PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
RedCrossBuilding, Near RoseGarden,

Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia (9888490031)
House no. 60-35-P-376-1, Appellant/ Complainant
Street No. 8, Maha Singh Nagar,
PO Dhandari Kalan,
Ludhiana-141014

Versus
Public Information Officer
O/o Police Commissioner,
Ludhiana

Respondent

First Appellate Authority
O/o Police Commissioner,

Ludhiana
Appeal Case No.: 1605 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings
Present: Appellant: Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia
Respondent: Sh. Ramesh Kumar (ASI) 9915603000
ORDER

1. The Appellant/ Complainant filed appeal in the Commission dated 18.06.2020. Accordingly,

the case is fixed for today.

2. Respondent, Sh. Ramesh Kumar pleaded that the information as requested by the

appellant, comes within the ambit of the exemptions under Section 8(1)(h) and 8(1)(g) of
the RTI Act. Both these sections prohibit disclosure of information connected with ongoing
investigations and prosecutions and, information disclosure of which would compromise

the source of the information of law enforcement authorities.

. Appellant, Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia raised his grievance stating that
neglect of duty and delay in providing the information has been done by the
respondent authority.

In the view of above, it is transpired that when investigations are in progress, documents
can not be disclosed (u/s 8(1)(g) and 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act 2005). The replies of respondent
are upheld. The matter is disposed of accordingly at Commission’s end.

However, there is delay in responding to the RTI application and therefore, the PI1O is

hereby issued a warning for future to be careful and not to contravene the provisions of RTI
Act, 2005 u/s 7(1).

5. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)
Dated: 28.09.2020 State Information Commissioner



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
RedCrossBuilding, Near RoseGarden,

Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan (9872220039)

House no. 78/8, Park Road,

Navi Mandi, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o DGP, Punjab,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority
O/o DGP, Punjab,
Chandigarh Respondent
Appeal Case No.: 1583 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

Present: Appellant: Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan
Respondent: ASI Parshotam kumar 9417131510
ORDER

1. The Appellant/ Complainant filed appeal in the Commission dated 18.06.2020. Accordingly,
the case is fixed for today.

2. Respondent, Sh. Parshotam kumar states that he had send a reply to the appellant against

his RTI application. A copy of which is attached below:-

iy =8t ot FeT MAG e ateT Arer 3 fo iy 2 a2 uEs ot
13 IR TI&, 7 & »m3 & nrel . e &t urar 2(f) mats g=9 aat §© a5 forw aam wiats
3=% feags [f9 Qusen ges/enz=n & wath a3 A7 Fae 75, far <t yag o
ursT € €739 &9t 3 77 rae

3. Appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan is present for today’s hearing.

4. In the light of above, the Commission observes that the sought information enumerated in
RTI application is not specific. Appellant can only ask for specific information under RTI
Act, 2005. However, appellant may mention what exact information as defined under
Section 2(f) read with section 2(i) & 2(j) of the RTI Act, which will be provided.

Therefore, the respondent authority is justified in denying the information sought,

hence the case is Disposed of accordingly.

5. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)
Dated: 28.09.2020 State Information Commissioner



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
RedCrossBuilding, Near RoseGarden,

Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan (9872220039)

House no. 78/8, Park Road,

Navi Mandi, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o DGP, Punjab,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority
O/o DGP, Punjab,
Chandigarh Respondent
Appeal Case No.: 1591 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

Present: Appellant: Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan
Respondent: ASI Parshotam kumar 9417131510
ORDER

1. The Appellant/ Complainant filed appeal in the Commission dated 18.06.2020. Accordingly,

the case is fixed for today.

2. Respondent, Sh. Parshotam kumar states that he had send a reply to the appellant against

his RTI application. A copy of which is attached below:-

iy =B A FaT AEGT BT e Aver 3 fa oy 2 2w uEs ot
13 IR TS, 7 & »m3 & nireh . wiae &t urar 2(f) muts g=9 &at §© a5 few aam wiats
3=% feags [f9 Quasau ges/eme=a & wath a3 A7 Fae s, far <t ygrg o
ursT © €39 &9t 3 A7 rae

3. Appellant, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan is present for today’s hearing.

4. In the light of above, the Commission observes that the sought information enumerated in
RTI application is not specific. Appellant can only ask for specific information under RTI
Act, 2005. However, appellant may mention what exact information as defined under
Section 2(f) read with section 2(i) & 2(j) of the RTI Act, which will be provided.

Therefore, the respondent authority is justified in denying the information sought,

hence the case is Disposed of accordingly.

5. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)
Dated: 28.09.2020 State Information Commissioner



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
RedCrossBuilding, Near RoseGarden,

Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

S/o Sh. Vijay Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan-126,Model Gram,

Ludhiana-141002 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority
O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana Respondent
Appeal Case No.: 1596 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

Present: Appellant: Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of Sh. Rohit Sabharwal
Respondent: Sh. Ramesh Kumar (ASI) 9915603000
ORDER

1. The Appellant/ Complainant filed appeal in the Commission dated 18.06.2020. Accordingly,

the case is fixed for today.

2. Respondent , Sh. Ramesh Kumar states that the sought information has been supplied to

the appellant.

3. Appellant’s representative, Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur contended that there has been neglect of

duty and delay in providing the information by the respondent authority.

4. As the information stands supplied, no cause of action is required in this case. Hence, the
instant appeal case is disposed & closed.
However, there is delay in responding to the RTI application and therefore, the

PIO is hereby issued a warning for future to be careful and not to contravene the provisions
of RTI Act, 2005 u/s 7(1).

5. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)
Dated: 28.09.2020 State Information Commissioner



PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
RedCrossBuilding, Near RoseGarden,

Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

S/o Sh. Vijay Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan-126,Model Gram,

Ludhiana-141002 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Astt. Inspector General of Police/crime

Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority
O/o DGP, Punjab, Chandigarh Respondent
Appeal Case No.: 1570 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

Present: Appellant: Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of Sh. Rohit Sabharwal
Respondent: Insp. Hardeep Singh(9872658309)
ORDER

1. The Appellant/ Complainant filed appeal in the Commission dated 17.06.2020. Accordingly,
the case is fixed for today.

2. Respondent, Sh. Hardeep Singh is present for today’s hearing. A copy of written submission

from the respondent authority is attached below:

2. et B wauAz S 0x.02.2020 TGt F pgsT Helt ot <, ER €e39 €
foaras o Qudau =t I »i3 e ot mest © AEU Ueg 9w ¥ Qu-Ju fifend/giset
&% 31 fen &S et ot gust, HYaT © »iftdrg mMde-2005 B a9 61 (iii) m3 FGI

ASIS it gefest 899 10/2/2008-mg. 2t ST 12.06.2008 »Us 7ad Yo 23

HaTt It HYs ©F AEU fEx 3 Tu Worel.6a s Jer 9 3T yIE § AfU3 wusr gEer J W
8T FEU=E Wit .GH 3 niiuE Uus I dJ-dud IY I »UFE IIX ATsT YUF AT AT

31 yIEl ufsr fegwar € Utnirel.Ga & 59t faFEle www.punjabpoliceindia.gov.in =
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q)
o

AT I ‘

3. Appellant’s representative, Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur contended that no information/reply has
been received so far from the respondent authority.

4. Commission’s Observation in present case according to RTI Act 2005:-

If appellant makes an application to a public authority for information, a part of which is
available with that public authority and the rest of the information is scattered with more than
one other public authorities, in such a case, the PIO of the public authority receiving the
application should give information relating to it and advise the applicant to make separate
applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them. If no part
of the information sought, is available with it but is scattered with more than one other
public authorities, the PIO should inform the applicant that information is not available
with the public authority and that the applicant should make separate applications to the
concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them. However, if the details of
public authorities who may have the information sought by the applicant are available with the
PIO, such details may also be provided to the applicant.
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Appeal Case No.: 1570 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

5. After the Commission has carefully considered the submissions of the parties, it is transpired
that the RTI application has been suitably replied and the information has been supplied to
the best extent. Accordingly, the instant appeal case is disposed & closed along with the

directions to respondent authority to send a copy of reply to the appellant as had submitted
in the commission.

6. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)
Dated: 28.09.2020 State Information Commissioner
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PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
RedCrossBuilding, Near RoseGarden,

Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

S/o Sh. Vijay Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan-126,Model Gram,

Ludhiana-141002 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Astt. Inspector General of Police/crime

Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority
O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana Respondent
Appeal Case No.: 1575 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

Present: Appellant: Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of Sh. Rohit Sabharwal
Respondent: Insp. Hardeep Singh(9872658309)
ORDER

1. The Appellant/ Complainant filed appeal in the Commission dated 17.06.2020. Accordingly,
the case is fixed for today.
2. Respondent, Sh. Hardeep Singh is present for today’s hearing. A copy of written submission

from the respondent authority is attached below:

2. et €% wouAEs MR 05.02.2020 widt F gIsT Helt arEt <, fER ¥ezy €
foxgs e Qudau &3t I i3 TN aret Hus © mEU Uvy IW ¥ u-du fHfeni/giaet
&% 1 fen € et ot gust, gY@ offudrg »ide-2005 T w9 ol (i) A3 FII

A ot gerfest 899 10/2/2008-mm3.2T. e, ST 12.06.2008 »Urs vag yog 25
Hett ot HusT ©F FEU fEx 3 o Woret.Ga s der 9 I Y9 § Afu3 gusr gEer J H
87 AU WinE.8H 3 »uE Jus 3 2uI-TuJ 3T I »uSE JIX ASS” YUS JI AT

J1 yoEt ufsr fegrar € Ut.»el.Ga €1 59t @8R E2 www.punjabpoliceindia.gov.in 3 &%
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3. Appellant’s representative, Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur contended that no information/reply has
been received so far from the respondent authority.

4. Commission’s Observation in present case according to RTI Act 2005:-

If appellant makes an application to a public authority for information, a part of which is
available with that public authority and the rest of the information is scattered with more than
one other public authorities, in such a case, the PIO of the public authority receiving the
application should give information relating to it and advise the applicant to make separate
applications to the concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them. If no part
of the information sought, is available with it but is scattered with more than one other
public authorities, the PIO should inform the applicant that information is not available
with the public authority and that the applicant should make separate applications to the
concerned public authorities for obtaining information from them. However, if the details of
public authorities who may have the information sought by the applicant are available with the
PIO, such details may also be provided to the applicant.
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Appeal Case No.: 1575 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

5. After the Commission has carefully considered the submissions of the parties, it is transpired
that the RTI application has been suitably replied and the information has been supplied to
the best extent. Accordingly, the instant appeal case is disposed & closed along with the
directions to respondent authority to send a copy of reply to the appellant as had submitted
in the commission.

6. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)
Dated: 28.09.2020 State Information Commissioner
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PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION
RedCrossBuilding, Near RoseGarden,

Sector 16, Chandigarh.
Ph: 0172-2864115, Email: - psic25@punjabmail.gov.in
Visit us: - www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

S/o Sh. Vijay Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan-126,Model Gram,

Ludhiana-141002 Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority
O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana Respondent
Appeal Case No.: 1573 of 2020
Cisco Webex Proceedings

Present: Appellant: Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur on behalf of Sh. Rohit Sabharwal
Respondent: Sh. Ramesh Kumar (ASI) 9915603000
ORDER

1. The Appellant/ Complainant filed appeal in the Commission dated 17.06.2020. Accordingly,

the case is fixed for today.

2. Respondent, Sh. Ramesh Kumar states that the sought information has been supplied to the

appellant.

3. Appellant’s representative, Adv. Sukhjinder Kaur acknowledges the receiving of information
except_the information pertaining to total humber of minor children that stood missing or
kidnapped from period 01.01.2010 to 18.04.2019 .

4. After hearing both the parties and going through the case file it is observed that as the
information stands supplied, no cause of action is required in this case. Hence, the instant
appeal case is disposed & closed.

However, the respondent authority is directed to provide only information solicited by the

appellant as mentioned above.

5. Announced in the Court, copy of the order to be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)
Dated: 28.09.2020 State Information Commissioner



