STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gursharanbir Singh,

C/o Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, Phase: 3-B-1 District Courts, S.A.S. Nagar.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, MOGA – 142001.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1340 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for  the  complainant.

Shri Balkaran Singh,   Excise Inspector, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Gursharanbir Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  31.12.2014,   addressed to PIO, sought various information/documents on 9 points regarding issuance of  life time L 50 Licence.

2.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2015, when  the respondent handed  over information to the Ld. Counsel for the appellant in the court , who after perusing the information informed  that the provided information was  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today. 
3.

Today, the respondent submits that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant and no observations have been received from. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.
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4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.
 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasoolpur,

VPO: Rasoolpur (Mallah),

Distt. Ludhiana- 142035.







…Appellant








Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Magistrate, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Magistrate, Ludhiana.



3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,


Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.


4.
Public Information Officer,


Tehsil Welfare Officer, Jagraon,


District: Ludhiana.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2009 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri S. P. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the  Appellant.
Shri Manjit Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Jagraon,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasoolpur , Appellant vide an RTI application dated  , addressed to PIO, sought action taken repot regarding non payment of Shagun Money to Shri Malkiat Singh of Agwar Gujran. 

2.

The case was last heard on 21.10.2015, when Shri Suresh Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of District Welfare Officer, Ludhiana, appearing   on behalf of the respondents, informed  that RTI application of the appellant had  been transferred to their office only on 19.10.2015. He sought   some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted and the case was adjourned for today.
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3.

Today,  Shri Manjit Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, Jagraon,  appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submits a  copy of letter No. 1783, dated 04.12.2015, addressed to Director Scheduled Casts and Backward Classes, Welfare Department, Punjab Chandigarh from District Welfare Officer, Ludhiana vide which Director Scheduled Casts and Backward Classes, Welfare Department, Punjab Chandigarh, has been requested to revalidate the cheques so that Shagun Money could be paid  to the beneficiaries. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to pursue the matter with Director Scheduled Casts and Backward Classes, Welfare Department, Punjab Chandigarh at personal  level and supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
4.

Adjourned to  09.02.2016  at 11.00 A.M.

  Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10-12-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

V&PO: Rasulpur, District: Ludhiana. 





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 713 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shr Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, appellant, in person.

Shri Balwinder Singh Randhawa, D.S.P.(D) Jagraon,  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  26.11.2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information alongwith copies of documents regarding filing an FIR against  Shri Gurinder Singh, the then SHO. He also sought inspection of concerned  file.

2.

The case was last heard on 21.10.2015 when a letter No. 443/RTI, dated 19.10.2015 was  received from SSP Ludhiana(Rural) requesting for  adjournment of the case to some other date due to law and order problem in the District, which was accepted.  The PIO was  again directed to supply requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant submits a copy of report dated 03.11.2015 of an inquiry conducted by D.G.P., Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh,  alongwith his representation No. 1210, dated 10.12.2015, which is handed over to the respondent for taking appropriate necessary action.  He submits a copy of the same to the Commission, which is taken on record.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply Action Taken Report on the Inquiry Report of DGP,  Human Rights Commission and the representation of the appellant, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to  03.03.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  








                   Sd/-                        

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. H.S Hundal, (Advocate)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Committee,

Moga- 142001

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,


Moga.








…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 809 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Rajiv Kumar, Building Inspector,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 06.12.2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10 points regarding the CLU case of Godawri Hyundai Car Dealers running a Car Agency on Ludhiana Road. 

The case was last heard on 21.10.2015, when  the respondent handed  over copies of Notifications to the appellant in the court. The appellant informed  that information regarding Point  No. 6 had  been supplied but  the remaining information was  still pending. He submitted  that his RTI application was  pending since 06.12.2014 but complete information had not still not been supplied to him. He submitted    that necessary action under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005 might  be taken against the PIO for the delay in the supply of complete information  and he might  be suitably compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him during  this long period. 

2.

After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, it was  directed that copy of lay-out Plan of said Car Agency approved under Factories Act be provided to the appellant alongwith ownership documents of the Agency. Besides, a Show-Cause Notice was  issued to the PIO to explain reasons through a duly attested Affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of 
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Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why a suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him during this long period. He/She  was  also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing to explain reasons in person, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits that the PIO is not able to attend hearing today as she has to appear in Punjab & Haryana High Court in connection with a Writ Petition. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant and submit reply to the Show-Cause Notice issued to her on the last date of hearing. She is also given an opportunity of personal hearing, failing which action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against her, ex-parte.
4.

Adjourned to  02.02.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  










    Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamalpreet Singh,

H.No.85-G, Gobind Nagar,

Model Town, Patiala.




     

  …Complainant
Versus   
Public Information Officer

o/o Joint Secretary, DDRO,

Indian Red Cross Society, Patiala.




…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3096 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
None for the   complainant.
Shri Pritpal Singh Sidhu, Secretary, Red Cross-cum-PIO-cum-DDRO,   on behalf of the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 19-10-2014  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Kamalpreet Singh sought various information/documents on 7 points regarding DDRC Scheme being pursued in DDRC Centre Patiala.

2.


The case was last heard on 21.10.2015, when a letter No. DDRC/PTA/2015/581,  dated 18.09.2015 was  from Secretary-cum-PIO vide which an affidavit had  been sent, as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing,  with a copy to the complainant.  The  complainant submitted  that information had been supplied to him but it was  late  by about 12 months.  Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to submit a written submission, on the next date of hearing,  explaining   reasons in detail for the delay in the supply of in formation to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today. 
3.


Today, the respondent makes  a written submission explaining reasons for delay. I am fully satisfied with the plea put forth by the PIO. 
4.


Hence the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10-12-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh Toderwal,

Village, Toderwal, PO: Babarpur,

Tehsil Nabha, District:  Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2606  of 2015

Order

Present: 
 None on behalf of appellant.

Ms. Neetu Rani, Clerk, office of D.C. Patiala; Shri Hoshiar Singh, Panchayat Secretary Nabha, office of DDPO Patiala and Shri Parveen  Kumar, Head Constable of the office of SSP Patiala, on behalf of respondent-PIO.
Shri Raj Singh Toderwal Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-04-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on cases No. 983/19/15/2014, 991/19/15/2014 and 993/19/15/2014 heard by National Human Rights Commission at UT Guest House on 26-11-2014.

2.

The case was last heard on 30.10.2015, when a letter dated 30.10.2015 was  received through FAX from the appellant informing that he  was  not able to attend hearing due to ill health. He further informed that information had  not been supplied to him as yet. He   requested to  adjourn the case  to some other date. 
3.

Ms. Neetu Rani , Clerk, appearing on behalf of respondent-PIO,  submitted  a letter No. 498/C-4, dated 28.10.2015 from APIO-cum-Superintendent Grade-2  informing that the requisite information running  into 23 pages  had been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 249/C-4, dated 24.04.2015 regarding Case No. 991/19/2014 and Case No. 993/15/2014 .  A copy of provided information was  enclosed with the said letter.  Regarding  case No. 983/19/15/2014 it was  informed that it related  to DDPO, Patiala and he had  been  asked vide letter No. 640, dated 09.09.2015, to supply requisite information to the appellant.  
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4.

After the hearing was  over, Shri Hoshiar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Nabha appeared  before the Commission  and submitted  letter No. 2619. Dated 28-10-2015 from DDPO, Patiala informing that a  complaint filed by Mrs. Surjit Kaur, ex-Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Toderwal   with the Punjab State Scheduled Castes Commission, had  been  sent  to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Nabha for conducting an inquiry  and the enquiry report had  not been received from the SDM  Nabha as yet.  It was  assured by DDPO Patiala that as and when  inquiry report was  received from the SDM Nabha, the requisite  information would l be supplied to the appellant. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

A letter dated 10.12.2015 has been received from the appellant through FAX informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. 

6.

Ms. Neetu Rani, Clerk, office of D.C. Patiala submits that the information regarding  Cases No. 991 and 993 relating to office of D.C. Patiala has already been supplied to the appellant.  She requests that PIO of the office of D.C. Patiala may be exempted from appearance during further hearings.  Accordingly, the PIO of the office of D.C. Patiala is exempted from appearance during future  hearings in this case.
7.

  Regarding Case No. 983, Shri Hoshiar Singh, Panchayat Secretary Nabha submits that an inquiry is being conducted into the matter and the Inquiry Report has not been received as  yet. 
8.

Shri Parveen Kumar, Head Constable,  submits a letter No. 1799, dated 07.12.2015 from PIO-SSP, Patiala  informing that an inquiry into the matter  is being conducted by  Shri H.S.Bhullar, IGP. 
9.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.
10.

Adjourned to 25-02-2016  at 11.00 A.M. 






Sd/-








 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10 -12 -2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Manjit Singh,

H.M. 1096, Ranjit Avenue,  Block – C, Amritsar.



…..Appellant

                                Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,
SCO No. 177-178, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Principal Secretary Transport, Punjab,


Punjab Civil Secretariat – 2, Sector:9, 
Chandigarh.

….Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3067 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Davinder Kumar, PIO-cum-Superintendent, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 02.07.2015,        addressed to PIO, sought attested copy of proceedings of the meeting of the Departmental Promotion Committee held on 15.06.2004 to fill the post of Service Engineer by promotion.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 17.08.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated        17.09.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23.09.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent has brought the requisite information for handing over to the appellant, who is not present. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send the duly attested  information to the appellant by registered post.
4.

Since the brought information is exactly as per the RTI application of the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 







Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10.12.2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Ujagar Singh,

Street No. 01, Mann Colony,

Near Baba Mukand Singh Senior

Secondary School, Daba, District: Ludhiana.





…Appellant

                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Barnala.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1177 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Ujagar Singh,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Amarbir Singh Sidhu, SDM, Barnala,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Ujagar Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 29.12.2014, addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on a complaint dated 11.07.2013 against District Development and Panchayat Officer, Barnala. 

2.

The case was last heard on 21.10.2015, when  the respondent informed that inquiry report had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expresses dis-satisfaction while stating that the provided information was  still incomplete. In those circumstances, the PIO was  directed to explain the factual position of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay since the RTI application was  pending since 29.12.2014, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs  that the provided information is still incomplete. After detailed deliberations,  the respondent asserts that the information, available on record has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. He submits a written submission to this effect, which is handed over to the appellant, a copy of which is retained in the Commission file. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and  closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Singh,

S/o Shri Jatinder Singh,

R/o Gali No. 1, Gurpreet Nagar, Dhaba,

Ludhiana – 141014.








…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




……Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  242 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.

None  for  the respondents.

Shri  Gurinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.10.2014,   addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 13.08.2014 against Ms. Preeti, Shri Jagdeep Singh,  Smt. Harjit Kaur  and others.
2.

On 26.08.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had been supplied to him as yet. The respondent sought  some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant as the matter was  being looked into. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  provided to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 21.10.2015.
3.

On 21.10.2015, a  letter dated 19.10.2015 was  received through e-mail from the parents of the appellant informing that the appellant was  not able to attend hearing due to ill health. A letter No. 414/RTI, dated 20.10.2015 was  received from PIO-cum-Deputy Commission Police, Ludhiana request for adjournment of the case due to law and order problem in District Ludhiana. On the request of the appellant as well as the respondent, the case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to 27.01.2016  at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 10-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner
