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Sadhu Ram Kusla

S/o Sh. Ram Chand Bansal,

Indira Lodge, # 138, Veer Colony,

Maharaja Aggarsain Road,

Bathinda (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o K. C. College of Engineering 

& Information Technology,

K. C. Group of Institutions,

Karyana Road, Nawanshaher (Punjab)


 
 
  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  613 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 29.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 16.03.2016. 



 Neither the complainant nor his representative is present in today’s hearing. 

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the notice of 

hearing issued by the Commission vide letter no. 8399 dated 27.04.2016 in the name of the PIO of office of  K. C. College of Engineering and Information Technology, K. C. Group of Institutions,

Karyana Road, Nawanshaher, is received back as ‘undelivered’ through Diary No. 11461 dated 06.05.2016 with the remarks that no such post exists in the College. It is taken on record.


The complainant, Sh. Sadhu Ram Kusla is advised to send his RTI request to the concerned respondent PIO at proper and right address.

With this, the case is Dismissed.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
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               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Rahul Jindal

C/o Yash Boot House,

Sunami Gate, 

Sangrur - 148001 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Patiala Urban Development Authority,

P.U.D.A. Complex,

Urban Estate, Patiala, (Punjab)



 
 
  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  642 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Rahul Jindal, the complainant, in person.



Ms. Kulwant Kaur, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 04.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  21.03.2016. 



 The complainant, Sh. Rahul Jindal, appeared in person in today’s hearing. 



Ms. Kulwant Kaur, Superintendent, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 5712 dated 17.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Rahul Jindal. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.
I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Rahul Jindal, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.


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


If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent

PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054


Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Tejinder Singh,

(Regd. Post
Village – Bholapur, 


P. O. – Ramgarh,



Chd. Road, Ludhiana - 141123 (Punjab)


……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secretary to

Government of Punjab,

Deptt. of Housing & Urban Dev.,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh



 
 
  ..…Respondent




     
 Complaint  Case No.  686 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.

i) Ms. Jaskiran Kaur, APIO-cum-S. O. ;
ii) Sh. Balbir Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 05.02.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 29.03.2016. 


Ms. Jaskiran Kaur, APIO-cum-S. O. and Sh. Balbir Singh, Superintendent, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 771034/1 dated 06.06.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Tejinder Singh. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.

The complainant, Sh. Tejinder Singh, through a letter dated 06.06.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 14391 dated 07.06.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing and requested for an adjournment in this case. It is taken on record.

I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Tejinder Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.


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



A copy of the reply/information submitted by the respondent be sent to the complainant, Sh. Tejinder Singh alongwith this order through registered post.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent

PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016     
      Encl :  
          
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jasbir Singh,

Village – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Ludhiana - 123455 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Lehragaga,

Distt. – Sangrur (Punjab)




 
 
  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  711 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



Sh. Madan Lal, Accountant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 08.02.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 29.03.2016. 


 The complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, through a letter dated 05.06.2016, has intimated the Commission that the respondent PIO has not supplied him the complete information. It is taken on record.



Sh. Madan Lal, Accountant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the information sought for by the complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh could not supplied to him as it is ‘third party’ information.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that information 

sought for by the complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh is not  ‘third party’ information.


On this, Sh. Madan Lal states that the required information would be supplied to the appellant within ten days from today.


The case is adjourned to  29th June, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jasbir Singh,

Village – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Ludhiana - 123455 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Information Commission, Pb.,

SCO 84-85, Sector 17 – C,

Chandigarh







 
 


  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  715 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



Sh. Romesh Kumar, PIO-cum-S.O., in person.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 16.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 29.03.2016. 



Sh. Romesh Kumar, PIO-cum-S.O, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 1081 dated 17.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.


The complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, through a letter dated 04.06.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 14196 dated 07.06.2016, has intimated the Commission that the respondent PIO has not supplied him the complete information. It is taken on record.


I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.


After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Ms. Jaswinder Kaur Sidhu, Secretary, State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the 
Contd…2/-
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parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.
If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  





Ms. Jaswinder Kaur Sidhu, 




Secretary-cum-First Appellate Authority, 





O/o State Information Commission, Pb.,




SCO 84-85, Sector 17 – C,

Chandigarh
Encl : 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jasbir Singh,

(Regd. Post)
Village – Bholapur Jhabewal,



P. O. – Ramgarh,



Ludhiana - 123455 (Punjab)




……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Amloh,

Distt.-Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)







 
 


  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  716 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



Sh. Amandeep Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 25.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  29.03.2016. 



 Sh. Amandeep Singh, Junior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 495 dated 06.06.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.


The complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, through a letter dated 05.06.2016, has intimated the Commission that the respondent PIO has not supplied him the complete information. It is taken on record.


I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.


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



A copy of the reply/information submitted by the respondent be sent to the complainant, Sh. Sh. Jasbir Singh alongwith this order through registered post.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent

PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016   
   Encl :

         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jasbir Singh,

Village – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Ludhiana - 123455 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala (Punjab)







 
 


  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  717 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant, in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 25.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 29.03.2016. 



 Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.


The complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, through a letter dated 05.06.2016, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 14195 dated 07.06.2016, has intimated the Commission that the respondent PIO has not supplied him the complete information. It is taken on record.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of three months.



In view of the above,  PIO of office of  Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.












He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
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He is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by him on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.



The case is adjourned to  29th June, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

The Commissioner(By Name)




-cum-PIO,




Municipal Corporation,




Patiala (Punjab)

Encl : RTI Request 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jasbir Singh,

Village – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Ludhiana - 123455 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Patiala (Punjab)







 
 


  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  718 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant. in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 25.01.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 29.03.2016. 



 Neither  the respondent PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.


The complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, through a letter dated 05.06.2016, has intimated the Commission that the respondent PIO has not supplied him the complete information. It is taken on record.

After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record, I 
found that the applicant has not exhausted the channel of approaching First Appellate Authority under Section 19 of the RTI Act. 



Hence, this case is remanded to First Appellate Authority, who is Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies, Punjab, Patiala, with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidences, documents placed on record/submitted by the parties concerned and subsequently pass a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority, who will treat it as first appeal.

If the complainant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, 

he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
(Regd. Post)

The Deputy Director, 




Urban Local Bodies, Punjab-cum-

First Appellate Authority, 


Encl : 


Patiala (Punjab)
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Jasbir Singh,

Village – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Ludhiana - 123455 (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Jalandhar Dev. Authority,

PUDA Complex, Ladowali Road,

Jalandhar (Punjab)







 
 


  ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  745 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.



Sh. Shivjit Singh, S.D.O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 01.02.2016. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 01.02.2016. 



Sh. Shivjit Singh, S.D.O, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 12139 dated 13.05.2016 showing that a reply has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh. A copy of the same is taken on record.


The complainant, Sh. Jasbir Singh, through a letter dated 05.06.2016, has intimated the Commission that the respondent PIO has not supplied him the complete information. It is taken on record.



On this, Sh. Shivjit Singh seeks an adjournment in this case and also states that the required information would be supplied to the appellant by the next date of hearing i. e. 29.06.2016.
The case is adjourned to  29th June, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Virender Kumar,

H. No. 2133,

Sector 20 – C, 

Chandigarh









..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Estate Officer,

G. M. A. D. A.,

Sector 62, PUDA Bhawan,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)  (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Estate Officer,

G. M. A. D. A.,

Sector 62, PUDA Bhawan,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)  (Punjab)
  
 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1101 of 2016

Present :
Sh.  Virender Kumar, the appellant, in person.



Ms. Satinderjit Kaur, Superintendent, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 10.08.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  16.03.2016. 



The appellant, Sh. Virender Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 



Ms. Satinderjit Kaur, Superintendent, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the information sought for by the appellant, Sh. Virender Kumar could not supplied to him as it is ‘third party’ information.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that information 

sought for by the appellant, Sh. Virender Kumar is not  ‘third party’ information.


On this, Ms. Satinderjit Kaur seeks an adjournment in this case and also states that the required information would be supplied to the appellant within ten days from today.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of eight months.

Ms. Satinderjit Kaur orally states that Ms. Dalbir Kaur, Estate Officer, is present PIO 
in this case.
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In view of the above, PIO – Ms. Dalbir Kaur, Estate Officer office of G. M. A. D. A.,, Mohali, will show cause under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon her for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to her submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



She may note that in case she does not file her submission and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 
She is also directed to  file a status report regarding action taken by her on the RTI 

request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official record before or on the next date of hearing. A copy of the RTI request be sent to her alongwith this order through registered post  for her ready reference.
The case is adjourned to  29th June, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Ms. Dalbir Kaur,




 Estate Officer-cum-PIO,




 G. M. A. D. A.,




Sector 62, PUDA Bhawan,




S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)  (Punjab)
Encl : RTI Request 
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82,

District Courts,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)  (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o Asstt. Excise & 
Taxation Commissioner,

Mobile Wing,
S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)  (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise &
Taxation Commissioner,

Ropar (Punjab)
  



 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1103 of 2016

Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal, E. T. O. (Mobile Wing) ;
ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Superintendent O/o DETC, Ropar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 04.01.2016. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 16.03.2016. 



 The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.


Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal, E. T. O. (Mobile Wing) and Sh. Varinder Singh, Superintendent office of DETC, Ropar, appeared in today’s hearing.



Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal, seeks an adjournment in this case and also states that a point wise reply to the queries raised by the applicant in his RTI request,  would be submitted in the Commission on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to  12th July, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
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Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward – 18, Street – 2, Kartar Nagar,
Amloh Road,Near Mann Market,

Khanna, Distt. – Ludhiana - 141401  (Punjab)





..…Appellant


Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Ludhiana Division, Ludhiana  (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala (Punjab)



 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1122 of 2016

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Surinder Singh, Superintendent, Fatehgarh Sahib , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 19.12.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  16.03.2016. 


Sh. Surinder Singh, Superintendent, Fatehgarh Sahib, who appeared in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no.  619 dated 31.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record. . 



The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, is not present in today’s hearing.


After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh.  J. K. Jain, Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana Division, Ludhiana with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
Sh.  J. K. Jain, 

(Regd. Post)

Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner

-cum-First Appellate Authority,


Encl :

 Ludhiana Division, Ludhiana (Punjab)
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B. S. Saini
S/o Sh. Gokul Singh,

H. No. B – 14,

Green Anenue,

Roopnagar - 140001  (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Tehsildar,

Samrala,

Distt. - Ludhiana (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Revenue Deptt.,

Ludhiana (Punjab)



 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1129 of 2016

Present :
Sh. B. S. Saini, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Samrala , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 19.10.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 17.03.2016. 

 
Sh. Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Samrala, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter dated Nil showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. B. S. Saini. It is taken on record. 


The appellant, Sh. B. S. Saini, who appeared in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.

On this, Sh. Hari Singh, offers an opportunity to the applicant to inspect the 

relevant official record  on any day during working hours, identify the information and take certified  copy of the same.

Both the parties mutually agreed to it during the hearing today. 


The appellant, Sh. B. S. Saini, also states that if Sh. Hari Singh fulfills his promise, then he will have no objection if the case is closed today itself.


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed with the directions that the respondent PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Hari Singh during the hearing in the Commission today.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jaspal Singh
S/o Sh. Ramesh Arora,

319/3, Gurdeep Nagar,

Jagraon, Distt. - Ludhiana  (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Jagraon, Distt. - Ludhiana  (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagraon, Distt. - Ludhiana  (Punjab)

 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1130 of 2016

Present :
Sh. Jaspal Singh , the appellant, in person.

Sh. Jawahar Sagar Mehta, Assistant Municipal Engineer , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 09.01.2016. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  17.03.2016. 


Sh. Jawahar Sagar Mehta, Assistant Municipal Engineer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Jaspal Singh 


The appellant, Sh. Jaspal Singh, who appeared in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Ms. Babita Kaler, Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies, Punjab, Ludhiana,  with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
Ms. Babita Kaler,

 Deputy Director-cum-First Appellate Authority
(Regd. Post)


Urban Local Bodies, Punjab,


 Encl : 

Ludhiana (Punjab)
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Sewa Singh,

Shiv Dharamshala

Welfare Society,

3675, EWS Colony,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana  (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Zone – A, Ludhiana  (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Zone – A, Ludhiana  (Punjab)


 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1138 of 2016

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. B. S. Sood, Research Officer ;
ii) Sh. Arun Kumar, Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 4.12.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 17.03.2016. 


 Sh. B. S. Sood, Research Officer and Sh. Arun Kumar, Building Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit two replies vide letter no.  714 dated 06.01.2016  and 216 dated 06.06.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Sewa Singh. Copies of the same are taken on record. 

The appellant, Sh. Sewa Singh is not present in today’s hearing.


I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Sewa Singh, in his RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh. Devinder Singh, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone – A, Ludhiana  with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.
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If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


Sh. Devinder Singh,

(Regd. Post)

Joint Commissioner -cum-First Appellate Authority,

Municipal Corporation,

Zone – A, Ludhiana  (Punjab)

Encl :
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              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Bhupinder Kumar

(Regd. Post)
S/o Sh. Jagsidh Rai,



Patti Randhawa,



Longowal,



Distt. – Sangrur - 148106  (Punjab)




..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Longowal,

Distt. – Sangrur (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Regional Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Pb.,

Patiala (Punjab)



 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1154 of 2016

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Gurmel Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated  07.11.2014. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  21.03.2016. 



 The appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Kumar, is not present in today’s hearing. 



Sh. Gurmel Singh, Clerk who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 413 dated 06.06.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Kumar. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.

I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Bhupinder Kumar, in his 

RTI request and the response given by the respondent PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.


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


If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned.


 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
Encl :
         
      
      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ramandeep Singh Chawla,

H. No. 2695, 
Sectr 44 – C,

Chandigarh- 160036








..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o Excise & Taxation Department, Pb.,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)   (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Department, Pb.,

S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)   (Punjab)

 
     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1206 of 2016

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

i) Sh. Umesh Bhandari, E.T.O., Banur ;

ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Superintendent O/o D.E.T.C., Ropar ;

iii) Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Clerk , on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 01.09.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  29.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Chawla is not present in today’s hearing.


Sh. Umesh Bhandari, E.T.O., Banur ; Sh. Varinder Singh, Superintendent of office of  D.E.T.C., Ropar and Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Clerk , appeared in today’s hearing and state that the information sought for by the appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Chawla could not supplied to him as the information sought for by the appellant falls in the category of ‘third party’ information.


They state that the ‘third party’, to whom the information sought for by the appellant relates, has also given in writing that information pertaining to that party is not to be given to the information seeker.


They also submit a reply of the respondent PIO, which is taken on record.



In para No. 4 of the reply, the respondent PIO stated that since the applicant was demanding an information regarding a third party so as provided under the Act, an invite/notice was sent to the third party i. e. Chandigarh Distillers and Bottlers Limited alongwith the application filed under RTI, seeking their response/submission, regarding whether the information  should be disclosed or not. This act was considered as necessary in compliance of the Act of 2005 u/s 11 of the Act. 
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In para No. 5 of the reply, it is stated that the third party i. e.  Chandigarh Distillers and Bottlers Limited filed their response declaring that the RTI Act is not applicable to their company and the information solicited under RTI Act, 2005 contains confidential information of 

business of their company and RTI Act, 2005 under Section 8 (1) (d) exempts from disclosure of information of commercial confidence, trade secrets etc. and as such the information may please be not given the said applicant.

In para No. 7 of the reply, it is stated that after receiving the response of the third party 

the matter was perused and examined again. It was observed that disclosure can be allowed but if the public interest in disclosure outweighs in importance any possible harm or injury to such third party. As such, the details sought by the application stands exempted from disclosure under Section 8 (1) (d) of the RTI Act 2005, unless involves a larger public interest. No public interest was visible from the disclosure of the commercial data/returns of a third party. Even the applicant has not brought anything on record as to what is the public interest involved in it.


             
He has also placed his reliance on the decision given by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in the LPA titled - Mahesn Sanhan V/s Information Commissioner, CIC & others passed the judgment on 06.02.2015 and decision of Central Information Commission in a matter titled - Bhupinder Kumar v/s MMTC Ltd. (CaseNo.CIC/SS/A/2012/002676 order dated 28.06.2013.

 
He observed that : 
“ If an applicant seeks any information, which relate to or has been supplied by a 
third party and that third party  has treated that information as confidential and it is 
not connected with any public activity or public interest, the Public Information 
Officer is to consider whether the information should be disclosed or not. The 
guiding principle in such cases is that disclosure mat ne allowed if the public 




interest in disclosure outweighs in importance any possible harm or injury to the 


interests of such third party.


The matter relating to third party was considered and as per Act a 



invite/response was sought from the third party in compliance of Section 11 of the 


Act  and the third party filed their response that the information sought is a trade 


secret and should not be supplied. Thereafter the matter was examined afresh and 


it was observed/found that the information sought relates to commercial 



confidence, trade secrets, the disclosure of which would harm the competitive 


position of the 
third party and disclosure of which is exempted under the 



provisions of Section 8 (1) (d) of the RTI Act. The information sought is regarding 


wastage of the third party, which is not related to any public activity or interest. 
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Moreover, the appellant had failed to establish any larger public interest, 



which warrants the disclosure of such information.”

Sh. Bhandari also stated that as per rules 1932 under sub rule 101, Excise and 

Taxation Commissioner is entitled to get information regarding the wastage of Distillery and management of Distillery Board is bound to supply the information regarding the wastage by filling in the form D (26) (27) and (28). This information is prepared by the Distillery Inspector.


When asked as to whether, information regarding wastage of Distillery and Bottlers Limited is required to be taken as per Distillery Rules, 1932 under sub rule 101 by the department. Sh. Bhandari stated that as per Distillery Rules, 1932 under sub rule  101, Excise and Taxation department is bound to take such information periodically(every month) and information regarding wastage of Distillery is prepared by Distillery Inspector in the form D (26) (27) and (28) to the ETC department by filling Form D (26) (27) and (28). This information is prepared under supervision of Excise Inspector, who is deputed under Distillery for some particular jobs including the preparation of wastage of distilleries. 


He also submits a reply vide letter no. 58 dated 03.06.2016 signed by  E.T.O , Chandigarh Distillery and Bottlers Limited, Banur.


In that letter, an authorized signatory has claimed that the information solicited by the applicant i. e. Form D – 4 (Part – 15) under Punjab Distillery Rules, 1932  contains information 

of business of company and RTI Act, 2005 under Section 8 (1) (d) exempts from disclosure of information of commercial confidence, trade secrets etc.


After going through the response of the respondent PIO concerned, I am of the considered view that the respondent PIO concerned could not establish that fact 
that as to how the disclosure of the information would harm commercial confidence, 
trade secrets and the competitive position of the third party.


The respondent PIO has also failed to establish that when the official record, in connection of which the information has been sought for by the appellant, has been generated by the Excise Inspector, which has  been  posted in the Distillery to monitor such operations, then as to how it could be dubbed as ‘third party’ information.


In view of the above, the respondent PIO concerned is directed to supply the certified copies of the requisite information to the information seeker ‘free of cost’ through registered post under intimation to the Commission, within fifteen days from today.



The case is adjourned to  29th June, 2016(Wednesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

This order has been announced in the open court.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot (Punjab)








..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Excise & Taxation Officer, Pb.,

Information Collection Centre,

Railway Station, 
Jalandhar   (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Divisional Excise & 
Taxation Commissioner Pb.,

Jalandhar (Punjab)

 


     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1268 of 2016

Present :
Sh.  Yogesh Mahajan , the appellant, in person.



Sh.  Pawan, E.T.O. , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 20.11.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 29.06.2016. 



 Sh. Pawan, E.T.O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.



The appellant, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, appeared in person in today’s hearing,  expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.


The respondent PIO is directed to  file a point wise reply to the queries raised by the applicant in his  RTI request before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  1st July, 2016(Friday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Yogesh Mahajan S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot (Punjab)








..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Mobile Wing, Ludhiana   (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner Pb.,

Ludhiana (Punjab)

 


     


     ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1269 of 2016

Present :
Sh.  Yogesh Mahajan, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Maninder Singh, E.T.O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 24.10.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 29.03.2016. 

        Sh. Maninder Singh, E.T.O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no.  161 dated 06.06.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan. It is taken on record. 



The appellant, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, appeared in person in today’s hearing,  expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.


After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Sh.  Avtar Singh Kang, Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana Division, Ludhiana with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016      
            
         
     
        State Information Commissioner
Sh.  Avtar Singh Kang, 

(Regd. Post)

Assistant  Excise and Taxation Commissioner

-cum-First Appellate Authority,

Encl :

 Ludhiana (Punjab)
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Yogesh Mahajan

S/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot (Punjab)








..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Mobile Wing, 

S.C.O. 9 – 10, Sector 68,

Mohali   (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner Pb.,

Ropar (Punjab)

 


     


    
 ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1270 of 2016

Present :
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal, E. T. O. (Mobile Wing) ;
ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Superintendent O/o DETC, Ropar, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 


The RTI application is dated 02.11.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 29.03.2016. 



The appellant, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 


Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal, E. T. O. (Mobile Wing) and Sh. Varinder Singh, Superintendent office of DETC, Ropar, appeared in today’s hearing.



Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal, states that the information sought for by the appellant, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan could not supplied to him as it is ‘third party’ information.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that information 

sought for by the appellant, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan is not  ‘third party’ information.



On this, Sh. Hukam Chand Bansal seeks an adjournment in this case and also states that the required information would be supplied to the appellant within three weeks from today.


The case is adjourned to  1st July, 2016(Friday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
7th June, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
