STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Appeal Case No. 3061 of 2015    

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, (94646-92553)

W.No. 12, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar, 

Near Mann Market, Amloh Road, 

Khanna, District-Ludhiana- 141401.






…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Council, Mandi

Gobindgarh, Ludhiana. 

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Deputy Director, Urban,

Local Bodies, Mini Sectt.,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





…Respondents

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jagjit Singh Judge, E.O-cum-PIO (9988772756), 
Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Clerk  (98888903132)

ORDER
1.
A letter from the appellant has been received in the Commission at diary no. 17172 dated 08.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  
2.
The respondent-PIO files additional written submission vide letter no. 175 dated 06.07.2016 mentioning therein that information in this case has been provided on 28.04.2016 to the appellant on receipt.   

3.
On the request of the appellant, the matter to come up now for further hearing on 17.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Appeal Case No. 3063 of 2015    

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, (94646-92553)

W.No. 12, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar, 

Near Mann Market, Amloh Road, 

Khanna, District-Ludhiana- 141401.






…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Council, Mandi

Gobindgarh, Ludhiana. 

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Deputy Director, Urban,

Local Bodies, Mini Sectt.,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





…Respondents

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Jagjit Singh, E.O-cum-PIO (9988772756), 

Sh. Bharat, Clerk  (98888903132)

ORDER
1.
A letter from the appellant has been received in the Commission at diary no. 17174 dated 08.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  

2.
The respondent-PIO files additional written submission vide letter no. 175 dated 06.07.2016 which is taken on record.  He states that the remaining  information on point no. 5 has been brought in the Commission to be given to the appellant by hand but since, he is not present in the Commission, the same shall be sent to him by registered post within two days.  
3.
On the request of the appellant, the matter to come up now for further hearing on 17.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Appeal Case No. 3065 of 2015    

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, (94646-92553)

W.No. 12, Street No.2, Kartar Nagar, 

Near Mann Market, Amloh Road, 

Khanna, District-Ludhiana- 141401.






…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Council, Mandi

Gobindgarh, Ludhiana. 

2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Deputy Director, Urban,

Local Bodies, Mini Sectt.,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





…Respondents

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Jagjit Singh, E.O-cum-PIO (9988772756), 

Sh. Bharat, Clerk  (98888903132)

ORDER
1.
A letter from the appellant has been received in the Commission at diary no. 17173 dated 08.07.2016 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought an adjournment.  

2.
The respondent-PIO files additional written submission vide letter no. 175 dated 06.07.2016 which is taken on record.  He states that the information in this case has been provided to the appellant

3.
On the request of the appellant, the matter to come up now for further hearing on 17.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 2865 of 2015 

Sh. Surinder Lal (M-8146589603)

R/o House No.34-A, Hira Nagar,

Patiala.






           ..…Complainant.


Versus


Information Officer,

O/o Director Investigation,

Excise and Taxation Department, Punjab,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.





    ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Surinder Lal, the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Maninder Singh, ETO.
ORDER
1.
 The complainant states that he has already sent written submission dated 30.05.2016 to the Commission mentioning therein that the proper investigation has not been done by the department.
2.
The respondent states that detailed reply in this regard has already been filed on 29.04.2016.  He further states that the similar issues have been raised by the complainant in Appeal Case No. 1505 of 2015 and Complaint Case No. 2865 of 2015 which has already been disposed of.  

3.
The matter to come up for orders on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 299 of 2016 

Date of institution:02.02.2016
Date of decision:08.07.2016
Shri Mohinder Singh, (78370-50098)

House No. 305, New Joginder Nagar, 

Jalandhar- 144006.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S)

Kapurthala. 





    


       ...Respondent

Present:-
Sh.Mohinder Singh, the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Mohan, Principal, (9888438749) Govt. Senior Secondary School, Bhanoki, and Sh. Manish Kumar, Clerk office of DEO (S) Kapurthala.

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 31.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 02.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2016 through video conference.
3.
The complainant states that he has received the copy of letter dated 26.05.2016 from the respondent. He further submits that the respondent has even destroyed the record pertaining to the Court Case which should not have been done.
Contd…p-2

Complaint Case No. 299 of 2016 

4.
The respondent states that the reply has already been filed on 26.05.2016 mentioning therein that the record has been destroyed with the directions of the competent authority.  
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant with which the latter is not satisfied. 
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 232 of 2016

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

H.No:1722, Sector:14,

Hisar-125001.






  
  ..…Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Punjab Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62,

Mohali.








                











     …..Respondent

2.
Public Information Officer,







O/o Department of Personnel, (IAS Branch),

Punjab, Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 






Present: -      None for the complainant.  
For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Sachdeva, Sr. Assistant (9988615851)  o/o Personnel  and Sh. Kamaljeet Singh, Sr. Assistant o/o DRDP.
ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. 
2.
The respondent no.1 files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record.  He states that the information on point no.2 has been sent to the complainant vide memo no.21/2/2016-3 R.D.E.3/305 dated 22.01.2016.  He further states that as regards information on point no. 1 the RTI application qua this was sent to the PIO o/o respondent no. 2. 


The respondent no. 2 states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed vide letter dated 22.06.2016.  In his reply mentioned that RTI application qua point no.2 was received on 27.01.2016 from the respondent no.1 under 
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Section 6(3) of the RTI Act and the complainant was asked vide letter dated 01.02.2016 to deposit the assessed fee of Rs. 2344/- which has yet not been deposited by the complainant.  He further states that similar RTI application is subject matter Appeal Case No. 696 of 2016 is also listed for hearing on 25.07.016 and request that both the cases may be clubbed for hearing on 25.07.2016.  
3.
The matter to come up for consideration on 25.07.2016 at 02:00 PM.

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 303 of 2016 

Date of institution:27.01.2016

Date of decision:08.07.2016

Shri Mohinder Singh, (78370-50098)

House No. 305, New Joginder Nagar, 

Jalandhar- 144006.







    …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Circle Education Officer,

Jalandhar. 


2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School,

Bhanoki, Phagwara, District-Kapurthala. 






    





       ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Mohinder Singh, the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Mohan, Principal, (9888438749) Govt. Senior Secondary School, Bhanoki. 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 08.10.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 27.01.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2016 through video conference.

3.
The complainant states that though he has received the information but he is not satisfied with the information.  He further states that information should be provided to him in sequence wise as to which official has received the record from to whom and on what date.  
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Complaint Case No. 303 of 2016 

4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed.  He further files written submission dated  31.05.2016,  which is taken on record.  He further states that certified copies are handed over to the complainant by hand. 

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that though the information sought by the complainant is evasive yet it has been provided by the PIO to the complainant.  
Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).

The complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, if he is dissatisfied and if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the Complaint Case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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.  1452 of 2015
Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur (M-9653054940)

Village and Post Office: Rasulpur (Mallah),

Tehsil Jagraon,

District  Ludhiana-142035.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Jalandhar.



3. Public Information Officer,
O/o SHO, Police Station, 



City Jagraon. 



Distt:Ludhiana.



              

…...Respondents

Present:   
Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, appellant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, ASI. P.S. City Jagraon (9779600292)
ORDER
1.     During the hearing on 30.05.2016, the appellant had requested for an adjournment to file reply qua affidavit dated 30.05.2016 submitted by the respondent. The reply to this effect has been received in the Commission at diary no. 15004 dated 14.06.2016.  

2.    The respondent states that the copy of reply submitted by the appellant has yet not been received.  
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Appeal Case No.  1452  of 2015
 3.
A copy of reply dated 14.06.2016 filed by the appellant is given to the respondent who is directed to file written submission before the next date of hearing in response to the said reply. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 23.08.2016 at 02:00 P.M.

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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.255 of 2016 

Date of institution:01.01.2016

Date of decision: 08.07.2016

Sh. Vijay Kumar (88724-82768)

S/o Lt. Sh. Matu Ram,

Village-Nagari, P.O. Gige Majra, Distt. S.A.S. Nagar. 

                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Kharar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

S.A.S. Nagar. 






…...Respondent

 Present:   
Sh. Rajinder Shukla on behalf of the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Lal Chand, Panchayat Secretary-PIO (84376-00586).

ORDER
1. The RTI application in this case is dated 01.04.2015 and the information has been sought from PIO office of DRDP on 6 points about funds received, expenditure incurred, income from contract of agriculture land and work done under MGNREGA in Gram Panchayat Nagari of district S.A.S. Nagar.  First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on 10.06.2015 of department of RDP and then second appeal in the Commission on 01.01.2016 under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.03.2016 in the Commission. 

3. During the hearing on 14.03.2016 the appellant stated that though the information has been provided to him by the respondent by hand but a considerable delay has been caused and therefore penalty be imposed to the respondent and he should be awarded compensation.   
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Appeal Case No.255 of 2016 

4. During the hearing on 14.03.2016 the respondent filed reply to the Notice of the Commission and stated that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by hand. Sh. Lal Chand, Panchayat Secretary-PIO filed reply to the show cause notice and explained the cause of delay stating that the information could not be provided earlier as the record was in the custody of Sarpanch Smt. Manjeet Kaur who was suffering from cancer of throat and that it was inappropriate to ask her to provide the information as she was going through the treatment of ailment. He has further stated in his reply that when the health of Sarpanch improved then the information was provided to the appellant. A letter from Sarpanch along with her medical report of PGI has been submitted by the PIO in support of his contention. The respondent also stated that there was no intentional delay in providing the information to the appellant and that the delay has been caused only on account of ailment of Sarpanch. 

5. After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant has been provided by the respondent by hand in the Commission during the hearing on 14.03.2016. The written reply to the show cause notice submitted by Sh. Lal Chand, Panchayat Secretary-PIO and explanation tendered by him availing the opportunity of personal hearing entail that the delay has been caused primarily because the record was in the custody of Sarpanch Smt. Manjeet Kaur who was suffering from the throat cancer and was undergoing treatment in PGI, Chandigarh. It is ascertained that the delay is not without a reasonable cause and therefore it is not malafide. In wake 
Contd………..p 3

Appeal Case No.255 of 2016 

of this the show cause notice issued to Sh. Lal Chand, Panchayat Secretary is hereby discharged. However, Sh. Lal Chand, Panchayat Secretary is hereby strictly cautioned to be careful in future and is directed to deal with the request for seeking information by following the spirit of RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, this 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:08.07.2016


                             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.110 of 2016 

Date of institution:11.01.2016
Date of decision:08.07.2016

Smt. Balwant Kaur, (75894-52058)

w/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

R/o Village Khutiya Gulab Singhm P.O. Lambi,

Tehsil Malot, District- Sri Mukatsar Sahib.



    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E)

Patiala. 





    


...Respondent

Present:   
Smt. Balwant Kaur, the complainant assisted by Sh. Jagshir Singh.
For the respondent: Sh.  Sandeep, Junior Assistant (94173-66600).

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 07.10.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in her RTI application. She filed complaint in the Commission on 11.01.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 14.03.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to her by the respondent. 
4.
The respondent states that the Postal Order  was submitted with the application for the year 2014 which was invalid and that the information was sought about CWP No:1836/2006 instead of Writ No:18362 of 2006 that is why the information has not been provided to the complainant. 
Contd…p-2

Complaint Case No.110 of 2016 

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record as available on file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the complainant was not specific.  Moreover the postal order, as processing fee, also turned out to be invalid.  I agree with the contention of the respondent that the information cannot be provided to the complainant on account of invalidity of the postal order and as well mentioning of wrong number of CWP.   The Commission advises to the complainant to seek the specific information from the respondent department filling RTI application afresh alongwith a valid postal order as processing fee.   The instant Complaint Case is devoid of merit which is hereby dismissed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 3998 of 2015

Date of institution:08.12.2015
Date of decision:08.07.2016
Sh.  Ramandeep Singh Chawla,

House No.2695, Sector - 44-C,

Near St Joseph School, Chandigarh.





..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise and

Taxation Commissioner,

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise and

Taxation Commissioner,

 Bathinda.    







   …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Rajpreet Singh, Inspector (8968355885).

ORDER
1.
 The appellant in this case has sought information vide his undated RTI application about "copy of six months record under Punjab Liquor License Rule No.38(1)(C) " from the respondent .  On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate authority on 27.08.2015 and the second appeal in the Commission on 08.12.2015 under Section 19 of the RTI Act 2005.
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.02.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant did not attend the three hearings consequently and as such was proceeded ex-parte on 30.05.2016.  Today also, the appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
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Appeal Case No. 3998 of 2015

4.
During the hearing on 04.02.2016, the respondent filed reply  dated 21.01.2016 to the Notice of the Commission  mentioning therein that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the reply filed by the respondent, it is ascertained, that the information sought by the appellant has been provided to him vide letter dated 22.01.2016.  The appellant has not attended any of the four hearings conducted by the Commission entailing thereby that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent and does not intend to follow up this case further.   In wake of above, this 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:08.07.2016


                             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. 4034  of 2015 

Shri  Lal Chand (M-9814867290)

S/o Shri Rikhi  Ram,

House No.1153,  Phase 3B2,

(Sector 60),  SAS Nagar-160059.
   


           ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Assistant Excise and 

Taxation  Commissioner, 

Sector 68,  SAS Nagar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Assistant Excise and 

Taxation  Commissioner, 

Sector 68,  SAS Nagar.  




   …...Respondent

Present:
Shri Lal Chand, appellant, in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Vikram Jeet Singh, Inspector (9888057813)
ORDER
1. To come up for consideration on 24.08.2016 at 2.00PM.
2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 3978 of 2015 

Sh.  Ramandeep Singh Chawla,

House No.2695, Sector - 44-C,

Near St Joseph School, Chandigarh.




           ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise and

Taxation Commissioner,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise and

Taxation Commissioner,

 Patiala.    





   

…...Respondent
Present:
None for the parties.
ORDER
1. Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence. 
2.
Both the parties have not attended the hearing consecutively thrice and therefore last opportunity is given to them to follow up this case in the Commission failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken. The matter is adjourned for hearing now 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM. 
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of  the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016.


                     
        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. 235 of  2016 

Shri Ramandeep Singh Chawla, (98559-10899)

S/o Shri Tejinder Singh Chawla, 
House No. 2695, Sector-44-C, Chandigarh.




.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Department, 
Patiala. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, 
Patiala. 







…...Respondent

Present:
None for the parties.
ORDER
1.
Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence. 

2.
Both the parties have not attended the hearing consecutively thrice and therefore last opportunity is given to them to follow up this case in the Commission failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken. The matter is adjourned for hearing now 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM. 
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of  the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 4155 of 2015 

Date of institution:21.12.2015
Date of decision:08.07.2016
Sh. Kawaldeep Singh (M-8872883772)

H.No.501/2, Dooma Wali Gali,

Patiala-147001.






       .…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Judicial Magistrate,

District Court Complex,

Amritsar- 143001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Judicial Magistrate,

District Court Complex,

Amritsar-143001.   





    ...Respondent

Present:
None present.

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 15.12.2015 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 17.12.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 21.12.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.01.2016 in the Commission.

3.
 On the last date of hearing, last opportunity was given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission inspite of that he has not attended today's hearing.  No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absences.  
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4.
The respondent is also absent without any intimation to the Commission.  The reply has already been filed by the respondent on the last hearing to the show cause notice mentioning therein that the sought for information has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 24.02.2016.  
5.
The perusal of the file indicates that the information has been provided to the appellant by respondent vide letter dated 24.02.2016 and that the appellant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information provided.  The reply to the show cause notice issued to Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Reader-cum-PIO is found satisfactory and therefore, it is hereby discharged.  The appellant has not attended the information in the Commission consequently thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to follow up his case further.   In wake of aforementioned, this 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: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 4153 of 2015 

Date of institution:18.12.2015
Date of decision:08.07.2016

Sh. Kawaldeep Singh (M-8872883772)

H.No.501/2, Dooma Wali  Gali,

Patiala-147001.






       .…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Judicial Magistrate,

District Court Complex,


Amritsar- 143001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Judicial Magistrate,

District Court Complex,

Amritsar-143001.   





    ...Respondent

Present:
None present.

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 14.12.2015 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 17.12.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 16.12.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.01.2016 in the Commission.

3.
 On the last date of hearing, last opportunity was given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission inspite of that he has not attended today's hearing.  No intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absences.  

Contd…p-2

Appeal Case No. 4153 of 2015 

4.
The respondent is also absent without any intimation to the Commission.  The reply has already been filed by the respondent on the last hearing to the show cause notice mentioning therein that the sought for information has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 24.02.2016.  

5.
The perusal of the file indicates that the information has been provided to the appellant by respondent vide letter dated 24.02.2016 and that the appellant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information provided.  The reply to the show cause notice issued to Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Reader-cum-PIO is found satisfactory and therefore, it is hereby discharged.  The appellant has not attended the information in the Commission consequently thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to follow up his case further.   In wake of aforementioned, this 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: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 252 of 2016

Sh. Surinder Lal (81465-89603),

R/o #34-A, Hira Nagar,

Near Park, Patiala-147001.



           
…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director (Investigation),

Excise & Taxation Deptt. (Punjab.),

Bhupindra Road, Patiala. 



First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, (Punjab.),

Bhupindra Road, Patiala. 






    ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Surinder Lal, the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Maninder Singh, ETO (9417004990) 

ORDER
1. The complainant states that an adjournment may be given to him to file written submission in response to reply dated 28.04.2016 filed by the respondent.  
2. The respondent sates that a joint reply in Complaint Case No:2865 of 2015 and Complaint Case No:252/2016 has already been sent to the Commission. 
3. The matter is adjourned for written submission of the complainant in response to the reply dated 28.04.2016 of the respondent.  The matter to come up for further hearing now on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 P.M.
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 08.07.2016


                     
        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. 452 of 2016
Date of institution:22.01.2016
Date of decision: 08.07.2016
Ms. Birpal Kaur,

W/o Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

VPO: Tohra, Tehsil:Nabha,

Distt: Patiala.









..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shri Guru Granth Sahib

World University, Fatehgarh

Sahib.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Shri Guru Granth Sahib

World University, Fatehgarh

Sahib.

…...Respondent.

Present:   
Ms. Birpal Kaur, appellant, in person (7589285115).

For the respondent: Sh. Rahul Dhawan, A.R (Est)-cum-PIO (987668770).

ORDER
2. The RTI application is dated 09.11.2015 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 11.12.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 22.01.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 17.03.2016 in the Commission.
Contd……….p 2
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3.
The appellant states that though the deficiency pointed out have been removed by the respondent vide letter no. 150/RTI  dated 01.07.2016 but the copies attached alongwith are illegible and that legible copies have been provided by the respondent by hand today in the Commission.  
4.
The respondent- PIO states that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant has been removed vide letter no. 150/RTI  dated 01.07.2016.   He further states that copy thereof is placed on record of the Commission today and that another set of legible copies has been provided by hand to the appellant in the Commission.  
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant vide letter dated 01.07.2016.  No further action is required in this Appeal 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: 08.07.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
