STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kanwar Singh, S/o Sh. Roopchand,

r/o House No. 185,- B-Block,

Near Bhawani Mata Mandir,

Khuda-Ali, Sher, Chandigarh- 160 011

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP, Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP, Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 80 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. Kanwar Singh, the Appellant
(ii) Smt. Rajinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
13.09.2012
PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
26.12.2012
Information sought 

:
Seeks information regarding any order/circulations of pensioners. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 13.09.2012, but after the lapse of four months no information has been provided to him.  Smt. Rajinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has been sent to the Appellant by registered post and she has brought another copy of the same today in the Commission.  Appellant has received the information and 
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states that he is satisfied with the information provided.  Respondent is warned to be careful while dealing with the RTI applications in future.  

Decision:


In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent tot eh parties.   









Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kanwar Singh, S/o Sh. Roopchand,

r/o House No. 185,- B-Block,

Near Bhawani Mata Mandir,

Khuda-Ali, Sher, Chandigarh- 160 011

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP, Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP, Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 79 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. Kanwar Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Jagjeet Singh, Constable O/o Sr. Suptd. of Police, Bathinda on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
05.09.2012
PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
26.12.2012

Information sought 

:
Seeks information regarding any order/circulations of pensioners. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 05.09.2012 to the PIO O/o DGP, Punjab and PIO O/o DGP, Pb has transferred his application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 to the Sr. Superintendent of Police, Bathinda vide their letter dated 06.09.2012, as this information is to be provided by the PIO O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police, Bathinda.  Sh. Jagjeet Singh, Constable appearing on behalf of 
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the Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.
Decision:


In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent tot eh parties.   









Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Mohala Khatikan,

Fazilka - 152123

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

CC No 3043 of 2012

Alongwith

CC No. 3044 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Amarnath, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Satish Kumar, AME on behalf of  the Respondents

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, he has sent the information by post as pointed out by the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has not received any information by post.  Another copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the information and is satisfied.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st  January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Mohala Khatikan,

Fazilka - 152123

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Nagar Council,

Fazilka.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3046 of  2012

Present
(i) Sh. Amarnath, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, EO, on behalf of the Respondents

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, he has brought the information pertaining to point no. 1 to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the same and is satisfied.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  
 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Mohala Khatikan,

Fazilka - 152123

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Nagar Council,

Fazilka

…………………………..Respondent

CC No 3045 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Amarnath, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, E.O, on behalf of the Respondents

ORDER


Heard

2.
 In the last hearing, Respondent was directed to provide the certified copy of the demand register to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  In today’s hearing, Complainant states that he has received the copy of the demand register and is satisfied
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, Gen. Secy.,

Universal Human Rights Org.,

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsul Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana - 142035

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP, Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP, Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 42 of 2013

Present
( i) Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Parshotam Kumar, Head Constable on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
18.09.2012

PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
18.12.2012

Information sought 

:
Seeks information regarding certified copies of the qualification of the constable pertaining to the year 2001 to 2012.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 18.09.2012, but after the lapse of four months incomplete information has been provided to him.  Sh. Parshotam Kumar, Head Constable appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has provided the certified  copies of the standing orders no. 3/2005 and 2/2006 in 
Contd…P-2
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response to the appointment of constables to the Appellant and remaining information will be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.  Respondent is directed to provide the remaining information pertaining to the year 2001 to 2004 to the Appellant, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
Decision:


Adjourned to 05.03.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  









Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Udham Singh

Tehsildar (Retd.), 143, Block  No. 9, 

Mohali Employees Society,

Sector 68, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner 

Revenue & Rehabilitation, Punjab,

Mini Sectt. Sector 9,

Chandigarh

Public Information Officer,

-cum-Under Secretary,

Vigilance Department, Branch-4,

Mini Sectt., Sector:9, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3123 of  2012

Present:
(i) Sh. Udham Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Bachna Ram, Sr. Assistant O/o Vigilance Deptt. On behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

2.
During the hearing dated 29.11.2012, Complainant stated that he has received the information except point no.3. Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Suptd., O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue and Rehabilitation, Punjab appeared on 29.11.2012 and stated that the information regarding point no. 3 is to be provided by the Vigilance department, Punjab. Therefore, Vigilance department, Punjab was impleaded as Respondent no. 2.  In the hearing dated 08.01.2013, both the parties were absent and last opportunity was given to the PIO O/o Vigilance Department, Branch-4 to provide the information to the Complainant. 
3.
In today’s hearing, Sh. Bachna  Ram, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the PIO O/o Vigilance Department, Brnach-4 again states that this information is  to be provided by the FCR, Pb.  The perusal of the file shows that PIO O/o Vigilance department, Pb intentionally not providing the information to the Complainant for point no. 3.  
Contd….P-2
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4.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Davinder Pal Singh, Under-Secretary-cum-PIO O/o Vigilance Department, Pb is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

5.
Sh. Davinder Pal Singh, Under-Secretary-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Davinder Pal Singh, Under-Secretary-cum-PIO is also directed to supply the information pertaining to point no. 3 to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

6.
Adjourned to 05.03.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.









Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st January, 2013

CC:
Sh. Davinder Pal Singh, Under Secy.,-cum-Pubic Information Officer, Branch-4, Mini Sectt., Sector:9, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chd.Road,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Bodies, Punjab Govt.,

Chandigarh.

Public Inforamtion Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2528 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Tejinder Singh, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Vijay Kumar, Inspector alongwith Sh. Shashi Kumar, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard
2.
The perusal of the file shows that the Complainant filed RTI Application with the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab on 27.07.2012. The application of the Complainant was transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana vide Memo. no. 3181 dated 14.08.2012.  Complainant states that no information has been given to him so far. Sh. Vijay Kumar, Inspector alongwith Sh. Shashi Kumar, Jr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent without any authority letter and they are not aware about the facts of the case, which shows that PIO has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.

3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Ajay Sood, PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,  Zone-D, Ludhiana is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

Contd…P-2
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(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Sh. Ajay Sood, PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,  Zone-D, Ludhiana is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Ajay Sood, PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,  Zone-D, Ludhiana is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 05.03.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st   January, 2013

CC:     Sh. Ajay Sood, PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,  Zone-D,  

Ludhiana 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal,

339, Choti Baradari Part-I,

Near Medical College,

Jalandhar City

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 806 of 2012

Present
( i) None is present on behalf of the Respondent



(ii) Sh. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing held on 03.01.2013, Appellant stated that he was not satisfied with the reply of the Respondent pertaining to point no. 3 i.e. “Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, Jalandhar has not sent his property returns to their office, therefore , Respondent was directed to file an affidavit to point no. 3.

3.
Today, Sh. Gursewak Singh, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent and has filed an affidavit pertaining to point no.3, which is taken on record. Appellant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Copy of the affidavit as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Appellant alongwith the order
4.     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: 31st January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khatikan, Fazilka:152123.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Ferozepur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2285 of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. Amar Nath, the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, EO, Fazilka , the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.

During the hearing held on 03.01.2013, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is, hereby, dropped.
3.
  Complainant is advised that he should visit the office of the Respondent and inspect the record and obtain the information regarding his deficiencies pointed out today in the Commission.  Respondent is directed to provide the copies of the documents as identified by the Complainant.  

4.
 Adjourned to 05.03.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  









Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st   January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Pardeep Dutta,

S/o Dr. P.K.Dutta

r/o A-2, Kailash Colony, 

New Delhi - 110048

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Sectt., Patiala 

First Appellate Authority 

Deputy Commissioner, Patiala  
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1524 of 2012

Present
( i) Sh. Pardeep Dutta the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he has received the inforamtion in CC: 2212 of 2012, which is reserved in the court of Hon’ble Sh. Surinder Awasthy, SIC.  He only wants the reply of  his letter dated 28.01.2013, which is handed over to Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Clerk today in the Commission. Respondent is directed to provide the reply of above said letter to the Appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.

3.
   Adjourned to 05.03.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation and compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  









Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st   January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajiv Lohatbaddi, Advocate 

S/o Late Sh. Baru Ram, Chamber No. 592,

Distt. And Session Court, Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue

Punjab, Chandigarh 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2912 of  2012

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



(ii) Smt. Santosh Rani, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing held on 08.01.2013, Respondent was directed to ensure that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Complainant should be made good before the next date of hearing. Complainant is absent for the third consecutive time. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. Smt. Santosh Rani, Sr. Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the complete information has been sent to the Complainant regarding the deficiencies pointed out. 
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: 31st   January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj,

House No. 244-C, New Mata Gujri Enclave,

Mundi Kharar, Kharar, Distt. Mohali

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation , Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/ S.E. Water Supply and Sanitation,

Sangrur
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 22 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Prem Parksahs Bhardwaj, the Appellant


  (ii) Sh. Jiwan Singh, SDE on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
01.10.2012

PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
12.12.2012

Information sought 

:
Seeks information regarding Sh. Subhash Chander, Pump Operator
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Appellant. Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Appellant and Appellant has pointed out the deficiencies to the Respondent in the information provided. Mr. Rakesh Kumar Sharma, XEN is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.  He is also directed to  ensure that the deficiencies in the information are made good before the next date of hearing.

Cotnd…P-2
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Decision:

   Adjourned to 05.03.2013 (11.00AM) for confirmation and compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  








Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st  January, 2013

CC: Mr. Rakesh Kumar Sharma, XEN, O/o Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation, Sangrur

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Suraj Bhan Taneja,

c/o Shri Kundan Lal,

R/o Near Ranjan Clinic, Batta Colony,

Fatehabad (Haryana)

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

FAA Director Technical Education &

Industrial Training Punjab

Sector 36, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 324` of 2012

Present
(i) Sh. K.K.Sharma, on behalf of the Appellant

                        (ii) Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-SPIO, Sh. Amrik Singh, Assistant Director-cum-APIO, Smt. Indra Singla, Suptd. and Sh. Lovekesh Kumar, J.A. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
As directed by the Commission, Respondent has brought all the original record regarding the information demanded by the Appellant. Sh.K.K.Sharma, Advocate (representative of the Appellant) has gone through the record and obtains the documents. Appellant is satisfied with the information provided by the Respondent.
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: 31st  January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Manjinder Singh,

# 800, Sector 16A (Top Floor),

Chandigarh

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP, Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 214 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Manjinder Singh, the Complainant


  (ii) Sh. Satinder Pal, S.P. Security, Pb on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

RTI application filed on 
:
23.11.2012
PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
26.12.2012
Information sought 

:
Seeks information regarding security cover of the MLA’s in Punjab.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 23.11.2012, to the PIO, O/o DGP, Pb regarding security cover of the MLA’s in Punjab but Respondent has informed me vide their letter dated 06.12.2012, that as per Punjab Govt., Notification No. 2/27/05-IAR/191, dated 23.02.2006(copy enclosed), the Security Wing of Punjab Police has been brought out of the purview of the provisions of Right to Information Act 2005.  Hence, it is regretted that the information required by can not be supplied to you.  
Contd….P-2
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Complainant further states that the same information was asked by Sh. Azam Shah Singh S/o Sh. Tejinder Singh, R/o H.No. 172, Moti Bagh, Near Guru Nanak Dev University, Chokka Road Ladowali, Jalandhar in the year 2010 and the IGP-Security provided him the information vide their letter dated 15.10.2010 (copy enclosed).  

The perusal of the file shows that the same information was asked in 2010, and it was provided by the department, but how can department refused the same information on the plea of the notification that this information can not be provided.  Respondent is directed to discuss the matter with their senior officers and file their reply on the next date of hearing on which basis they refused the information. 
Decision:


   Adjourned to 18.02.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  








Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st  January, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhiman,

S/o Late Sh. Gurbax Singh

H.No. 895, Phase XI, Sector 65,

SAS Nagar , Mohali

…………………………….Appellant  

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Under Secy., Revenue –cum

Financial Commissioner, Revenue 

Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Under Secy. Revenue –cum-

Financial Commissioner, Revenue 

Punjab, Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1383 of  2012

Present
(i) Sh. Nirmal Singh Dhiman, the Appellant



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

ORDER


Heard

2.
 As directed by the Commission in the last hearing, both the parties has filed their replies today in the Commission.  I have gone through the replies of both the parties.  The issue raised by the Appellant that according to which procedure, the Govt., has not provided him the retirement benefits.  It is clarified that under the RTI Act 2005 only the documents as exist in the record can be provided and nothing else.   The perusal of the orders of the First Appellate Authority shows that full reasons have been given for the rejection of his first appeal.  
3.
Since, the Appellant has been supplied the requisite documents/information, if he asked to take action against the administration, it is clarified that action against administration issue not covered under the preview of the RTI Act 2005.  If the Appellant still requires any documents/information which is available with the department, the department will definitely provide the same.
Contd….P-2
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4.
I have been through the records of the case and I see no reasons to differ from the well reasoned orders of the First Appellate Authority.  This second appeal, therefore, is dismissed and the case is disposed of and closed.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st   January, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Harminder Singh,

# 2877, Phase – 7,

SAS Nagar, Mohali

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police

SAS Nagar, Mohali

First Appellate Authority

IGP (Zonal-I), Patiala 
…………………………..Respondent

AC No 20 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. Harminder Singh, the Appellant



(ii) Sh.Lal Mohd., HC on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Harminder Singh vide his application dated 08.09.2009, addressed to the PIO, O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Mohali had sought information under Right to Information Act, as per the details mentioned below:-

“(i) Attested copies of complete inquiry report along with noting file.

  (ii) Attested copies of complete case dairy (Zimni) related to FIR 40 dated 12.02.2006”.

3.
Aggrieved against  the denial of the information under RTI, Harminder Singh filed a complaint with the State Commission alleging that the PIO has failed to provide  information within the specified time. Respondent states that the above-said information cannot be provided to the Appellant. 
4.
I have carefully considered the rival submissions.  In my view, the instant case is covered by the decision of this commission in CC:3209 of 2009 titled Smt. Jagvinder Kaur v/s PIO decided on 16.11.2009. Copy of the orders (CCO 3209 of 2009) handed over to the Respondent in the Commission. 
Contd…P-2
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5.
I, therefore, direct the Respondent to supply this information forthwith as available in the record.  

6.
In view of the above, Respondent is directed to provide the information as available in the record, to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 
7.
Adjourned to 05.03.2013 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties









Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 31st January, 2013

