STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chander Skhekhar s/o Sh. Hari Kishan,

H.No. 2012, Bazar Babian, Katra Dulo,

Amritsar.









Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1145 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 07-04-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri Chander Shekhar, sought various information/ documents relating to Plot No. 9/2, Kucha Pnaditan side.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Chander Shekhar,  filed a complaint dated  05-05-2015 with the Commission, which was received in it on 05-05-2015 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 to both the parties for 14.07.2015. 
3.

On 14.07.2015, the case was heard by Shri Chander Parkash, SIC when none was present on behalf of the respondent. The complainant vide a letter, which was received in the Commission on 01.07.2015 against Diary No. 16644,  requested to transfer his  case to another Bench. On the request of the complainant, the case was transferred to this Bench by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
4.

A letter dated 03.11.2015 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to hearing of some cases through Video Conferencing. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  None is present on behalf of the respondent. In case the complainant has not received any information or is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil 
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Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) 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 provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05-11--2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chander Skhekhar s/o Sh. Hari Kishan,

H.No. 2012, Bazar Babian, Katra Dulo,

Amritsar.









Complainant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1146 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Kewal Krishan, J.E., on behalf of  the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 07-04-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri Chander Shekhar, sought detail of L.D.P.(Plots) from 1963 to 2010 allotted  by Improvement Trust Amritsar. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Chander Shekhar,  filed a complaint dated  05-05-2015 with the Commission, which was received in it on 05-05-2015 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 to both the parties for 14.07.2015. 

3.

On 14.07.2015, the case was heard by Shri Chander Parkash, SIC when none was present on behalf of the respondent. The complainant vide a letter, which was received in the Commission on 01.07.2015 against Diary No. 16644,  requested to transfer his  case to another Bench. On the request of the complainant, the case was transferred to this Bench by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

A letter dated 03.11.2015 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to hearing of some cases through Video Conferencing. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  Shri Kewal Krishan, J.E. appearing on behalf of the respondents submits  that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on 01.10.2015 and 26.10.2015.  In case the complainant has not received  the  information or is not 
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satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited 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) 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 provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05-11--2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chander Skhekhar s/o Sh. Hari Kishan,

H.No. 2012, Bazar Babian, Katra Dulo,

Amritsar.









Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1147 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 09-07-2013 addressed to the respondent, Shri Chander Shekhar, sought various information/ documents relating to Plot No. 1326 of  Kucha Padita Scheme of Improvement Trust Amritsar.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Chander Shekhar,  filed a complaint dated  05-05-2015 with the Commission, which was received in it on 05-05-2015 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 to both the parties for 14.07.2015. 

3.

On 14.07.2015, the case was heard by Shri Chander Parkash, SIC when none was present on behalf of the respondent. The complainant vide a letter, which was received in the Commission on 01.07.2015 against Diary No. 16644,  requested to transfer his  case to another Bench. On the request of the complainant, the case was transferred to this Bench by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

A letter dated 03.11.2015 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to hearing of some cases through Video Conferencing. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  None is present on behalf of the respondent. In case the complainant has not received any information or is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil 
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Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) 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 provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05-11--2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chander Skhekhar s/o Sh. Hari Kishan,

H.No. 2012, Bazar Babian, Katra Dulo,

Amritsar.









Complainant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1433 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant.




Shri Kewal Krishan, J.E., on behalf of  the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 30-03-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Chander Shekhar, sought various information/ documents relating to vacation of unauthorized occupation of land by Improvement Trust Amritsar.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Chander Shekhar,  filed a complaint dated  nil with the Commission, which was received in it on 09-06-2015 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 to both the parties for 29.07.2015. 

3.

On 29.07.2015, the case was heard by Shri Chander Parkash, SIC when the complainant was not present  and Shri Baljit Singh, XEN was present on  behalf of the respondent. The complainant vide a letter, which was received in the Commission on 01.07.2015 against Diary No. 16644,  requested to transfer his  case to another Bench. On the request of the complainant, the case was transferred to this Bench by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

A letter dated 03.11.2015 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to hearing of some cases through Video Conferencing. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  Shri Kewal Krishan, J.E. appearing on behalf of the respondents submits  that the 
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requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on 22.07.2015 and 08.10.2015.  In case the complainant has not received any information or is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited 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) 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 provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05-11--2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chander Skhekhar s/o Sh. Hari Kishan,

H.No. 2012, Bazar Babian, Katra Dulo,

Amritsar.









Complainant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1601 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 08-09-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri Chander Shekhar, sought various information/ documents relating to cancellation of plots in Village Kutcha Pandita by Improvement Trust Amritsar.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Chander Shekhar,  filed a complaint dated  01-07-2015 with the Commission, which was received in it on 01-07-2015 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 to both the parties for 13.08.2015. 

3.

On 13.08.2015, the case was heard by Shri Chander Parkash, SIC when complainant was  present in person and Shri Avtar Singh, Superintendent was present on behalf of the respondent. The complainant vide a letter, which was received in the Commission on 01.07.2015 against Diary No. 16644,  requested to transfer his  case to another Bench. On the request of the complainant, the case was transferred to this Bench by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

A letter dated 03.11.2015 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to hearing of some cases through Video Conferencing. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  None is present on behalf of the respondent. In case the complainant has not received any information or is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited 
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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) 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 provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05-11--2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chander Skhekhar s/o Sh. Hari Kishan,

H.No. 2012, Bazar Babian, Katra Dulo,

Amritsar.









Complainant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1602 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 15-04-2014 addressed to the respondent, Shri Chander Shekhar, sought various information/ documents relating to allotment of Plot No. 212 in Village Kutcha Pandita by Improvement Trust, Amritsar.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Chander Shekhar,  filed a complaint dated  05-05-2015 with the Commission, which was received in it on 05-05-2015 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 to both the parties for 13.08.2015. 

3.

On 13.08.2015, the case was heard by Shri Chander Parkash, SIC when complainant was  present in person and Shri Avtar Singh, Superintendent was present on behalf of the respondent. The complainant vide a letter, which was received in the Commission on 01.07.2015 against Diary No. 16644,  requested to transfer his  case to another Bench. On the request of the complainant, the case was transferred to this Bench by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

4.

A letter dated 03.11.2015 has been received from the complainant through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to hearing of some cases through Video Conferencing. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  None is present on behalf of the respondent. In case the complainant has not received any information or is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited 
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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) 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 provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

5.

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.

6.

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. 

7.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 05-11--2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi, Dhuri,

District Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Punjab Mandi Board, 

Sector-65, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Punjab Mandi Board,

Sector-65, SAS Nagar.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1637 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri B. S. Puri, SPIO-cum-DGM and Smt. Jasbir Kaur, Superintendent, RTI, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Prem Kumar Rattan, Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding ex-India leave availed by officers/officials. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 18-02-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-04-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.07.2015, which was further postponed to 27.07.2015 due to some administrative reasons. 
3.

On 27.07.2015 the case was heard by Shri S. S. Channy, CIC, when the appellant was not present. However, a letter dated 23.07.2015 was received from him requesting for transferring the case to some other Bench. The request of the appellant 
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was accepted and the case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued for today.
4.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 
5.

Today, the respondent informs that the sought information has not been supplied to the appellant as it relates to third party. After perusing the sought information and discussing the matter it is observed that the sought information does not relate to third party as it exists in the domain  of the office. Therefore, it is directed that the sought information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to  07.01.2016  at 11.00 AM  for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-11--2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi, Dhuri,

District: Sangrur.  







…Appellant



Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau,
 Punjab, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau,

Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1644 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 
Shri Krishan Lal, Superintendent and Shri Surinder Singh Chandla, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
The case was last heard on 27.07.2015 by Shri S. S. Channy, CIC when the appellant was not present and a letter dated 23.07.2015 was received from the appellant requesting for transfer of the case to some other Bench. Accordingly, the case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 

3.

Today, the respondent submits that the matter has been inquired into and Inquiry Report has been received and further action is being taken on the Inquiry Report. Accordingly, it is directed that as and when a final decision is taken, requisite information be supplied to the appellant. 
4.

On the assurance given by the respondent  to supply the information as and when a final decision is taken, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-11--2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi, Dhuri,

District:  Sangrur.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Vigilance Bureau,

SCO No. 60-71, Sector 17D,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,





…Respondents

O/o Chief Director, Vigilance Bureau,

SCO No. 60-61, Sector 17D, Chandigarh.
Appeal Case  No.  1855 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Krishan Lal, Superintendent and Shri Surinder Singh Chandla, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
The case was last heard on 23.07.2015 by Shri S. S. Channy, CIC when the appellant was not present. The respondent was directed to send a formal reply to the deficiencies, which had been pointed out by the appellant.  In the mean time on the request of the appellant, the   case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 

3.

The respondent has brought information for handing over to the appellant but the appellant is not present. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post. 
4.

On the assurance given by the respondent  to send  the information to the appellant by registered post,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-11--2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

House No. 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi, Dhuri,

District Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Director, Vigilance,

Punjab, SCO No. 60-61, Sector 17D, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Director, Vigilance,

Punjab, SCO No. 60-61, Sector 17D, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1142 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Krishan Lal, Superintendent and Shri Surinder Singh Chandla, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
The case was last heard on 29.07.2015 by Shri S. S. Channy, CIC when the appellant was not present and a letter dated 27.07.2015 was received from the appellant requesting for transfer of the case to some other Bench. Accordingly, the case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 

3.

A letter No. 44432, dated 08.10.2015 has been received from Director-cum-First Appellate Authority, Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh submitting that the sought information cannot be supplied to the appellant under Section 8(g) of RTI Act, 2005.
4.

In view of the facts narrated above, the case is disposed of and closed.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-11--2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase-3B1, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9,Chandigarh.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.   3643 of 2014

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, in person.

Shri Nanak Singh, S.I.(Headquarter) on behalf o the respondents.

The case was last heard on 09.07.2015 by Shri S. S. Channy, C.I.C., when the respondent informed that SSP Moga had vide his letter dated 08.04.2015 had duly supplied information and accordingly the appellant was advised to point out deficiencies, if any,  in the provided  information to SSP Moga. The case was adjourned to 18.08.2015. 

2.

In the meantime,  on the request made by the appellant vide application dated 27.07.2015, the case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant submits that the information regarding Points No. 2 and 3 is still pending which relates to the Head Office. Accordingly, PIO of the office of D.G.P. Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to supply this remaining  information  to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

Adjourned to  12.01.2016  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-11--2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase-3B1, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9,  Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector-9,  Chandigarh.

…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3125 of 2014

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, in person.
Shri Nanak Singh, S.I.(Headquarter) and Shri Sikander Singh, ASI, I.G. Office Bathinda, on behalf o the respondents.
The case was last heard on 29.07.2015 by Shri S. S. Channy, C.I.C., when after due deliberations, it was observed that this was a fit case  for invoking the penalty provisions under the RTI Act, 2005 and awarding of the compensation for  undue harassment to the appellant and wasting the time of the Commission as well. Consequently, a final opportunity was afforded  to the respondents to satisfy the Commission  while expediting the supply of the information to the appellant.  Additional Director General of Police(Crime) Punjab was contacted on phone and was asked to act upon accordingly. The case was adjourned to 13.09.2015. 
2.

In the meantime,  on the request made by the appellant vide application dated 27.07.2015, the case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today, after due deliberations, it emerges that the information regarding Points No. 2 and 3 is still pending, which relates to the Head Office. Accordingly, PIO of the office of D.G.P. Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to supply this remaining  information  to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to  12.01.2016  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-11--2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase-3B1, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administrator, PUDA,

Puda Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Director, PUDA, 

PUDA Bhawan, Sector-62, SAS Nagar.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  990 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, in person.
Shri Dinesh Chander, Superintendent Coordination, PUDA, on behalf of the respondents.

The case was last heard on 09.07.2015 by Shri S. S. Channy, C.I.C., when after due deliberations, the appellant was advised to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO.  The case was adjourned to 13.08.2015. 

2.

In the meantime,  on the request of  the appellant  the case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today,  the appellant informs that the information regarding 9 points is still pending.  Accordingly,   the PIO is directed to supply this remaining  information  to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.  

4.

Adjourned to  08.12.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 05-11--2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase-3B1, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  GLADA, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o GLADA, Ludhiana.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  964 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S.  Hundal, Appellant, in person.
Shri Amarjit Singh, Assistant Engineer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri H.S.Hundal,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  14-11-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report  on  ten points  on a complaint dated 14.11.2014 against Chadha Supercars(Radiant Toyota) and the Senior Town Planner Ludhiana and District Town Planner Faridkot.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  16-03-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-03-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.05.2015.
3.

On 28.05.2015, the case was heard by Shri S. S. Channy, CIC. During deliberations, the appellant informed that the provided information was incomplete and consequently he was directed to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, who was directed to remove the deficiencies before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 09.07.2015.
Contd……p/2

AC- 964 of 2015



-2-

4.

On 09.07.2015, the appellant was not present but he informed vide a letter through e-mail that complete information had not been supplied to him. Accordingly, the respondents were directed to supply complete information and in case it could not be given then reasons for the same be furnished. The case was adjourned to 18.08.2015.
5.

In the meantime, the case was transferred to this Bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
6.

Today, the appellant informs that information regarding Point No. 1 has been supplied whereas the information regarding remaining 9 points is still pending. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to furnish the deficiencies in  the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information after removing the deficiencies, which will be furnished to them in due course of time.  
7.

Adjourned to  08.12.2015 at 11.00 AM for  further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-

 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 05-11--2015          


            State Information Commissioner
