STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  211 of 2015 

Sh. Harminder Singh,

R/o #2877, Phase-7,

S.A.S. Nagar.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer,

Police Station Anti Power Theft 

Kothi No.A-2 Opposite Rajpura Colony,

PSPC Ltd Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police Vigilance & Security,

PSPCL, Patiala.


  


                 …...Respondent

Present: 
None present. 
ORDER

1.
The appellant is not present at today's hearing. However, a letter from him has been received in the Commission at diary no. 23456 dated 10.09.2015 requesting for an adjournment in the case. He has further stated that he has sent the rejoinder of objections through registered post to the respondent and further stated therein that he has not received the information till date. 
2.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.  
3.
The respondent is directed to file written submissions before the next date of hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 20.10.2015 at 2.00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015.


                             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. 2416 of 2014

Sh. Sandeep Singh Ahuja, Advocate,

Chamber No. 249, District Courts,

Patiala-147001.  





  

        ..…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.






    
…...Respondent

Present: 
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Tarlok Singh, Senior Town Planner-cum-PIO.

ORDER

1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2. Sh. Tarlok Singh, Senior Town Planner-cum-PIO is present in the Commission and files report of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala in response to order dated 09.07.2015 of the Commission. 

3.
The matter to come up for consideration on 20.10.2015 at 2:00 P.M. 

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

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015.


                             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. 1215 of 2015

Sh. Karnail Singh (M-9464081893)
S/o Shri Joginder Singh, 

Village  & P.O. Bharatgarh,

District Roopnagar.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.





      
          …...Respondent

Present: 
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Shri  Gian Chand, Clerk (9463378819).

ORDER

1.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
2.
The respondent states that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 2055/PRTC/Estt dated 25.08.2015. He further adds that a copy of the same has also been endorsed to the Commission, also. 
3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 05.10.2015 at 2.00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015.


                             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. 1273 & 1372 of 2015
Date of institution:18.05.2015 & 01.06.2015
Date of decision:11.09.2015
Sh. Ram Samajh Mali,

House No.12584,

Sanjay Nagar, Gali No.15,

Bathinda.








 .…Complainant.
Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.
2. Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Bathinda Depot.




      
               …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Ram Samajh, complainant  in person. 

Sh. Gian Chand, Clerk (9463378819) for respondent no.1 and 
Sh. Sita Ram, Superintendent for respondent no.2.
ORDER

1. The RTI applications are dated 15.11.2014 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI applications. He filed complaints in the Commission on 18.05.2015 & 01.06.2015 respectively under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 09.07.2015 & 21.07.2015 respectively in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that he has received the copy of reply filed by the PIO o/o G.M. PRTC, Bathinda. 
Contd…………p 2

Complaint Case No. 1273 & 1372 of 2015
4.
Sh. Sita Ram, Superintendent-cum-PIO o/o G.M., PRTC, Bathinda files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the complainant. He states that the matter is still pending and the inquiry is being conducted on the complaint filed by the complainant and the information cannot be given at present.

5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information has been sought about the action taken on representation dated 31.10.2014 by the complainant to the G.M. PRTC, Bathinda on which the inquiry is still to be completed. Since the matter has yet not been finalized, I agree with the contention of the respondent no. 2 that the information cannot be provided. Both the complaint cases are similar and therefore in wake of above, both the Complaint Cases are hereby disposed of and closed. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be placed on each Complaint Case no. 1273 & 1372 of 2015 and also be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:11.09.2015.


                             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.1689 of 2015 

Date of institution:14.05.2015
Date of decision: 11.09.2015
Sh. Jay Narayan Pandit, (M-09771703731)

At- Naya Tola Kashopur,

Near D.A.V. School, P. O. Jamalpur,

Distt. Munger (Bihar )-811214.  






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






         …...Respondent

Present: 
Sh. Sanjeev Paul, on behalf of the appellant. 


For the respondent: Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 22.12.2014 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 09.02.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 14.05.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.07.2015 in the Commission.
3.
Sh. Sanjeev Paul, on behalf of the appellant is present in the Commission and states that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent today by hand in the Commission.

Contd…………p 2

Appeal Case No.1689 of 2015 

4.
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO, Bathinda is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant to his satisfaction. 

5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent to the satisfaction of the former. In wake of this, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015.


                             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. 1213 of 2015

Date of institution:11.05.2015

Date of decision: 11.09.2015

Sh. Gurwinder Singh  (M-92177-94591)

s/o Shri Nirmal Singh, 

Village Devi Nagar, 

Tehsil Derabassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.




.…Complainant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

SAS Nagar.






      
          
2. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar  Council,

Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.                         


 ……Respondent  
          
Present: 
Sh. Gurwinder Singh, complainant, in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Amit Kumar, (96463-50028) Assistant Engineer o/o N.C. Dera Bassi.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 24.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 11.05.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 09.07.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that though he has received some information from the Nagar Council, Dera Bassi District S.A.S. Nagar but that is uncertified. He also requests that the respondent should be directed to provide the remaining information.   
Contd…p 2 
Complaint Case No. 1213 of 2015

4.
Sh. Amit Kumar, Assistant Engineer on behalf of the respondent no.2 is present in the Commission and states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already  been sent vide endorsement no. 3778 dated 27.07.2015 and letter has also been sent to the complainant. He further adds that the information available with them has already been provided to the complainant. He undertakes that the information provided, if uncertified shall be certified. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that some information has already been provided by the respondent to the complainant who mentions that it is uncertified.  The respondent no.2 is directed to certify the information already provided 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. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015.


                             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.  568 of 2015 

Date of institution:05.02.2015

Date of decision: 11.09.2015

Shri Jagpal Singh  (M-7696612111)

S/o  Late Shri Sampuran Singh,

House No.17, Punjab Judges  & Officers Enclave,

Sector 77,  SAS Nagar-160077.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar, 

Distt. SAS Nagar.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

SAS Nagar-160055.  




                 …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate on behalf of appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Manoj Kumar, Junior Assistant.

ORDER 

1. The RTI application is dated 10.10.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 05.02.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.03.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The ld. counsel on behalf of the appellant submits that the remaining information has been also been provided by the respondent and requests that the case may be disposed of.
Contd…………p 2
Appeal Case No.  568 of 2015 

4.
The respondent files additional written submission bearing letter no. 4303/OK dated 10.09.2015 which is taken on record. He mentions that the remaining information on point no.2 has also been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 362/RTI dated 02.09.2015 and letter no. 373/RTI dated 08.09.2015.
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 02.09.2015 and 08.09.2015 to the appellant which the ld. counsel on behalf of the appellant affirms having receipt the same. The respondent PIO, Sh. Tarsem Sharma, Tehsildar has filed reply to the show cause notice issued vide order dated 14.05.2015. The reply filed is found satisfactory and the show cause notice is hereby discharged. Now 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.

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015


                     
        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.   2580 of 2014 
Date of institution:19.08.2014

Date of decision: 11.09.2015

Sh. Krishan Kumar Garg, (Retd. Teacher)  (90413-80693)


New PWD Rest House & Railway Chownk,

Sangrur-148001.




  

   
     ..…Appellant
Versus

1. Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Sangrur.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Local Government,


Mini Secretariat,

Patiala.
3. Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 
Sangrur.






    
…...Respondent
Present: 
Sh. Krishan Kumar Garg, appellant, in person. 

None for the respondent. 

ORDER
1. In this appeal, the appellant has made assertions that he had made complaint dated 08.10.2012 to the Chairman District Grievances Committee, Sangrur pointing out that two shops of her wife on the roadside of NH 64 were demolished without giving any notice. He has further pointed out that in compliance with order dated 26.08.2013, the matter was heard by Additional Deputy Commissioner on 30.08.2013 in a meeting 

Contd………….p 2

Appeal  Case  No.   2580 of 2014 
attended by Revenue Department, PWD Department and Nagar Council, Sangrur. The appellant has sought information vide his RTI application dated 02.01.2014 about the proceedings of the said meeting. The PIO –cum-District Revenue Officer transferred the RTI application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to PIO-cum-E.O. Nagar Council, Sangrur.  On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 12.05.2014 and then second appeal in the Commission on 19.08.2014 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 22.09.2014 in the Commission.

3. During the hearing on 22.10.2014, the appellant pointed out that he had received letter dated 17.10.2014 from the respondent Council which was irrelevant to his RTI application. He further submitted that he should be allowed to inspect the original record in regard to the meeting dated 30.08.2013 held under the chair of ADC, Sangrur. During the hearing on 11.03.2015 the appellant inspected the original file and sought the documents indicated by him. The appellant expressed his dissatisfaction on the reply submitted by respondent no.3 i.e. PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur that there are no proceedings of the meeting dated 30.08.2013.    

4.
The respondent no.1 did not file reply to the Notice of the Commission on 22.09.2014 and furthermore failed to attend hearings on 22.10.2014 and 10.11.2014. Resultantly, Sh. Surjit Singh, PIO-cum-E.O. was issued show cause notice. In reply to the show cause notice, the PIO mentioned reasons for not attending the hearings and also submitted that information regarding proceedings of meeting dated 30.08.2013 

Contd………….p 3

Appeal  Case  No.   2580 of 2014 
under the chair of ADC, Sangrur has not been received in the office of the Nagar Council and that the appellant has been intimated accordingly. To sort out the issue Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur was asked to conduct an inquiry into the issue of action taken on complaint dated 08.10.2012  by the appellant and as well as the proceedings/outcome of the meeting held under the chair of ADC, Sangrur on 30.08.2013. A reply dated 09.07.2015 from Sh. Arvind Kumar, IAS, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur after conducting the inquiry was received in the Commission mentioning therein that though the meeting on 30.08.2013 was held by the ADC, Sangrur but no proceedings thereof have been issued. It has further been mentioned therein that the appellant’s wife has filed a civil suit on 03.01.2013 in the Court of Civil Judge (Sr.Div.) Sangrur. 

5.
The perusal of file shows that through his RTI application dated 02.01.2014, the appellant has sought information about proceedings and outcome of the meeting held on 30.08.2013 under the chairmanship of the then Additional Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur in regard to complaint dated 08.10.2012 submitted by the appellant to the chairman District Grievances Committee, Sangrur. On respondents’ contention that the record pertaining to proceedings of the said meeting is not available, the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur was directed to get an inquiry conducted to find out the truth. The report dated 09.07.2015 received establishes that though the meeting was held on 30.08.2013 by ADC, Sangrur but the proceedings thereof were not issued and a civil suit has been filed by the wife of the appellant. I am satisfied with the report submitted 

Contd………….p 4

Appeal  Case  No.   2580 of 2014 
by the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur that the information regarding proceedings of the meeting dated 30.08.2013 is not available on the record. The reply tendered by PIO, Sh. Surjit Singh, E.O. Sangrur is found satisfactory and show cause notice issued to him is hereby discharged. In wake of above, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.               
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015


                     
        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.  1083 of 2015 

Date of institution:26.03.2015
Date of decision: 11.09.2015

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 Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat,

Moga. 


2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.




              …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, Clerk.
ORDER 

1. The RTI application is dated 01.12.2014 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 18.02.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 26.03.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 12.05.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he has received the information point no. 3 to 8. He further points out that the information on point no. 8 was sought from the year 2012 till date of application whereas the information has been provided for the period from January, 2015 onwards and the information before that has not been provided. 
Contd………….p 2

Appeal Case No.  1083 of 2015 

4.
The respondent files additional written submission mentioning therein that the point-wise information from point no. 3 to 8 has been already sent to the appellant vide letter dated 30.07.2015.
5.
After hearing both the parties, it ascertained that the information sought by the appellant has been provided vide letter dated 30.07.2015. It is further ascertained that the respondent has not provided the information on point no. 8 for the period from 2012 to 2014. The respondent is directed to provide the information on point no.8 for the period from 2012 to 2014 within 15 days from today. With above directions, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015


                     
        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.  766 of 2015 

Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, (98785-00082)

Chamber No. 82, Districts Courts,

Phase-3 B 1 Mohali-160059.  






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mohali.  

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector -17, Chandigarh.




                 …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person. 



For the respondent: Sh. Pal Singh, Junior Assistant. 
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that the written submission in response to the reply dated 06.07.2015 given by the respondent has already been sent to the Commission and copy thereof is given to the respondent by hand today in the Commission.

2.
The respondent seeks an adjournment to file reply. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.10.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

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






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015


                     
        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.  1148  of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate (M-9878500082)

Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase - 3BI,

SAS Nagar -160059.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District  Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat,

Moga.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh- 160017.


          …...Respondent

 Present:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person.  
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, Clerk.
ORDER
1.
The appellant requests that a short adjournment may be given to file written submission in this case. 
2.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.10.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015


                     
        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:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Paramvir Singh, Clerk (98766-80405).

ORDER
1. The appellant states that has received the information except information on point no.1. The respondent may be directed to file specific reply in relation to point no.1 of the RTI application dated 18.11.2014. 
2. The respondent requests that a short adjournment may be given to file written submission.  
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.10.2015 at 2:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 11.09.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
