STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.751 of 2013 
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, 

R/o H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, 

Distt. Sangrur.





     ……………………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala.





      …..……………Respondents
Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Passport Clerk and 

Sh. Rajiv Kumar, RTI Clerk office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala. 

(99141-10110)

ORDER
1.
The appellant has intimated on telephone that he cannot attend the hearing on account of a death and sought an adjournment.

2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record.

3.
 On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned for further hearing on 18.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

  
Sd/- 
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 762 of 2013 
Sh. Jagdish Kohli, Advocate, 

Chamber No. 246, District 

Courts, Sangrur. 





……………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.





         ..……………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Jagdish Kohli appellant assisted by Sh. Ashok Kumar Goyal Advocate. (94174-67074)

For the respondent: Smt. Satwant Kaur, Clerk Nazoor Branch office of Tehsildar Sangrur. 
ORDER
1. The ld. Counsel/ appellant states that though the deficiency has been removed by the PIO but it is neither satisfactory nor it has been removed within 7 days as directed by the Commission during the hearing on 13.06.2013.

2. The respondent states that the delay caused in removing the deficiency is on account of whole staff busy in just concluded Panchayat elections for which she tenders an unconditional apology. She further states that the deficiency on point no.2 has since been removed vide letter no. 959/Nazar dated 01.07.2013 and copy thereof has also been endorsed to the Commission. 

3. The case to come up for order on 18.07.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 


    

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1013 of 2013 

Date of decision 08.07.2013
Sh. Yogesh Mahajan S/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council, Opposite 

Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot. Mobile No.98143-54649



   …………….Appellant
Vs


1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director of Factories,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Director of Factories 

Punjab.Sector-17, Chandigarh.



…..……………Respondent
Present:
None on behalf of the appellant 

For the respondent:
Sh. Parmal Singh, Deputy Director of Factories,

Jalandhar. (98889-45801) 

ORDER
1.
On his RTI application dated 07.01.2013 the appellant has sought information from the PIO office of  Deputy Director of Factories, Jalandhar on 3 following points:-
(a).
List of inspection made by your office in the above said period in how many Factories Violation of norms was found and in which cases you have filed court case and in how many inspection time was given.

(b).
Total number of Factories/Industries/Crushers/Brick Kilns and others institutions in your area.

(c).
Attested copy of logbook, of your official vehicle for the above said period.
On not getting the complete information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 13.02.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 26.04.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.06.2013 in the Commission.

Cont….p2

Appeal Case No. 1013 of 2013 

3.
The appellant did not attend the hearing on 13.06.2013 and 08.07.2013. However, vide letter received in the Commission at diary no. 12601, dated 30.05.2013, the appellant intimated that complete information on point no. 1 and 2 has not been provided by the PIO. He reiterated the same issues vide his another letter dated 27.06.2013.

4.
The PIO states that the requisite information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 76, dated 08.02.2013. He further states that even the deficiency pointed out by him has been removed vide letter no.602, dated 21.06.2013 by registered post. The PIO cites order dated 13.10.2010 of the Punjab State Information Commission in AC no. 647 of 2010, whereby a similar matter has been adjudicated. In the end, he submits that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant keeping in view provisions of the Factory Act, 1948.
5.
After hearing the PIO and going through record on file it is revealed that the information on RTI application dated 07.01.2013 was provided to the appellant by the PIO vide letter no.76, dated 08.02.2013 and deficiency pointed out has also been removed by the PIO vide letter no. 602, dated 21.06.2013. I agree with the contention of the PIO that certain information cannot be provided in view of Section 118 of the Factories Act, 1948. Similar matter has already been decided in AC no.647 of 2010. The PIO has dealt with the instant appeal righteously and provided the requisite information. The appellant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice and the position taken by him in his two letters dated 24.05.2013 and 27.06.2013 stands on weak wicket. In view of aforementioned, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of. 
Cont…..p2

Appeal Case No. 1013 of 2013 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1015 of 2013 

Date of decision 08.07.2013
Sh. Amarjit Singh S/o Sher Singh 

R/o V.P.O. Aklia Jalal, Tehsil Rampura Phool,

Distt. Bathinda. 






   …………….Appellant
Vs


1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Bhadaur.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Barnala.






…..……………Respondent

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant.

For the respondent:
Sh. Narinder Singh Naib Tehsildar, Bhadaur.

(98725-6655)

ORDER
1.
On his RTI application dated 19.01.2013 the information seeker has sought information on 4 points from the PIO office of Tehsildar, Bhadaur. On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 04.03.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 26.04.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 13.06.2013 in the Commission.
3.
During the hearing on 13.06.2013, the appellant pointed out that infromation on point no.2 was yet to be provided by the PIO. A letter has been received from appellant in the Commission at diary no. 15803 dated 08.07.2013 intimating that he has received the remaining information correct and to his satisfaction and requesting that the case may be disposed of. 

Cont….p2

Appeal Case No. 1015 of 2013 

4.
The respondent states that deficiency on point no.2 has been removed vide letter no.263 date 04.06.2013 to the satisfaction of the appellant and copy thereof has also been endorsed to the Commission. In the end, he requests that the case may be disposed of.
5.
After hearing the respondent and going the letter dated 06.07.2013 from the appellant, it is revealed that the requisite information has been provided by the PIO to the satisfaction of the information seeker. No further action is called for now in this appeal which is closed and disposed of.
 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1608 of 2013 

Date of decision 08.07.2013
Sh. Gurinder Singh Mehindi Ratta,

Press Reporter, R/o Mohalla Harnampura

Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot. 

Mobile No. 98728-10153




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Faridkot.






   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None is present. 

ORDER

1.
The information seeker had sought information on 7 points enumerated in his RTI application dated 23.11.2013 from the PIO office of District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Faridkot. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 23.04.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 13.06.2013 in the Commission. 
3.
On 13.06.2013 and today as well, neither of the parties attended the hearing. There is nothing on record of the file to show as to why both the parties have abstained the hearing consecutively twice. Under the circumstances, no further action seems to be desirable except closing the complaint and as such it is disposed of.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1642 of 2013 

Date of decision 08.07.2013
Sh. Anoop Khullar S/o Sh. Som Nath Khullar, 

H.No. 136, Phase-7,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali. 

Moblie No. 98155-44111




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 




   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Charanjit Singh, E.O-cum-PIO, Municipal Council, Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 
ORDER

1.
The information seeker had sought information on his RTI application 07.03.2013 from the PIO office of Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Amloh regarding Death Register for the period from 1951 to 2012. On not getting the information he filed complaint in  the Commission on 25.04.2013.

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.06.2013 in the Commission.

3.
During the hearing on 13.06.2013, the complainant stated the that the information was yet not provided to him. However, he sent a letter dated 05.07.2013 to the Commission stating that he is satisfied with the response of the respondent and requested that the complaint may be filed.

Cont….p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1642 of 2013 

4.
On 13.06.2013, the PIO was not present during the hearing and as such show cause notice was issued to Sh. Charanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Amloh under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. The PIO is present at today’s hearing and files reply to the show cause notice. He also explains personally that the information has been provided to the satisfaction of the complainant.
5.
After going through the record on file and hearing the respondent it is observed that the complainant is satisfied with the response of the PIO. The explanation tendered by SH. Charanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Amloh is tenable and as such show cause notice issued to him is discharged. The instant complaint, in view of aformentioned, is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1647 of 2013
Date of decision 08.07.2013 

Sh. Santokh Singh S/o Sh. Sunder Singh 

R/o Khudadpura, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala. 





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Samana.






   ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Santokh Singh complainant in person. (98141-70084)
For the respondent: Sh. Naresh Kumar, Junior Assistant office of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Samana. (96467-00790 )

ORDER
1. On his RTI application, the information seeker has sought information on 2 points pertaining to service matters of Sh. Ram Krishan, Tehsildar and Sh. Roshan Lal, Kanungo of Samana Tehsil. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 26.04.2013.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for heaing on 13.06.2013 in the Commission.

3. During the hearing on 13.06.2013, the complainant stated that information on point no.2 of his RTI application has not been provided. However, today he tenders written statement that he has received the information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of.

4. During the last hearing on 13.06.2013 the respondent stated that information on point no.2 has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no.88/BC Khewat dated 06.06.2013. PIO has also submitted reply to the Notice of the Commission vide 
Cont……p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1647 of 2013

letter no.140/RTI dated 06.07.2013. At today’s hearing, the respondent states that the information sent to the complainant on point no.2 has been received back undelivered on accoint of refusal to receive. He further submits that the same has however been received by the complainant in the Commission today. In the end, he requests that since the complete information has been provided by the PIO, the instant complaint may be disposed of.

5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file, it is observed that requisite information has been provided by the PIO to the complainant to lattter’s satisfaction. Information seeker has also tendered written statement to this effect. No further action is required in the instant complaint which is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner 
