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Daljit Singh

O/o Valmik Research Centre,

 201, Ambedkar Nagar, 

Sangrur
           




         

   
      ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Asstt. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Sangrur







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1992  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the, complainant.
Ms. Narinder Kaur, E. T. O.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
   The RTI application is dated  03.04.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
medical reimbursement bills of retired employees. The appeal with the Commission is dated  28.05.2013.
Ms. Narinder Kaur, E. T. O.-cum-APIO, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, 

in today’s hearing,  submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Sh. Daljit Singh vide letter no. 134 dated  26.04.2013 through ordinary post and again the same information has been sent to him through registered post on 25.06.2013. Copies of the same are taken on record.

The complainant - Sh. Daljit Singh is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission.  He is advised to confirm that whether he has received the information or not. He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.    
The case is adjourned to  8th August, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ms. Sunita Rani

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

M/s Prachi Enterprises, 

Master Colony, Backside Naya Bazar,

Sunam – 148028          




         

   
      ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Asstt. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Red Cross Building, Barnala Chowk ,

Sangrur







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1998  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Raj Kumar and Sh. Naveen Kumar, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.
 Ms. Narinder Kaur, E. T. O.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated   02.07.2012.  The information demanded pertains to  
the report of the Mobile wing of the Sales Tax Department in respect of Prachin Enterprises,   Sunam.  The  appeal with the Commission is dated 14.05.2013.
Ms. Narinder Kaur, E. T. O.-cum-APIO, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, 

in today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant - Ms. Sunita Rani on 10.07.2013 in person.  She also produces a written-note signed by the complainant as an acknowledgement. It is taken on record.

Sh. Raj Kumar and Sh. Naveen Kumar, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the 

complainant - Ms. Sunita Rani in today’s hearing, point-out that information in connection with item no. 15, 16 and 17 of the RTI request has not been supplied to the complainant so far.
           Ms. Narinder Kaur, E. T. O.-cum-APIO, promises that that the remaining information would be supplied to the complainant within seven working days from today.
The case is adjourned to  8th August, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Ms. Narinder Kaur during the hearing in the Commission today.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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Sham Lal Singla,

H. No. B - 325,

Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur
           




         

   
      ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Patiala








   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2002  of 2013

Present :
 Sh. Sham Lal Singla, complainant, in person.
 Sh. Surinder Mohan, Reader to E. T. C., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
  The RTI application is dated  14.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  
resolutions passed by the village panchayats for closure of liquor vend in  Distt. Sangrur. The appeal with the Commission is dated 30.05.2013.
Sh. Surinder Mohan, Reader to E. T. C.,  who appeared on behalf of the respondent, 

in today’s hearing, hands over the substantial information to the complainant – Sh. Sham Lal Singla, in the Commission today. He seeks some time to supply the information in connection with item no. 3 of the RTI request to the information-seeker.
The case is adjourned to  8th August, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with the directions that the respondent-PIO will fulfill the promise made by Sh. Surinder Mohan during the hearing in the Commission today.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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Nasib Singh

S/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

H. No.  H/2/22, Canal Colony,

Hoshiarpur









..…Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Shah Nehar Extn.,

Civil Division,

Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The S. E.,

Kandi Canal Circle,

Hoshiarpur






     

           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1172  of 2013

Present :
  None on behalf of the appellant.
  Sh. Rajbir Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 14.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
criteria fixed for allotment of  type 3 houses by the House Allotment Committee, Canal Colony, Hoshiarpur. First appeal is dated15.04.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 14.05.2013

Sh. Rajbir Singh, Supdt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent, in today’s 

hearing,  submits a letter no. 2243 dated 09.07.2013 signed by Executive Engineer, Shah Nehar Extn. Civil Division, Hoshiapur stating that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Nasib Singh vide letter no. 1866/32-A dated 05.06.2013. Copies of the same are taken on record.

The appellant – Sh. Nasib Singh is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission.  He is advised to confirm that whether he has received the information or not. He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.    
The case is adjourned to  8th August, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
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    Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
P. S. :

The appellant – Sh. Nasib Singh, appeared in person, after the hearing was 

over. He was read out the above order. 
The case stands adjourned to  8th August, 2013(Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. in 

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Sh. Jasbir Singh,

 Village – Manak Majra, 

Tehsil – Khanna, 

Distt. - Ludhiana








..…Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Asstt. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Fatehgarh Sahib

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Deputy Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Ludhiana






     

           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1210  of 2013
Present :
  Sh. Sh. Jasbir Singh, the appellant, in person alongwith Sh. S. M. Bhanot.
  Sh. Surinder Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 14.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

criteria fixed for allotment of  type 3 houses by the House Allotment Committee, Canal Colony, Hoshiarpur. First appeal is dated 15.04.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 14.05.2013.


In this case, Sh. Jasbir Singh is neither complainant nor appellant. His representation  made to the State Information Commission, Punjab on 21.05.2013, has been taken as appeal-case.


Sh. Jasbir Singh alongwith his authorized representative – Sh. S. M. Bhanot,  made a written-submission in the hearing today. In that written-submission, Sh. Bhanot points out that one  Advocate namely, Sh. D. S. Dhingra has sought for certain information from the PIO of office of  A. E. T. C., Fatehgarh Sahib  by taking RTI request. 
The information sought for by Mr. Dhingra was in connection with 10 points and it 

was related with personal information of Sh. Jasbir Singh.



He claims that the information sought for by Sh. Dhingra was ‘third party’ information and hence the PIO was bound to issue a notice under Section 11 to the person to whom that information relates, for taking consent  that whether that party information should be
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 given to the information-seeker or not, within five days after the receipt of the RTI request.


However, the PIO concerned issued that notice about three months after the receipt of the RTI application.


He also mentioned that though the notice was defective and not operational  legally, the appellant fearing the disclosure of information by PIO appeared before the PIO on 21.01.2013 and requested the PIO in writing for not to disclose the information to the RTI applicant. The PIO after applying his mind, conveyed to the RTI applicant that therein no public interest warranted in asking the information and it can not be disclosed under Section 8 (i) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide his order no. 2660 dated 23.01.2013.



However vide letter no. 891 dated 24.01.2013, the respondent-PIO suddenly disclose the information on 10 points to the RTI applicant. This was again disclosed vide letter no. 932 dated 21.02.2013.


He pointed out that the strange things has happened in the office of respondent public authority. The Joint Director(Inquiry)-cum-Deputy E. T. C., Patiala, who is FAA in this case, directed the respondent-PIO to hear the appeal and pass a speaking order after hearing the parties. 


Mr. Bhanot claims that FAA can not delegates its lawful authority to anyone else.



He submits that in this particular case, the PIO decided not to disclose the information but the FAA ordered the disclosure of the information against the provisions of the law vide its order dated 11.04.2013 without establishing the fact that there is larger public interest involved in that disclosure.



While alleging that both PIO and FAA have acted against the provisions of law willfully and with malafide intention, he prayed that action under Section 20(1) and  20(2) be taken against them as Sh. Jasbir Singh has suffered huge loss of face and reputation.



He also pleads that Sh. Jasbir Singh be given suitable compensation for the loss suffered by him and public authority be cautioned that to avoid repetition of this thing in future.



On the other hand, Sh. Surinder Singh, Supdt. submits a letter no. 322 dated 10.07.2013 in the Commission today.



In that letter, Excise and taxation officer, Mandi Gobindgarh, whose name is not clear from his signature, claimed that information, which has been given to Sh. Dhingra, Advocate, is not confidential as record pertaining to the same is uploaded on the online computer of the Excise & Taxation, Punjab.



As an important matter pertaining to the fact that whether representation of Sh. Jasbir Singh could be taken as second appeal as per the provisions of the RTI Act or not, hence
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 this file is sent to the registry for placing it before Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner with the request for constitution of bench to deal with this matter.
    Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :
The Deputy Registrar

Encl :
 Case-File
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         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

H. No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali










..…Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Asstt. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Asstt. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Moga





     

                           ..…Respondent




Appeal  Case No.  1219  of 2013

Present :
  None on behalf of the appellant.
 Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated   21.02.2013 .  The information demanded pertains to 
seven points regarding L-14-A/L-2 Excise licenses issued in Moga. First appeal is dated 20.03.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 23.05.2013.
Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Asstt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that that the requisite information in connection with all the seven queries has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. H. S. Hundal twice, on 02.07.2013 through registered post and again the same was sent to the information-seeker through courier service on 18.04.2013. Copies of the postal receipt and courier receipt are taken on record.  He also states that the appellant has not pointed out any deficiency in the information supplied to him.


The appellant – Sh. H. S. Hundal through a letter dated  09.07.2013 has requested for an adjournment in this case.
The appellant – Sh. H. S. Hundal is advised to point-out deficiencies in the 
information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

  The case is adjourned to  6th August, 2013  (Tuesday) at 10:30 A. M. in 
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road, Ludhiana - 3







..…Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Asstt. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Addl. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Ludhiana





     

                           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1254  of 2013

Present :
None.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 25.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains 
to revenue collection from the liquor permit given to marriage palaces from 01.04.2000 till date.                       First appeal is dated 02.04.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 14.05.2013.


The appellant – Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon through a letter dated 09.07.32013 which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 10682 dated 11.07.2013 has intimated the Commission that he is out of country from 16.08.2013 to 05.09.2013.


The notice of hearings issued by the Commission to the above said respondent-PIOs has been received back as ‘undelivered’, which are taken on record.
After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 
approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 02.04.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action on the appeal of the 

appellant.

The First Appellate Authority  neither summoned the parties nor did pass any 

order, which establishes the fact that First Appellate Authority  has not acted as per the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005.



The casual approach and inaction of the First Appellate Authority in this appeal case needs to be depreciated and case is remanded back to First Appellate Authority with the directions that First Appellate Authority would decide this appeal-case as per the provisions of the RTI Act.
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As the First Appellate Authority has been entrusted with the judiciary power and duties under the RTI Act, it shall examine the documents, summon the parties, give them an opportunity of hearing and then decide the matter within stipulated period as per the provisions of the RTI Act.



Hence, this case is sent to First Appellate Authority which is Addl. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb., Ludhiana with the hope that it would show more sense of responsibility and duly  extend the respect to the right  to Information given to the citizen by the Parliament.


If, Addl. Excise  and Taxation Commissioner, Pb., Ludhiana is not First Appellate Authority, the PIO concerned is directed to send this appeal case to the appropriate First Appellate Authority, which has been designated by the Administrative Head of the department as per provisions of the RTI Act. 
A copy of RTI request be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate 
Authority who will treat it as first appeal. The First Appellate Authority is directed to examine the documents, give an opportunity to the parties to be heard and decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of this order be also sent to the Asstt. Excise  and Taxation Commissioner, Pb., Ludhiana ; Excise  and Taxation Commissioner, Pb., Patiala and Financial Commissioner, Punjab, Taxation, for taking appropriate action in this regard.


The applicant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
CC :
i) Asstt. Excise  and

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

 Ludhiana  

ii) The Excise  and
 Taxation Commissioner, Pb., 
Patiala 
iii) The Financial Commissioner,
Taxation, Punjab,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh
Chandigarh
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         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road, 

Ludhiana - 3









..…Appellant


Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Administrative Secretary,

Excise  and Taxation Deptt., Pb.,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Administrative Secretary,

Excise  and Taxation Deptt. Pb.,

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh



     

                           ..…Respondent






Appeal  Case No.  1273  of 2013
Present :
None.
ORDER
 

 The RTI application is dated 21.02.2013.  The information demanded pertains 
to total number of registered VAT firms in Punjab and revenue collected by the department since 01.04.2000 till date. First appeal is dated 02.04.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 03.05.2013.
The appellant – Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon through a letter dated 09.07.32013 

which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 10682 dated 11.07.2013 has intimated the Commission that he is out of country from 16.08.2013 to 05.09.2013.



The notice of hearings issued by the Commission to the above said respondent-PIOs has been received back as ‘undelivered’ as the addressee has refused to take the same, which are taken on record.
After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

sent his RTI application at the wrong address.


The appellant -  Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon is advised to file a fresh application to the concerned respondent-PIO at his proper and correct address.


In view of the above, the case is dismissed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
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Harpreet Singh Sidhu,

H. No. 1027/14,

Tripri Town, 

Patiala









..…Appellant


Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Asstt. Excise  and 

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Excise  and 

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Patiala





     

                           ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No.  1300  of 2013
Present :
Sh. Harpreet Singh Sidhu, appellant, in person.
Sh. Saroop Inder Sandhu, Excise Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
 The RTI application is dated 22.04.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
number of L-50(A) permits issued to marriage palaces, hotels, banquet halls and marriage parties by A. E. T. C., Patiala. First appeal is dated 20.05.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated  31.05.2013.
Sh. Saroop Inder Sandhu, Excise Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Harpreet Singh Sidhu.


The appellant - Sh. Harpreet Singh Sidhu, through a letter dated 11.07.2013, has given in writing that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also states that he has no interest to continue this complaint and requests to get permitted to withdraw his complaint-case.
It is taken on record.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








   







   (Chander Parkash)

 11th July, 2013              
                                      State Information Commissioner
