STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case Nos. 523,  650, 633 & 945 of 2015 

Shri  Kuldip Singh (M-9876088840)

House No.1085, Sector 70,








S.A.S. Nagar.







    …..Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.                                             


              …...Respondent

Present:
Shri Kuldip Singh, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Superintendent –APIO and 

Sh. Bipan Kumar, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER
1. These appeals were being heard. After hearing of three appeals when Appeal Case no. 945 of 2015 was taken up the appellant stated that he was not satisfied with the hearing of his cases conducted by this Bench and he does not expect justice from this Bench. 

2. The respondent files written submission which is taken on record. 
3. In view of the aforementioned, all these four appeal cases are sent to the Registry for reallocation to some other bench for hearing. I hereby reccuse from hearing these cases.   
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of this order be placed on each Appeal Case nos. 523,  650, 633 & 945 of 2015 and also be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-  
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.06.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
CC:


Deputy Registrar

(Case file of Appeal Case nos. 523, 650, 633 & 945 of 2015 attached). 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 949 of 2015 

Date of institution:06.04.2015
Date of decision: 09.06.2015
Sh. Khushi Mohamad s/o Sh. Ghill Mohamad,

VPO Nangla, Tehsil Sunam,

District Sangrur.







.…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur. 






      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Khushi Mohamad, complainant in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).  
 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 06.01.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 06.04.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 09.06.2015 in the Commission.

3. Sh. Khushi Mohamad, complainant is present in the Commission during the hearing and he states that the information has yet not been provided to him. 
4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. The respondent states that the RTI application contains reference of six applications sent to different officers and the complainant has sought information regarding action thereon. The respondent further states that the applicant has not mentioned number and date of these applications. He further adds that a report has been received from SHO, Sadar Chhajli, District Sangrur 
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which clarifies that no application has been submitted by Sh. Khushi Mohamad, complainant. However, Sh. Khushi Mohamad's son Pawandeep Khan has given application against Sh. Nahar Singh, SDO, Lehragaga and that on inquiry these applications have been filed on allegations not substantiated. 

5. After hearing both the parties and perusing the reply to the notice of the Commission submitted by the respondent, it is observed that the RTI application of Sh. Khushi Mohamad is not correctly framed. There is no mention of number and date of his applications mentioned therein nor copies of such applications are available on record. I agree with the contents of the reply to the notice submitted by the respondent. The complaint is devoid of merit and as such, this Complaint Case is disposed of and closed. 
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.06.2015


                     
        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.  1316 of 2015 

Sh. H. S. Hundal (M-9878500082),

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Phase-3 B I, SAS Nagar-160059.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Magistrate,
S.A.S. Nagar. 

     2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Magistrate,

S.A.S. Nagar. 
   




              …...Respondent

Present:   
None present. 
ORDER
1. The appellant is not present at today's hearing. However, an e-mail letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 14548 dated 09.06.2015 requesting therein that the respondent may be directed to provide him complete point-wise information and has also requested for an adjournment.  
2. None on behalf of the respondent is present at today's hearing. However, the respondent has sent a letter no. 1494/RTI dated 25.05.2015 with which a copy of letter dated 27.04.2015 has been enclosed vide which information was sent to the appellant. 
3. On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 10.07.2015 at 2:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-  

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.06.2015


                     
        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.  1322 of 2015 

Date of institution:17.04.2015
Date of decision: 09.06.2015
Sh. A.K. Malhotra,

#2821 College Road,

Roopnagar. 








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Secretary-cum-Director Treasuries & Accounts,
SCO-95-98 Punjab Finance Corporation Building,

Sector- 17-B, Chandigarh. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary, Finance Department, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


              …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. A.K. Malhotra, appellant in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Malkit Singh, Superintendent and Sh. Paramdeep Singh, Junior Assistant. 
 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 18.11.2014 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 23.01.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 17.04.2015 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 tenders in writing that he has received the information comprising of 72 pages by hand today in the Commission from the respondent vide letter dated 09.06.2015.
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4.
The respondent files reply dated 09.06.2015 to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. The respondent states that complete information comprising of 72 pages has been provided to the appellant by hand in the Commission today.
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information comprising of 72 pages has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 09.06.2015 to the appellant by hand today in the Commission to the satisfaction of the latter. In view of the aforementioned, 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: 09.06.2015


                     
        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.  1354 of 2015
Date of institution:22.04.2015
Date of decision: 09.06.2015  

Sh. Mohamad Hanif,(98550-78694).
R/o Marft Rahiman Diary,

Gopu Padha Street, Sadr Bazar,

Nabha-147201.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent of Police (D),

Patiala. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Zone,

Patiala.






              …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.   

For the respondent: Sh. Hakam Singh, H.C. (94643-92733).

 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 19.01.2015 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 09.03.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 22.04.2015 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 is not present in the Commission at today's hearing. However an e-mail letter has been received in the Commission at dairy no. 13086 dated 25.05.2015 stating therein that he has received the relevant information and the case may be closed. 
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4.
Sh. Hakam Singh, H.C on behalf of the respondent files reply vide letter dated 08.06.2015 to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. The respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 161/36AC/929 dated 28.04.2015 a copy of which has been enclosed with his reply. The respondent further states that the appellant has received the information under receipt dated 05.06.2015.  
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 28.04.2015 to the appellant under receipt dated 05.06.2015. In view of the aforementioned, the instant 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: 09.06.2015


                     
        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.  1213 of 2015 

Sh. Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolewal Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana-123455.







.…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:   
Sh. Jasbir Singh, appellant in person.  

For the respondent: Sh. Balkar Singh o/o DTO. 
ORDER
1. The appellant states that he has sent his written submission on 08.06.2015  stating therein that he has not received the information so far where PIO has written to him vide letter dated 21.05.2015 that he can inspect the record. He states that he is unable to go to Ferozepur and requests that the PIO may be directed to provide him the information by post. 
2. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He undertakes to send the information by registered post within four days to the appellant. 
3. The PIO o/o DTO, Ferozepur is hereby directed to provide the information as available on record by registered post to the appellant within this week i.e. before 12.06.2015. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.07.2015 at 2:00 P.M.

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

Sd/-  

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.06.2015


                     
        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 

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. 

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 appellant states that on his RTI application the respondent has replied vide letter dated 16.02.2015 that application dated 03.08.2012 has not been received in the office of the respondent, is not correct. However, he hands over copy of application dated 03.08.2012 to the respondent in the Commission whereby SDM, Samana marked it to SHO, Samana. 
2. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record, mentioning therein that the application dated 03.08.2012 has not been received in the office of the respondent and the applicant was intimated vide letter dated 16.02.2015 accordingly.
 3.
The respondent is directed to produce certified copies of the receipt register for the month of August, 2012. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 07.07.2015 at 2:00 P.M.
 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 09.06.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
