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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ram Partap Singh, Advocate
Chamber No. 101, Lawyer Chamber,

Court Complex, Bathinda

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal DAV College
Bibiwala Road, Bathinda


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 532 of 2016
Present: 
(i)  None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. B.K.Sharma, Supdt, on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.
2.
Sh. B.K.Sharma, Supdt. is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that complete information has been sent to the Complainant on 18.05.2016 through registered post. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing. Respondent further states that no deficiency has been pointed out in the information provided to the Complainant so far. It is presumed that the complainant is satisfied with the information provided. 
3.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The complaint filed by the Complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Org.,

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.






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








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

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

Punjab, Chandigarh


FAA-Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab, Chandigarh.




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

Appeal Case No. 1133 of  2015

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jasdev Singh, APIO the respondent.

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 12.05.2016.
2.
Appellant is absent for fourth consecutive time. Respondents have furnished a formal reply with a speaking response to the Commission. Respondent states that the copy of the same has been sent by Registered Post to the appellant. Appellant is advised to go through the same and point out deficiency, if any. However, it will be the last opportunity for the appellant as there has been lot of correspondence and necessary reply have been got furnished under the RTI regime.

3.
Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur, 

s/o S. Budh Singh, 

681, PSEB Residence Complex, 

Sector 68, Mohali 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali

First Appellate Authority

O/o Vice Chairman, 

Punjab School Education  Board,

Mohali  

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1097 of 2016

Present :
(i) Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur, the appellant 



(ii) Sh. Varinder Madan, Assistant Secretary (RTI) , the respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.
2.
Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur- the appellant states that she is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondent pertaining to point nos. 2 to 5. Sh. Varinder Madan who is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the information pertaining to point nos. 2 to 5 cannot be provided as the matter is under consideration. Respondent is directed to provide complete information pertaining to point nos. 2 to 5 to the appellant  as soon as the matter is finalized. No more information can be provided as of now.
3.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016



    
             ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar Singla

H.No.195/2, Sector 45-A,

Chandigarh.







      -------------Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  Inspector  General of Police, Zonal-1,

Opposite Circuit House, Badi Baradari, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority

o/o  Inspector  General of Police, Zonal-1,

Opposite Circuit House, Badi Baradari, Patiala.


                -------------Respondents

Appeal Case No. 205  of 2016

Present:-
Shri Krishan Kumar Singla appellant in person.
Smt Harwant Kaur, DSP, Sh. Madhwanand, SI, Sh. Pal Singh, ASI and Sh. Ramesh Kumar, ASI, the respondents

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.

2.
Smt. Harwant Kaur, DSP is appearing on behalf of Respondent and states that complete information has already been sent to the appellant. Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. Respondent further states that he has brought original file today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to send copy of complete original file to the appellant through registered post under intimation to the Commission, to which appellant has no objection. 
3.
On the assurance of the respondent, the appeal is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur, 

d/o S. Budh Singh, 

681, PSEB Residence Complex, 

Sector 68, Mohali 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali

First Appellate Authority

O/o Vice Chairman, 

Punjab School Education  Board,

Mohali  

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1096 of 2016

Present:
(i) Ms. Sukhwinder Kaur, the appellant 



(ii) Sh. Varinder Madan, Assistant Secretary (RTI) , the respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.
2.
Respondent states that complete information, as exists, in their record has already been sent to the appellant. Appellant states that she is not satisfied with the information provided. It is observed that appellant has raised some queries in her RTI for which no information can be supplied, as the information which only exists in the record can be supplied, and the queries are not to be replied. 
3.
I have gone through the documents on record and pleadings of the parties.  It has been observed that the information stands provided to the appellant by the respondent. However, for the satisfaction of the appellant, respondent is directed to give in writing that complete information has been furnished to the appellant and nothing has kept which can be furnished to him with a copy to the commission.

3.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Krishan Kumar Singla
H.No. 195/2, Sector 45A,

Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o the Director Bureau of Investigation, Punjab
Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Director Bureau of Investigation, Punjab

Chandigarh

The PIO, O/o Inspector General of Police, Zonal-I, Patiala 

The PIO, o/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 206 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Krishan Kumar Singla appellant in person.
Smt Harwant Kaur, DSP, Sh. Madhwanand, SI, Sh. Pal Singh, ASI and Sh. Ramesh Kumar, ASI, the respondents

ORDER

Sh. Krishan Kumar Singla- the appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

2.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016



             
               ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gian Chand Goyal,

International Human Rights Association, 

Punjab, New Market Jaiton, Faridkot



--------Appellant 
                                                            
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o BDPO, Phool

Distt. Bathinda

First Appellate Authority

O/o DDPO Mini Secretariat,

Bathinda 







------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1081 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Gian Chand Goel, appellant in person.

Ms. Harjinder Kaur, Supdt., Phool on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.10.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, which was received in the Commission on 09.03.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.05.2016.
2.
On 17.05.2016, Sh. Gian Chand Goyal- the appellant stated that no information had been given to him. Ms. Harjinder Kaur, Supdt. appeared and stated that the appellant had not furnished his identity proof, so the information could not be furnished to him.

3.
Today, again representative of the respondent states that she has not received identity proof from the appellant. Appellant states that he has sent his proof through mail. It is found that neither the representative of the respondent has brought copy of mail sent by the appellant nor copy of information alognwith her in the Commission office, which appears that departmental officials are not properly sensitized and trained to discharge their functions under the RTI Act 2005.
4.
I have gone through the documents on record and find that the stand taken by the Respondents is without merit. Therefore, I direct the respondent to provide complete information to the appellant, free of cost, before the next date of hearing. 
Contd…p-2

-2-
5.
In this case, application for information was filed on 07.09.2015 but after a  lapse of more than nine months, no  information has been given to the appellant so far. It is, thus apparent from the response of the respondent-PIO that there has been delay in providing the information. Appellant had also suffered financial loss in getting the information. There are systemic deficiencies in the manner of receiving and disposing of applications. The department still does not appear to be properly tuned to the performance of its obligations enshrined under the RTI Act. 

6.
I am of the view that ends of justice would be met by awarding a sum of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One Thousand only) by way of compensation to the Appellant. This amount shall be payable from the State Exchequer before the next date of hearing. However, Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications. 
7.
To come up on 26.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nazar Singh, s/o Shri Joginder Singh

Village Gobindgarh, Post Office Jugiana,

District Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant           




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana
Public Information Officer

O/o BDPO, Ludhiana -1,

Ludhiana

                                                                                                                 -------Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 969 of 2016
Present :
(i) Sh. Nazar Singh, the appellant



(ii) Sh. Harmandeep Singh, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 , Sh. Hardeep Singh, VDO-cum

-APIO the respondents.  

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.
2.
During the last hearing, PIO, BDPO, Ludhiana-2 appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that the remaining information is to be  provided by the PIO, O/o BDPO, Ludhiana 1, therefore, PIO, O/o BDPO, Ludhiana 1 was impleaded as respondent no. 2. Today, Sh. Hardeep Singh, VDO is appearing on behalf of the respondent no. 2 and has submitted in writing that the record pertains to the year 1975 and being too old is not available in the office and it cannot be provided. 
3.
Since, the record is very old, the appeal filed by the appellant is, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdev Singh, S/o Shri Gurnam Singh

VPO Basti Amritsariyan, Ward No. 13,

Tehsil Dasuya, District Hoshiarpur 











……………..Complainant

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o Home Affairs and Justice

Chandigarh 








     

         ..………....Respondents

Complaint Case No. 528 of 2016

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

(ii) Sh. Rajnish Kumar, S.I. Sh. Ajit Singh, ASI, Sh. Anil Rattan, Smt. Amarjit Kaur on behalf of the respondents 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.
2.
Respondent states that complete information has already been sent to the complainant through registered post. Complainant is absent for fourth consecutive time. Respondent further states that no deficiency has been pointed out by the complainant so far.  Since nothing to the contrary has been heard from the complainant, seemingly, he is satisfied with the information provided.
3.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh,

r/o House No.839, Phase-4,

Mohali.









……Appellant
Versus

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA- o/o the Director General of Police, Punjab,

Chandigarh.










…… Respondents
Appeal Case No.818 of 2016

Present :
(i) Sh. Rajinder Singh, the appellant



(ii) Sh. Hari Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.
2.
Sh. Hari Singh, Supdt. is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that the appellant has demanded information on five points. He further states that complete point-wise information has already been sent to the appellant. Copy of the same is taken on record. 
3.
Respondent has submitted that the information pertaining to point no. 1 and 2 sought by the Appellant is third party information and also personnel information as contemplated under Section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act.  As per case decided on 03.10.2012 by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (civil no. 27734 of 2012) titled “Girish Ram Chandra Deshpande vs. CIC, New Delhi and others”, which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, the PIO is not bound to give such information. Information pertaining to point nos. 3 to 5, has been sent to the appellant.
4.
It is observed that the appellant has not demanded any specific information. The appellant is advised to be more specific and seek the requisite information from the concerned Respondent – PIOs, in future.
5.
Since, the information has been provided, no cause of action is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        



   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarlok Singh Sandhu,

House No. 648/76, Adarsh Colony,

Beside Thapar College, Patiala - 147001



--------Complainant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Kashi University

Talwandi Saboo.                                                                                      -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 548 of 2016

Present:-
Shri Tarlok Singh Sandhu complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.05.2016.
2.
Respondent is absent. He has sent a letter that he is unable to attend the hearing. The respondent is not present even on the last date of hearing. The Complainant is not satisfied with the response given to him by the University which has perused during the hearing. The Complainant will make a formal reference to the authorities while pointing out the deficiencies in that response. The authorities will provide a specific reply before the next date of hearing.  Respondent-PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing failing which action under RTI Act 2005 will be initiated. They may also explain as to when these rules were made and came into effect i.e. before the absence of the complainant or thereafter as no rules can come into force retrospectively until and unless a provision is made to this effect that the rules will be applicable w.e.f. any retrospective date. They will give clear answer to this query as well.
3.
Adjourned to 25.07.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 29.06.2016




         ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
