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. 1470 of 2013

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


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

Heard

2.
Sh. Rakesh Kumar appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the RTI application of the Complaiannt was transferred to DIG/Patiala Range, Patiala under Rule 6(3) of RTI Act 2005. He further states that the information, as available, on record was already been sent to the Complaiannt by the office of DIG/Patiala Range, Patiala. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.

3.
The perusal of the information demanded by the Complainant shows that the Complainant/information seeker merely wanted to know that what action taken on his application dated 03.01.2013. But, the department was transferred the application of the Complaiannt to the office DIG/Patiala Range, Patiala without any application of mind. PIO smacks of total lack of sensitivity of his duty as a PIO. The PIO should take his duties more seriously and decide the applications as per the letter of spirit of RTI Act.

3.
Respondent is directed to file his written reply in this regard i.e.  What action taken on the application of the Complainant dated 03.01.2013 before the next date of hearing. 
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4.
Adjourned to 25.07.2013 (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: 27th June,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 :  
(i) Sh. Arun Kumar Tewari, the Complainant 



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

Heard

2.
Sh. Rakesh Kumar appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the RTI application of the Complaiannt was transferred to DIG/Patiala Range, Patiala under Rule 6(3) of RTI Act 2005. He further states that the information, as available, on record was already been sent to the Complaiannt by the office of DIG/Patiala Range, Patiala. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided.

3.
The perusal of the information demanded by the Complainant shows that the Complainant/information seeker merely wanted to know that what action taken on his application dated 31.01.2013. But, the department was transferred the application of the Complaiannt to the office DIG/Patiala Range, Patiala without any application of mind. PIO smacks of total lack of sensitivity of his duty as a PIO. The PIO should take his duties more seriously and decide the applications as per the letter of spirit of RTI Act.

3.
Respondent is directed to file his written reply in this regard i.e.  What action taken on the application of the Complainant dated 31.01.2013 before the next date of hearing. 
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4.
Adjourned to 25.07.2013 (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: 27th June,2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma,

55 Green Avenue, Kapurthala

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Punjab School Education Board Complex

Phase VIII, SAS Nagar 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 931 of 2013
Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii)Sh. Jaswant Singh, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard
2.
During the hearing dated 30.05.2013, Complainant stated that he had received the information of ten districts. Regarding remaining information, Respondent stated that he had brought the information of four districts to personally deliver it to the Complainant, which was handed over to the Complainant. 
3.
Today, Sh. Jaswant Singh, PIO -Respondent states that the remaining information i.e. information of six districts has already been sent to the Complainant. Copy of the information is taken on record. He further states that the information regarding deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant on the last hearing has also sent to him. Complainant is absent. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.  Complainant is advised if he has not received the information, he can collect the information from Commission office on any working day.
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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: 27th June, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Karmjeet Singh, c/o R.S. Jindal,

H.No. 1396, Progressive Society,

Sector – 50B, Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Govt of Punjab,

School Education department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat -2,

Chandigarh 

Public Information Officer

O/o DPI (Schools), Pb,

Phase:VIII, SAS Nagar,

 Mohali.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1032 of 2013

Present: 
(i) Sh. Karamjeet Singh, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Amandeep Singh, APIO and Sh. Hardev Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant has gone through the same and is satisfied.

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: 27th June, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajnish Kumar, s/o Sh. Prem Chand,

House No. 95, Ward -12, Banur

SAS Nagar - 140601

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum

Inspector General of Police,

CPO, Punjab Police Headquarter,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority –cum

Addl. Director General of Police, Administration,

CPO, Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9,

Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 552 of 2013

Present:  
(i) Sh. Rajnish Kumar, the Appellant
(ii) Sh. K.B.Singh, IPS, AIG/P-II alongwith Sh. Hari Singh, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he demanded information on two points i.e. (i) List of Sub-Inspectors promoted to the rank of Inspectors from 01.01.1988 to 31.12.1993 along with Date of confirmation of each individual in the rank of Inspector. (ii) List of Probationer Inspectors enrolled from 01.01.1988 to 31.12.1993 alongwith Date of Conformation of each individual in the rank of Inspector. Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. 

3.
During the hearing dated 30.05.2013, Sh. K.B.Singh, IPS, AIG (Personnel -2) was directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing. Today, Sh. K.B.Singh, IPS personally appear in the Commission and submitted the copy of Punjab Police Rules (chapter XII:- Appointments  and Enrolments) in which it is clear mentioned that  Deputy 
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Inspectors General of Police (DIG) has full powers to confirm the appointment of the above-said posts. Respondent is directed to submit an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing. 

4.
Adjourned to 16.07.2013 (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: 27th June, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kanwar Singh,

S/o Sh. Roop Chand,

VPO:185, B-Block,

Near Bhiwani Mata Mandir,

Khuda Ali Sher. CHD.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Sector:09, Punjab Police,

HQ, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Sector:09, Punjab Police,

HQ, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1065 of 2013

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


(ii) Smt. Saroj Bala, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.
Smt. Saroj Bala, Jr. Assistant appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Appellant. She has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Appellant,  the same has been taken on record. Moreover, this morning, a phone call had been received from the Appellant expressing his satisfaction over the same and stated that he had no objection if the appeal is disposed of accordingly.

3.
The appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th June,2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nikhil Bhardwaj,

S/o Sh. Gulshan Rai,

Purani Gali Near Istri Sabha Mandir,

Shahkot, Distt:Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, Pb,

Sector:09, Police HQ, 

Chandigarh.


…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1764 of 2013
Present : 
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


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

Heard

2.
On the last date of hearing, Complainant is absent and Respondent had sought some more time to provide the information to the Complaiannt. Sh. Hari Singh, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has personally brought the information to deliver it to the Complaiannt. Today, Complaiannt is again absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence. However, since the Complainant is not present, it is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further. Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order. 

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: 27th June,2013
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. Arun Kumar Tewari, on behalf of the Complainant 


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

Heard

2.
Complainant is absent. He has authorized Sh. Arun Kumar Tewari to appear on his behalf. The Complainant is not present even on the last date of hearing. Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the application of the Complainant was forwarded to the office of SSP, Patiala and O/o SSP, Patiala was transferred the application of the Complaiannt under Section 6(3), RTI Act 2005 with the request that the information demanded by the Complainant be provided to him. The perusal of the file shows that the office of SSP, Patiala has sent a letter stating that  “;{uBk n?eN - 2005 nXhB fe;/ th gkQoEh adh doyk;s ;pzXh gVskb eotkB dk eJh th  T[gpzd Bjh” 
3.

Sh. Arun Kunar Tewari (representative of the Complainant) states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. All the points of information were discussed during the proceedings, in the presence of both the parties. Respondent is directed to provide correct information to the Complainant before the next date  of hearing.
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4.
Adjourned to 25.07.2013 (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: 27th June,2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Dhak Bazar, #65, Near Old Sabzi Mandi,

Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, Pb,

Sector:09, Police HQ, 

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1686 of 2013
Present :  
(i) Sh.Kulwant Singh, the Complainant 


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

Heard

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent has brought information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission, which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant has gone through the same and is satisfied. 

3.
Since the information stands furnished to the satisfaction of the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of . Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th June,2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

S/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Dhak Bazar, #65, Near Old Sabzi Mandi,

Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police, Pb,

Sector:09, Police HQ, 

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1686 of 2013
Present : 
ORDER

Heard

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th June,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 No. 1708 of 2013

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



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

Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Copy of the same is taken on record. Complainant is absent. The Complainant is not present even on the last date of hearing. Complainant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the information provided by the Respondent. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

3.
Adjourned to 25.07.2013 (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: 27th June, 2013
Note : After the order was dictated in the open court, the Complainant Sh. Surinder Mittal appeared. He was read out the above order. He states that he is not 
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satisfied with the information provided. Complainant and the Respondent, both are directed to appear on the next date of hearing to clarify the matter.


Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th June, 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. Sukhminder Singh, XEN, Sh. Bahadur Singh, Suptd. and Sh. Sanjeev , DAO-II on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.
As directed during the last hearing, Sh. Sukhminder Singh, XEN  has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Appellant. Appellant states that incomplete information has been given to him. He further states that he has demanded information i.e.  Attested copies of must-rolls of Sh. Satnam Singh, S/o Sh. Harbans Singh, who is now working on the post of Fitter on regular basis from July 1991 to December 1992. However, Respondent had provided the copies of must-rolls of the year 1992 only. 
3.
Respondent states that the copies of must-rolls of the year 1991 is not available in their record. In the interest of justice, I have given one more opportunity to the Respondent to trace the above-said record i.e. copies of must-rolls of the year 1991 of Satnam Singh and provide it to the Appellant. If, the above said record is not traceable, Respondent is directed to file an affidavit in this regard on the next date of hearing failing which punitive provision of the RTI Act,2005 could be invoked.    
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4.
Adjourned to 25.07.2013 (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: 27th June,2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

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) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 09.05.2013, Sh. Satnam Singh, Sr. Assistant attended the hearing and stated that Complainant was advised to deposit the documentation fees of Rs. 286/- and get the information, but Complainant has failed to deposit the required fee so no information was provided to him. Today, Respondent is absent. Complainant states that he wants to get the information personally in Commission’s office only. He is ready to pay documentation fee of. Rs. 286/- on the next date of hearing in the Commission’s office. Therefore, Sh. Satnam Singh, Sr. Assistant is directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing along-with a copy of the information for handing it over to the Complainant, after accepting the requisite fee. 
3.
Adjourned to 25.07.2013 (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: 27th June, 2013
