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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, Mohali- 160059.






    -------------Appellant









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,

Chandigarh-160001.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana,

Chandigarh-160001.






-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 3740 of  2015

Present:-
Shri H.S.Hundal appellant in person.

Shri Inder Singh, PIO alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The RTI application is dated 10.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker had sought information on 10 points as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed First Appeal with the competent authority for supply of remaining pages relating to points at Sr. Nos.1 and 2.  He filed Second Appeal in the Commission on 18.11.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.  
           Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 14.01.2016.

3.
          As per the previous orders, the PIO was directed to provide break-up of 55 pages by making a mention of the correspondence and noting etc., if any.  In compliance to that order, they have submitted a detailed history of the case containing 55 pages vide their letter dated 16.3.2016.

4.

The respondents say that now the total number of pages in-question, has been increased from 55 pages to 225 pages including correspondence, noting and reports etc. and they have no objection in supplying the copies of these documents as well on deposit of necessary fee. The appellant wants to have copies of all these documents as stated by him during the hearing.  He is advised to pay necessary fee for these documents as per its applicability under the Rules of the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  On receipt of necessary fee from the appellant, the respondents are directed to supply copies of these documents within a period of 7 days thereof. With these observations the case filed in the Commission is disposed of and closed.  Copy of this order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-

       


                                  


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated :  10th May,  2016


                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, Mohali- 160059.





            -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

District- Ludhiana- 141001.






-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2721 of 2015

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal complainant in person.



Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous orders dated 06.04.2016 vide which Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot was directed to get an inquiry conducted whether RTI application, notice and orders of the Commission were received in his office or not. He was also directed to send inquiry report to the Commission for its perusal before the next date of hearing i.e.10.5.2016 as to why these notices were seen and necessary action was not taken by him.  Till today, no report has been received in the Commission. 

2.

The PIO-Tehsildar, Raikot submits during the hearing that may be the then concerned dealing hand not put up the papers to him and he did not see them.  He is directed to inquire into the matter and take necessary action at his level and in case he is not competent to do the same then he may make a reference to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana for doing the needful and taking departmental action against the erring officials.  

3.

The complainant states that respondent-PIO office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana should supply the necessary information and not the PIO/Tehsildar, Raikot.  The respondent-PIO is directed to supply information before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 02.06.2016 at 11.30 A.M.  Last chance is given to the respondent-PIO to provide requisite information before the next date of hearing.  


Sd/-




                                  


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated :  10th May,  2016


                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        




            
             

 Punjab
CC: PIO, O/o DC Ludhiana for compliance pl.
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, Mohali- 160059.





 -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot,

District- Ludhiana- 141009.





 -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2719 of 2015,

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal complainant in person.



Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous orders dated 06.04.2016 vide which Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot was directed to get an inquiry conducted whether RTI application, notice and orders of the Commission were received in his office or not. He was also directed to send inquiry report to the Commission for its perusal before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 10.5.2016 as to why these notices were not seen and necessary action was not taken by him.  Till today, no report has been received in the Commission. 

2.

The PIO-Tehsildar, Raikot submits during the hearing that may be the then concerned dealing hand not put up the papers to him and he did not see them.  He is directed to inquire into the matter and take necessary action at his level and in case he is not competent to do the same then he may make a reference to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana for doing the needful and taking departmental action against the erring officials.  

3.

The Commission is of the view to take action under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 but the complainant requests that he is more interested to get the information instead of taking action against the PIO. Last chance is given to the respondent-PIO to provide the information before the next date of hearing.  
4.

To come up on 02.06.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


Sd/-

       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated : 10th May,  2016


                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, Mohali- 160059.






 -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot,

District- Ludhiana- 141009.






 -------------Respondent.

      Complaint Case No. 2722 of 2015

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal complainant in person.



Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous orders dated 06.04.2016 vide which Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot was directed to get an inquiry conducted whether RTI application, notice and orders of the Commission were received in his office or not. He was also directed to send inquiry report to the Commission for its perusal before the next date of hearing i.e. 10.5.2016 as to why these notices not were seen and necessary action was not taken by him.  Till today, no report has been received in the Commission. 

2.

The PIO-Tehsildar, Raikot submits during the hearing that may be the then concerned dealing hand not put up the papers to him and he did not see them.  He is directed to inquire into the matter and take necessary action at his level and in case he is not competent to do the same then he may make a reference to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana for doing the needful and taking departmental action against the erring officials.  

3.

The Commission is of the view to take action under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 but the complainant requests that he is more interested to get the information instead of taking action against the PIO. Last chance is given to the respondent-PIO to provide the information before the next date of hearing.  

4.

To come up on 02.06.2016 at 11.30 A.M.

Sd/-

       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated : 10th May,  2016


                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh Toderwal,

President, Village Toderwal

P.O. Babalpur, Tehsil Nagar

District Patiala 

…..Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur

…..Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3055 of 2015

Present : 
Shri Raj Singh Toderwal appellant in person

Mr. Munish, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondents

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 31.03.2016 vide which the respondent-PIO was directed to pay an amount of compensation of Rs.5000/- to the appellant from the State Exchequer.  On asking from the representative of the respondent-PIO, he states that they have written to the concerned branch for taking necessary action.  The respondents are directed to pursue the matter with the concerned branch and try to make the payment of compensation before the next date of hearing.

2.

The appellant further states that he has received the information, which is not attested.  The respondents are supplying the attested copies of the documents to the appellant during the hearing.  The appellant is advised to go through the same and revert back to the authorities, in case of any deficiency found in the information, so provided.  On receipt of the rebuttal, the respondents are directed to remove the deficiencies before the next date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 02.06.2016 at 11.30 A.M.

Sd/-
 ( S.S. Channy)



Dated May 10, , 2016   



           Chief Information Commissioner
                        






   
             Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82,  District Courts,

Phase 3 B 1, Mohali.






……Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot (Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







……. Respondents.

Appeal Case No.92 of 2016

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal appellant in person.


Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot-cum-PIO  through Video Conference.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 7.4.2016 vide which the respondents were asked to get in touch with the appellant to know whether he has received the information or not.  The appellant vide his e-mail received in the Commission on 10.05.2016 has stated that information has not been provided to him as per his RTI application.  The appellant further stated that no communication/information has been received regarding checking whether the information has been received or not.  The respondents are directed to interact with the appellant and supply the information to him as per his RTI application dated 5.10.2015 before the next date of hearing i.e. 2.6.2016.  
2.

To come up on 2.6.2016 at 11.30 A.M.

Sd/-
 ( S.S. Channy)



Dated May 10, , 2016   



           Chief Information Commissioner
                        






   
             Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82,  District Courts,

Phase 3 B 1, Mohali.






……Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot (Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







……. Respondents.

Appeal Case No.109 of 2016
Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal appellant in person.


Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot-cum-PIO  through Video Conference.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 7.4.2016 vide which the respondents were asked to get in touch with the appellant to know whether he has received the information or not.  The appellant vide his e-mail received in the Commission on 10.05.2016 has stated that information has not been provided to him as per his RTI application.  The appellant further stated that no communication/information has been received regarding checking whether the information has been received or not.  The respondents are directed to interact with the appellant and supply the information to him as per his RTI application dated 8.10.2015 before the next date of hearing i.e. 2.6.2016.  

2.

To come up on 2.6.2016 at 11.30 A.M.

Sd/-
 ( S.S. Channy)



Dated May 10, 2016   



           Chief Information Commissioner
                        






   
             Punjab.

