STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 986 of 2015

Date of institution:10.04.2015

Date of decision: 07.07.2015 

Sh. Jatinder Kumar, (99885-24299)

# 1086/26, 

Panchkula-134116. 







.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.         





      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Jatinder Kumar, complainant assisted by his wife Mrs. Manju.  

For the respondent: Smt. Usha Rani, Senior Assistant and Sh. Arun, Senior Assistant.

 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 11.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information regarding an appeal stated to have been filed on 23.12.2013 with Financial Commissioner (Rev.) against the order of Divisional Commissioner, Faridkot. He has mentioned in his RTI application that if his appeal dated 23.12.2013 has been decided then copy of order should be given to him or alternatively a date for hearing may be fixed urgently. Not satisfied with the response of the respondent, he filed complaint in the Commission on 10.04.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 08.06.2015 in the Commission.
3. The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the reply of the respondent and has sent written submission accordingly received in the Commission at diary no. 16614 dated 01.07.2015. He has also mentioned therein that the reply filed by the FCR 
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is misleading and wrong and that on 16.02.2010 (order of SDM) the matter was pending in the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India and in the Hon'ble Executive Court at Rampuraphul. He has prayed that the respondent is not giving proper reply and a true and correct reply should be filed by the respondent before 07.07.2015.

4.
 The reply filed by the respondent indicates that on the RTI application dated 11.03.2015, the information was provided vide letter no. 13/6/14-S.T.1/5142 dated 30.03.2015. The respondent brought to the notice of the Commission that the original file pertaining to the representation dated 23.12.2013 has been brought in the Commission and all relevant information demanded by the complainant has been already provided. It is also revealed that some information has already been provided to the complainant vide memo dated 02.10.2014. The respondent has categorically stated that no more information than already provided is pending and that no more action is to be taken on the representation dated 23.12.2013 given by the complainant to the Financial Commissioner (Rev.). 

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the complainant vide his RTI application dated 11.03.2015 has been provided to him vide letter dated 30.03.2015 and that the dissatisfaction of the complainant emanates from his subjective perception that correct & desirable action has not been taken by the Financial Commissioner (Rev.) on his representation dated 23.12.2013.
Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions Department of Personnel & training, New Delhi in departments O.M. No. 1/4/2009-IR dated 05.10.2009 circulated guide on the Right to Information Act, 2005 whereby it has  
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been mentioned stated that 'only such information can be supplied under the Act which already exists and is held by the public authority or held under the control of the public authority. The Public Information Officer is not supposed to create information; or to interpret information; or to solve the problems raised by the applicants; or to furnish replies to hypothetical questions.'  The same issue has been elaborated by the Supreme Court in the matter of Central Board of Secondary Education & Anr. Vs. Aditya Bandopadhyay & ors. (Civil Appeal No. 6454 of 2011).

However, the complainant shall be at liberty to file first appeal against the order of PIO under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, with the First Appellate Authority, if he is not satisfied and if he so desires.   

In view of aforementioned, the instant complaint is devoid of merit. Therefore, this Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1041 of 2015 

Date of institution:20.04.2015
Date of decision: 07.07.2015 

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala) (98551-51985)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

R/o Kothi No. 306 Aastha Enclave,

Barnala, 

District- Barnala-148101. 






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.     





      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None present. 

 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 17.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 20.04.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 08.06.2015 in the Commission.

3. The complainant was neither present during the hearing on 08.06.2015 nor he is present today. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
4. The respondent also is not present. However, the reply to the notice of the Commission is on file indicating that the information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 12.05.2015.
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5. The perusal of file shows that the information comprising of 225 pages has been provided by respondent to the complainant vide letter no.  1376/RTI (C) dated 12.05.2015. Therefore, the instant Complaint is disposed of and closed.   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1244 of 2015

Date of institution:09.04.2015
Date of decision: 07.07.2015 

Sh. Ram Murti, Conductor No. 178,

C/o Sandhu Colony,

Jalandhar Road, 

Chownk Mahita,

Amritsar.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh.   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, State Transport, Punjab,

Chandigarh.   




              …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Ram Murti, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Gurmajor Singh, Senior Assistant.

 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 22.12.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 29.01.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 09.04.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.06.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided to him on his RTI application dated 22.12.2014. He further adds that the Establishment Branch has not dealt with his case.   
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide no. 185-2014/RTI. Assistant/3708 dated 26.05.2015 and copy thereof was endorsed to the appellant also. He further adds that the information sought by the appellant was provided to him vide letter dated 29.01.2015. He further states that the Establishment Branch after considering the representation dated 25.10.2011 has sent him the reply vide letter dated 19.12.2011.  
5.
The perusal of file shows that the appellant has sought information regarding his representation submitted to the department. The information has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 29.01.2015 mentioning therein that the appeal against dismissal by General Manager lies with the Government. However, the office noting portion has not been provided to the appellant. Therefore, the respondent is directed to provide the office noting whereby the representation dated 25.10.2011 of the appellant has been dealt with by the Establishment Branch within one week from today. With this, the appeal case is hereby disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1254 of 2015 

Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, (98880-00319)

R/o 2356/1, Mohalla Lal Bagh, 

Patiala. 








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

PRTC, 

Patiala Depot. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o PRTC (Head office)

Nabha Road, 

Patiala. 

   




              …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Narinder Kumar, Superintendent (98144-94198) ad Sh. Gian Chand, Clerk (94633-78819).  

ORDER
1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
2. Sh. Narinder Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of respondent no. 1 states that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant during the hearing on 08.06.2015 has been removed. He further brings to the notice of the Commission that the appellant has intimated him on telephone that on account of a death in the family he (appellant) will not be attending today's hearing. 
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.07.2015 at 2:00 P.M.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1255 of 2015 

Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, (98880-00319)

R/o 2356/1, Mohalla Lal Bagh, 

Patiala. 








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

PRTC, 

Patiala Depot. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o PRTC (Head office)

Nabha Road, 

Patiala. 

   




              …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Narinder Kumar, Superintendent (98144-94198) ad Sh. Gian Chand, Clerk (94633-78819).  

ORDER
1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2. Sh. Narinder Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of respondent no. 1 states that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant during the hearing on 08.06.2015 has been removed. He further brings to the notice of the Commission that the appellant has intimated him on telephone that on account of a death in the family he (appellant) will not be attending today's hearing. 
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.07.2015 at 2:00 P.M.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1035 of 2015 

Sh. Tejinder Singh, 

Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur, P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.









.…Appellant


Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur. 


2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.   
For the respondent: Sh. Bhupinder Singh, M.V.I. 

ORDER 

1. The appellant has sent written submission, received in the Commission at diary no. 17143, dated 07.07.2015, pointing out deficiency in the information provided by the respondent vide letter dated 04.05.2015. 
2. The respondent files additional written submission which is taken on record. 
3. The respondent is directed to remove the deficiency pointed out by the appellant before the next date of hearing and file written submission accordingly in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 21.07.2015 at 2:00 PM.

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1385  of 2015 

Ms Gursimran Kaur (M-8528475863)

667, LIG Phase I,

Urban Estate, Dugri,

District Ludhiana.







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.

   




              …...Respondent

Present:
Ms Gursimran Kaur, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Kamajit Singh, DTO and Sh. Dharminder Singh, Steno. 
1.
The appellant states that she has already sent her written submission vide letter dated 06.07.2015. She further states that the RTI register for maintenance of record should also contain subject of the application which is not adhered to by the respondent presently. She also files additional written submission dated 29.06.2015 which is taken on record and she adds that copy thereof has already been provided to the respondent. 

 2.
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the submission given by the appellant. 

3.
The respondent to file reply to the rejoinder filed by the appellant before the next date of hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 21.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1393 of  2015 

Sh. Dinesh Kumar,

Ashiana Cottage,

House No.16-A, Gali No.9-B,

Anand Nagar, B

Patiala-147003.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.  

   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Pritpal Singh, Head Constable, O.C. Branch and Sh. Hakam Singh, H.C. (94643-92733).

1.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2.
The respondent files additional written submission which is taken on record mentioning therein that additional information comprising of 4 pages has been provided to the appellant on 01.07.2015. 
3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1418  of 2015 

Sh. Satish Kumar (M-94176-12036)

Ward No.10, Near Nehru Park,

Jaiton-151202,

District Faridkot.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat,

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.

   




              …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Satish Kumar, appellant in person.

None for the respondent.
1.
The appellant tenders written statement that the instant appeal case may be closed and he has no objection. 
2.
The respondent has sent an e-mail received in the Commission at diary no. 17178 dated 07.07.2015 requesting for exemption from appearance on account his exam in MGSIPA. 

3.
On the request of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.09.2015 at 02:00 PM. 

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1054   of 2015 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P.O Ramgarh, District Ludhiana-123455. 




.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

District Sangrur-148001.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, 

Sector-17, Chandigarh.    




              …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Jasbir Singh, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Kuldip Singh,Steno (M-9914000407).
ORDER

1. 
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given to file reply.
2.     On the request of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 08.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.  

3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1326 of 2015 

Date of institution:17.04.2015
Date of decision: 07.07.2015
Sh. Basant Singh S/o Late Sh. Balinder Singh ,

New Sara Patti, Ward No.3, Samana,

Patiala.









.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station, 

Samana, Distt. Patiala.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Samana, District Patiala. 





     …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Basant Singh, appellant in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Gurjit Singh, ASI. 

 ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 15.10.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 20.01.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 09.04.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.06.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he has received copy of receipt register for the month of August, 2012.
4.
The respondent states that reply to the notice of the Commission  has already been filed  vide letter dated 08.06.2015 mentioning therein that the application dated  03.08.2012  marked by S.D.M., Samana has not been received by the respondent and 
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that the appellant has already been intimated vide letter No.424/RTI, dated 16.02.2015 that his application has not been received. The respondent further files additional written submission mentioning therein the certified copy of Dak receipt register for  August, 2012 has been provided to the appellant and copy thereof has been submitted for record of the Commission.
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing record available on file, it is ascertained  that vide RTI application dated 15.10.2014 the appellant has sought information about action taken on his representation dated 03.08.2012 marked by S.D.M., Samana  to SHO, Samana.  The record on file reveals that the appellant has already been intimated vide letter dated 16.02.2015 that his said application dated 03.08.2012 has not been received.  The record of receipt register for the month of August, 2012 submitted by the respondent in the Commission  indicates  that representation dated  03.08.2012 has not been received in the office of  SHO, Police Station, Samana. No further action is required  in this case which is hereby disposed of and  closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 07.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
