, Sec:09, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 465 of 2013

Present
: 
(i) SH. Harbans Goel, the Appellant


(ii) SH. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

       Heard

2.     Appellant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, inquiry report has still not been provided to him.  Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the concerned file has recently received from the High Court.  He further states that Appellant can visit their office and get the information, which he wants.  Appellant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent and get the inquiry report.  Appellant has informed the Commission in writing that he has received the inquiry report and is satisfied.   A show cause was issued to Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG for not providing the information, which was pending.  Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG has filed his reply during the last hearing.  I have gone through the reply and found satisfactory. The show cause notice issued is hereby withdrawn. 
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: 25th  July, 2013

