STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Shri Ramesh Arora, 

House No. 319/3, Gurdeep Nagar,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana                                                                    --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Jagraon

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.,

Ludhiana                                                                                     -------Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1774 of 2016

Present:-
Shri Jaspal Singh, appellant.

Shri Amarinder Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Ravinder Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


            Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12.04.2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the commission on 18.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.

The appellant states that information has been provided to him vide their letter dated 11.8.2016 except for points No.5 and 6. The representative of the respondents states that he has brought the concerned record.  The representative of the respondents is directed to get the concerned file inspected from the appellant and supply the information as per his requirement.  The representatives of the respondents assured that this will be done after the hearing and attested copies will be supplied within two days as per the requirement of the appellant.  The appellant is satisfied with the assurance and the instant case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Dated : 11.08.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Raghav Mehta,

s/o Shri Kewal Krishan Mehta,

House No. 813, Gali Kashmiri Panditan,

Chowk, Karmon Deori, Amritsar - 143001

9915378531                                                                                    --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Department

Court Road, Amritsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o Excise and Taxation Department

Court Road, Amritsar.                                                                -------Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1760 of 2016

Present:-
Shri Raghav Mehta appellant.

Shri Neeraj Sharma, APIO alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 28.03.2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005, which was received in the commission on 13.05.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
2.
           The appellant has sought information on 6 points vide RTI application dated 23.02.2016.  The respondent-PIO has denied that information sought by the appellant cannot be supplied under Section 8(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 as it relates to third party. The appellant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 28.03.2016 and the First Appellate Authority vide his order dated 13.05.2016 has upheld  the decision of PIO as the appellant had failed to make any passing reference 
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even how the information is in public interest.  Right to privacy and right to information both are fundamental rights and one right cannot override rights of other.

3.
           The appellant states that he is one of the partners of that firm.  He was asked to produce proof to justify the claim, which he failed to do, rather said that he is to have the information from the respondents to justify his claim, which is a third party information, the same has been denied by the respondents.  He states that he has to get the information from the respondents and prove the same.  

4.
            The undersigned is in agreement with the observations of PIO and First Appellate Authority with their response that the information sought by the appellant cannot be supplied being third party information. The appellant is directed to get requisite information regarding registration of firm under the Partnership Act/Rules from the concerned public authority by filing a fresh application, if he so desires.

5.
            In view of the above, the case filed in the Commission on 13.05.2016 is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Dated : 11.08.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)








Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Harpreet Singh, r/o 355,

Jassian Road, G.T. Road Side, Friends Colony

Ludhiana - 141008

9815755575                                                                        --------complainant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM, Raikot.                                                                      -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1115 of 2016

Present:-
Shri Harpreet Singh complainant.



Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harpreet Singh filed a complaint with the Commission, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The complainant has sought the following information :-

 "non-compliance of Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005"

Tehsildar, Raikot is not competent to give any reply or to satisfy the Commission.  SDM, Raikot is directed to file proper response in this case whether the Section 4(1)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 has been complied with or not.  

3.

I have spoken to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to have a review meeting for implementation of Section 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the Sub Division of Raikot in particular and the district as a whole as early as possible.

4.

To come up on 08.09.2016 at 11.30 A.M. to be heard through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
Dated : 11.08.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)









Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          

   Punjab
CC
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana for n/a pl.
