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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh,

r/o House No.- 355, Jassian Road,

G.T. Road Side, Friends Colony,

Ludhiana-141008.






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









Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar (W) o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.







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

        Appeal Case No. 3659 of  2015

Present :
None is present on behalf of the appellant
 

Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar(W)-cum-PIO, the respondent
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 01.08.2016 vide which a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar(W) –cum-PIO, Ludhiana. 
2.
Today, Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar(W)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana  is personally present and has submitted his point-wise reply, which is taken on record. Copy of the same be sent to the appellant alongwith these orders. 

3.
Sh. Harpreet Singh- the appellant is absent. He is advised to file his rejoinder with a copy to the Commission before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 27.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Updesh Singh,

s/o Shri Sunder Singh,

Panchayati Guruduara, Hamayunpur

Railway Road, Sirhind, 

Tehsil and District Fatehgarh Sahib

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Home Affairs and Justice, Punjab

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1151 of 2016

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

(ii) Sh. Paldeep Kumar, Supdt-cum-PIO, Sh. Mandeep Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Hargopal Sidana, on behalf of the respondent 

 ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.07.2016 vide which respondents were  directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.
2.
Sh. Updesh Singh- the complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. 
3.
Sh. Paldeep Kumar, Supdt-cum-PIO is personally present and states that he has brought original files today in the Commission and complainant can inspect the files and obtain the information. 
4.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in its order dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has held that while entertaining 
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a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

5.
It is ascertained that the complainant is in the habit of filling complaints without using the opportunity of first appeal and there is no information related to his personal case, which has been withheld by any of the PIOs. The PIOs of the o/o Department of Home Affairs and Justice & Commandant Gen. Home Guards office have brought original files to the Commission office for inspection of the same by the complainant and moreover whatever copies he asked for have already been furnished. Today again he has been given another opportunity to look into the original files and take any document. His queries are with regard to some more information which is not covered under the RTI Act only the documents available in the file furnished. 
6.
However, respondents have also submitted in writing that complete information has been provided to the complainant and nothing more is available in their record, which can be provided
7.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The complaint case filed by the complainant is therefore disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Darshan Singh Dhaliwal, 1732/6,

Mohalla Sujauriya,

Jagraon - 142026
….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o DGP Punjab Police Headquarters

Sector -9, Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 1052 of 2016

Present :
 (i) Sh. S.P.Singh, Advocate on behalf of the appellant



(ii) Sh. Hari Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent

 ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.07.2016 vide which respondent was directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the applicant, should be made good before the next date of hearing.

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. S.P.Singh to appear on his behalf. Sh. Hari Singh, Supdt.-cum- APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has filed his reply which is as follows:-
"jtkb/ nXhB j[ewK dh gkbDk ftZu nkg tZb'A T[mkJ/ rJ/ B[efsnK pko/ ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe nkg tZb'A nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN sfjs fe;/ fe;w dh ;{uBk dh wzr Bjh ehsh ik ojh, e/tb ekotkJh eoB d/ j[ew ikoh eoB pko/ fbfynk ik fojk j? I' fe nkoHNhHnkJhH n?eN dh Xkok 2(f)  nXhB eto Bjh j[zdh j?. fJ; s'A fJbktk fJj th ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe  i/eo nkg B{z w[jZJhnk eotkJh rJh gVskb fog'oN ftZu ekB{zBh T[DskJh j? sK T[j fJ; pko/ ;woZE nfXekoh B{z p/Bsh eo ;edk j? ih.@
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3.
I have gone through the reply of the Respondent and agree with the same. Since, the information stands provided, 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 : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No. 82, District courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Housing and Urban Development,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Secretary Housing and Urban Development,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1845 of 2016

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



(ii) Sh. Mohinder Singh Sood, PIO, the respondent 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.07.2016 vide which a compensation of Rs. 1000/- was awarded to the appellant.

2.
Sh. Mohinder Singh Sood, PIO is appearing and states that the compensation amounting to Rs. 1000/- has been paid to the appellant and the information has also been provided to him as per orders dated 27.07.2016. 
3.
During the last hearing Principal Secretary, Housing and Urban Development was directed to ensure that the post of PIO in his office should not have been/or be kept vacant for such a long time. The perusal of the file shows that the Principal Secretary, Housing and Urban Development has sent a letter dated 17.08.2016 which shows that they have complied with the directions of the commission and also with regard to the First Appellate Authority.  
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4.
Today, Appellant is absent. He has sent a mail wherein he has requested for the withdrawal of the appeal.   Accordingly, appeal  is disposed of as withdrawn. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO 13-14, Sector 17-B, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, 
Chandigarh 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1696 of 2016

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

(ii) Sh. Ujjagar Singh, Supdt, Sh. Navdeep Singh ETI and Sh. Mohinder Singh, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.07.2016 vide which appellant was again directed to point out deficiency in the information provided by the respondent.
2.
 The Respondents submitted that they have furnished the entire information as per his availability in their office record.  

3.
Today, Appellant is absent. He has sent a mail wherein he has requested for the withdrawal of the appeal.   Accordingly, appeal  is disposed of as withdrawn. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Col. RPS Brar, Rana's Home,

1 Stadium Road, Patiala - 147001 
….. Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation
Patiala

First Appellate Authority

o/o Municipal Corporation 

Patiala

…..Respondent

Appeal Case no. 2420/2016
Present :
(i) Col. RPS Brar, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Naresh Kumar, APIO(ATP), Sh. Tarsem Kumar, Building Inspector on behalf of the respondent 
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 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 20.07.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Respondent states that the information has already been sent to the appellant. Appellant states that he has not received complete information. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiency in writing in the information provided by the Respondent within 2-3 days. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.
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3.
Adjourned to 27.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
  Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Col. RPS Brar, Rana's Home,

1 Stadium Road, Patiala - 147001 
….. Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation

Patiala

First Appellate Authority

o/o Municipal Corporation 

Patiala

…..Respondent

Appeal Case no. 2419/2016

Present :
(i) Col. RPS Brar, the appellant

(ii) Sh. Naresh Kumar, APIO(ATP), on behalf of the respondent 
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 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 22.07.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Respondent states that the information has already been sent to the appellant. Appellant states that he has not received complete information. Appellant is advised to point out the deficiency in writing in the information provided by the Respondent within 2-3 days. Respondent is directed to ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.
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3.
Adjourned to 27.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
  Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashok Kumar Watts,
House No. B-V-1534, Street No. 1,

Lajpat Nagar, Abohar, Tehsil Abohar

Distt. Fazilka (Punjab) - 152116
….. Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Joint Director Admn, Vigilance Bureau,
SCO: 60-61, Sector 17D, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Joint Director Admn, Vigilance Bureau,

SCO: 60-61, Sector 17D, Chandigarh

…..Respondent

Appeal Case no. 2337 of 2016
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant
(ii) Sh. Krishan Lal, Supdt., Sh. Parminder Kumar, Senior constable and Sh. Anil Rattan, Constable- 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 07.06.2016 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 12.07.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Respondent states that complete information has been sent to the appellant through registered post. Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him. Even the notice of hearing dated 03.08.2016 sent to him has not been returned undelivered which makes it clear that the same has been duly received by him. 
Contd…P-2

-2-

AC:2337/2016

3.
Moreover, I have gone through the documents on record and observed that the information stands provided to the appellant by the respondent. 
4.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is required, the appeal is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Neeraj Sharma, House No. 452A,
Sector 61, Chandigarh
….. Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o SSP, Mohali
First Appellate Authority

O/o SSP, Mohali

…..Respondent

Appeal Case no. 2120/2016
Present :
(i) Sh. Neeraj Sharma, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Parveen Kumar, HC and Sh. Jaskaran Singh, CT on behalf of the respondent 
 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 18.04.2016 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 23.06.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.

Respondent states that the information demanded by the information seeker is not available in their record, however, appellant may inspect the record on any working day. 

3.

Today, both the parties mutually agreed that the applicant shall visit the office of respondent on any working day with prior appointment, inspect the relevant records, identify the documents copies whereof are required by him; and the respondent shall provided copies thereof, according to his RTI application dated 19.02.2016, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
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4.

On the assurance of the respondent, the appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. However, as per the information furnished by the police post PGI that they informed Head Constable Sh. Ram Singh who was reportedly  on duty in police post Mataur. The authorities will find as to whether he was posted on that particular date in that police post , they will also see as to whether he did his job in case he was posted there. In case he was posted and did not do his job the authorities are directed to take disciplinary action against him under the PPR. 


Sd/-
Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjay Sehgal,
SCO : 88, New Rajinder Nagar Market,

Tehsil Road, Jalandhar City.
….. Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o DIG (Crime) Punjab
Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

o/o IGP, Crime Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…..Respondent

Appeal Case no. 2407/2016
Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Krishan Avtar, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent 
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 28.03.2016 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 18.07.2016 and accordingly, a notice of heari
ng was issued to the parties for today.
2.
Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing.

3.       Sh. Krishan Avtar, Sr. Assistant is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has sought some more time to provide complete information to the appellant. The perusal of the file shows that the appellant has filed his RTI on 10.02.2016 but no proper reply in this case has been furnished by the respondents till now. They have to give a specific 
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reply on each point as to whether the information with the Police Headquarters is available or not. This is a fit case for taking serious view and also taking action under the penalty provisions of the RTI Act. 
4.
It is observed that the respondents are being represented by very low level officials who are not in a position to satisfy the Commission and the appellant.  From the next date of hearing, no person less than PIO or APIO will be allowed to appear.  Appearance of low level officials will amount to disrespect to the RTI Act besides invoking the provisions of imposition of penalty and also award of compensation to the appellant and also recommendation of disciplinary action against PIO under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005.

5.
Sh. Jaskaran Singh, PIO may note that last opportunity is given to him to send point-wise reply to the appellant with copy to the Commission for perusal before the next date of hearing. 
6.
Adjourned to 27.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-

Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
Through registered post

CC: Sh. Jaskaran Singh, PIO, O/o DIG Crime, Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,
Office Anti Corruption Front (Regd.),

Samrala, Ludhiana

9464363290
….. Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary Home Affairs and Justice
Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 

…..Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1351/2016
Present :
(i) Sh. Darshan Singh Kang, the complainant 
(ii) Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Supdt., Sh. Mukesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Amit, ADA-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

Shri Darshan Singh Kang vide an RTI application dated 15.02.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o  Principal Secretary Home Affairs and Justice sought information.

2.
Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Darshan Singh filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 05.07.2016 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued for today.

3.
Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent states that complete information has been sent to him.
4.
During deliberations it has come to the surface that the complainant in this case has asked for information from the PIO and thereafter from First Appellate Authority as to whether Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Principal against whom the complainant has filed a Civil suit in person i.e. by name and not as Principal of the school can be defended by a Government Pleader or not.
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5.
The respondents from the Prosecution and Litigation department submitted that the office of DPI while asking for sanction of the prosecution department for defence in this case has mentioned "Respondents" and did not clarify as to who are the Respondents alongwith Smt. Jasbir Kaur, if any. They need to look into their record and find out as to whether the word Respondents included the Smt. Jasbir Kaur also or the defence sanction was given for the rest of the Respondents. Accordingly they will pass necessary speaking order as to whether the Government pleader in this case for Smt. Jasbir Kaur can be made available by department of prosecution or not. A copy of the order will be sent to the complainant with a copy to the commission. In case the said order is not passed, the case will be reopened. 
6.
However, the attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in its order dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

7.
With these observations, the complaint case filed by the Complainant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.                                



Sd/-
Dated : 31.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
