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COMPLAINT CASE NO.  751 OF 2018

Sh. Randhir Singh,
S/o Sh. Surjit Singh, 
R/o Village Gadhram Kalan, 
P.O. Bhaku Majra, Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,
District Ropar.
…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Ropar.
…Respondents
			
PRESENT:	Sh. Randhir Singh, Complainant.
ASI Inderjit Singh on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:

	The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 04.06.2018. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 11.07.2018 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
	Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 11.09.2018 to appear before the Commission.
	The complainant states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent – PIO. 
	ASI Inderjit Singh appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and brought the requisite information today in the Commission. The same is handed over to the complainant. 
	After going through the information, the complainant states that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 
	After perusal of the case file, it reveals that the Respondent has supplied the requisite information to the complainant and he has acknowledged in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Complaint Case is closed and disposed off.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner 


COMPLAINT CASE NO.  752 OF 2018

Sh. Randhir Singh,
S/o Sh. Surjit Singh, 
R/o Village Gadhram Kalan, 
P.O. Bhaku Majra, Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,
District Ropar.
…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Ropar.
…Respondents
			
PRESENT:	Sh. Randhir Singh, Complainant.
ASI Inderjit Singh on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:

	The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 08.06.2018. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 11.07.2018 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
	Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 11.09.2018 to appear before the Commission.
	The complainant states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent – PIO. 
	ASI Inderjit Singh appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and brought the requisite information today in the Commission. The same is handed over to the complainant. 
	After going through the information, the complainant states that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 
	After perusal of the case file, it reveals that the Respondent has supplied the requisite information to the complainant and he has acknowledged in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Complaint Case is closed and disposed off.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner


COMPLAINT CASE NO.  772 OF 2018

Dr. Ravi Jindal,
 112, Bharpur Garden,
Opp. Govt. Ayurvedic College, Patiala.
…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon Office,
Patiala.
 …Respondent

PRESENT:	None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
	Ms. Ritika Grover, APIO –cum- Distt. Programme Manager & 
	Dr. Jaspreet Kaur Dhaliwal, Distt. PNDT Coordinator 
	O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala. 

ORDER:
	The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 16.04.2018. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 17.07.2018 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 
	Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 11.09.2018 to appear before the Commission.
	The complainant has sent an email in the Commission mentioning therein that personal exemption may please be given to him from today’s hearing and incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 
	The Respondent states that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. R.T.I./17/336, dated: 16.05.2018. Copy of the same is taken on record. 
	In the complaint cases, it is to be seen whether the intention of the respondent-PIO is clear or not. In this case the complainant has filed his RTI on 16.04.2018, the first reply was sent to the complainant vide letter dated 16.05.2018. The respondent has given the reply within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act.  The conduct of the respondent is found satisfactory.
	In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) - Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, 				     Cont… Pg2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  772 OF 2018

in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case 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 such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.   
	Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 
	In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.
	If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.
	In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties.
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner



APPEAL CASE NO.  883 OF 2018

Sh. Gagan Deep Singh Janjuja,
Village: Tura, P.O: Kumbh,
Tehsil: Amloh, Distt: Fatehgarh Sahib.
…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar,
Tappa, District Barnala.

First Appellate Authority
O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,
Tappa, District Barnala.
…Respondents

PRESENT:	Sh. Gagan Deep Singh Janjua, Appellant.
	None is present on behalf of the Respondent – PIO.

ORDER:

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 21.08.2018.
	The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent – PIO.
	The Respondent – PIO is absent for today’s hearing.
	After examining the case, it reveals that the Respondent – PIO has already filed an Affidavit in this regard, on the last date of hearing. The original Affidavit is handed over to the appellant, during the hearing, with which he is satisfied. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner



APPEAL CASE NO.  884 OF 2018

Sh. Gagan Deep Singh Janjua,
Village: Tura, P.O: Kumbh,
Tehsil: Amloh, Distt: Fatehgarh Sahib.
…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Tehsildar,
Tappa, District Barnala.

First Appellate Authority
O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,
Tappa, District Barnala.
…Respondents

PRESENT:	Sh. Gagan Deep Singh Janjua, Appellant.
	None is present on behalf of the Respondent – PIO.

ORDER:

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 21.08.2018.
	The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent – PIO.
	The Respondent – PIO is absent for today’s hearing.
	After examining the case, it reveals that the Respondent – PIO has already been filed the Affidavit in this regard, on the last date of hearing. The original Affidavit is handed over to the appellant, during the hearing, with which he is satisfied. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner



APPEAL CASE NO.  2096 OF 2018

Sh. Dilawar Singh & Sh. Sohan Singh
S/o Shri Gurdev Singh,
Village Khurdan, P.O. Chaniyani Khurd,
Tehsil & Police Station Balachaur, 
District S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahar).			…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahar).

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Inspector General of Police,
Ludhiana Range,
Ludhiana. 				                  …Respondents

PRESENT:	Sh. Dilawar Singh, Appellant. 
	HC Amarjit Singh is present on behalf of the Respondent - PIO. 
ORDER:
	The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 14.05.2018. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 29.05.2018 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 20.06.2018.
	Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 11.09.2018 to appear before the Commission.
	The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent – PIO.
	HC Amarjit Singh appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the available information in the official record has already been supplied to the appellant and nothing is left to be supplied. Copy of the same is taken on record. 
	In view of the above, the Respondent – PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant and if there is no information then file an affidavit in this regard, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.
	The case is adjourned for 30.10.2018 at 11:00 AM.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner


APPEAL CASE NO.  2116 OF 2018

Advocate Tejinder Singh,
R/o Village Bholapur, P.O. Ramgarh,
Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.
…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council,
S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahar).

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Director,
Local Government, 
Patiala.
…Respondents

PRESENT:	None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
	Sh. Amardeep Singh, Superintendent is present on behalf of the
	Respondent - PIO. 

ORDER:

	The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 28.01.2018. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 02.05.2018 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 21.06.2018.
	Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 11.09.2018 to appear before the Commission.
	The appellant has sent an email in the Commission mentioning therein that personal exemption may please be given to him from today’s hearing and no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 
	Sh. Amardeep Singh, Superintendent appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the demanded information has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 2533, dated: 04.09.2018 through registered post. Copy of the same is taken on record. 
	The Respondent – PIO is directed to file his written reply in response to the delay in providing the information, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provision of the RTI Act, 2005.
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APPEAL CASE No. 2116 of 2018


	The appellant is advised to point out the deficiencies in the provided information within a week to the Respondent - PIO with a copy to the Commission. The Respondent - PIO is directed to remove the same, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
  	The case is adjourned for 30.10.2018 at 11:00 AM.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner



APPEAL CASE NO.  2121 OF 2018

Sh. Vinod Kumar Walia,
S/o Shri Mohinder Singh,
H. No. 27, Gurdev Nagar, 
Jalandhar. 
…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon,
Civil Hospital,
Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Civil Surgeon,
Civil Hospital,
Jalandhar.
…Respondents

PRESENT:	None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
	Ms. Rashu Mahajan, Food Supply Officer O/o Civil Surgeon,
	Civil Hospital, Jalandhar for the Respondents. 

ORDER:
	The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 06.04.2018. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 09.05.2018 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 21.06.2018.
	Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 11.09.2018 to appear before the Commission.
	The appellant is absent from today’s hearing in the Commission. 
	Ms. Rashu Mahajan, Food Supply Officer appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the RTI application of the appellant dated: 06.04.2018 received in the Respondent’s office on 16.04.2018. She further states that the information sought by the appellant is third party information and a letter was issued on 20.04.2018 to M/s Tarsem Sweet Shop, Sabzi Mandi, Jalandhar who did not give the consent and the same has intimated to the appellant.
	In view of the above, the Respondent – PIO is directed to provide the available information to the appellant and if there is no information then file an affidavit in this regard, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.
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APPEAL CASE No. 2121 OF 2018


	The case is adjourned for 30.10.2018 at 11:00 AM.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner



APPEAL CASE NO. 2172 OF 2018

Sh. Amarnath Sharma,
# 2935/2 A, First Lane,
Malhotra Colony, Roopnagar.	
…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,
Municipal Committee,
Roopnagar.

First Appellate Authority
O/o Deputy Director,
Urban Local Bodies, Ludhiana.
…Respondents

PRESENT:	Sh. Amarnath Sharma, Appellant.
Sh. Ravinder Kumar, J.E. is present on behalf of the PIO. 

ORDER:

	This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 26.07.2018.
	The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent – PIO. 
	Sh. Ravinder Kumar, J.E. appears on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and has brought the outer plan for the perusal of the Commission. 
	After going through the outer plan the appellant is not satisfied.
	After examining the case file, the Respondent – PIO is directed to provide the available information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing. 
	The perusal of the case reveals that respondent has delayed the information about ten months. 
	In view of the above, a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act is issued to the PIO O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Roopnagar, as to why penalty should not be imposed upon him and also why compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19 (8) (b) for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant.
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APPEAL CASE NO.  2172 OF 2018


	The Respondent PIO is directed to file an affidavit in response to the Show Cause Notice and appear personally on the next date fixed, otherwise it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall initiate ex-parte proceeding. A copy of this order be sent to the PIO O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Roopnagar, by registered post.
	The case is adjourned for 30.10.2018 at 11:00 AM.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner




APPEAL CASE NO.  2214 OF 2018

Sh. Dilawar Singh & Sh. Sohan Singh
S/o Shri Gurdev Singh,
Village Khurdan, P.O. Chaniyani Khurd,
Tehsil & Police Station Balachaur, 
District S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahar).			…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahar).

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Ludhiana Range,
Ludhiana. 				                  …Respondents

PRESENT:	Sh. Dilawar Singh, Appellant. 
	ASI Baldev Raj is present on behalf of the Respondent - PIO. 
ORDER:
	The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 01.05.2018. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 05.06.2018 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 03.07.2018.
	Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 11.09.2018 to appear before the Commission.
	The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent – PIO.
	ASI Baldev Raj appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the demanded information (Zimni Order) cannot be provided to the appellant u/s 172 (3) CRPC. The same is conveyed to the appellant vide letter no. 649-5P, dated: 01.06.2018 and again vide letter no. 833-5P, dated: 02.07.2018. Copy of the same is taken on record. 
	In view of the above, the Respondent – PIO is directed to bring the original record pertaining to the RTI application of the appellant, for the perusal of the Commission, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.
	The case is adjourned for 30.10.2018 at 11:00 AM.
	Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 
					Sd/-CHANDIGARH		                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)
11.09.2018			         State Information Commissioner 
