STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 868 of 2016 

Shri  Yogesh Mahajan (M-9814354649)

S/o Late Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot.



  





..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise Taxation Commissioner, 

Mobile Wing Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Division Excise Taxation Commissioner, 

Mobile Wing Bathinda. 





...Respondent
   Present:
Sh. Sandeep Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the appellant. 


None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1.
The matter to come up for orders now on 10.11.2016 at 02.00PM. 

2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh 
                 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016


        

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. 869 of 2016 

Shri  Yogesh Mahajan (M-9814354649)


S/o Late Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market Mission Road,

Pathankot.



  




..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise Taxation Commissioner, 

Mobile Wing , Kapurthala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Division Excise Taxation Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.


 



 
…...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Sandeep Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the appellant. 


None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1.
The matter to come up for orders now on 10.11.2016 at 02.00PM. 

2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Chandigarh 
                 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016


        

State Information Commissioner

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, ETO (9592990025) came present on behalf of the respondent after the proceeding was over. 
Chandigarh 
                 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016


        

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. 1861 of 2016 

Shri  Amandeep Singh, S/o Sh. Hans Ram,

687, HJ Block, BRS Nagar,

Backside: Westend Mail, Ludhiana.




..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Rural, Jagraon, Distt:Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-II, Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar.


 
…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.   


For the respondent:-  Sh. Harpreet Singh, Head Constable (97798-00315).

ORDER

1.
 During the hearing on 05.09.2016 information comprising 46 pages was received by ld. counsel, Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta on behalf of the appellant and he has requested then for an adjournment to point out the deficiency therein if any.  
2.
The respondent submits that after providing information comprising 46 pages vide letter dated 03.09.2016 to Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate, the deficiency therein has yet not been pointed out.


A letter has been received from SHO, Police Station Dakha in the Commission at dairy no. 25557 dated 12.10.2016 which is taken on record.  

3.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 29.11.2016 at 2.00PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

Contd…………..p 2
Appeal Case No. 1861 of 2016 

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Advocate came after the hearing was over. He was briefed about the proceedings of the case.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016

                                    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. 336 of 2016 

Date of institution: 09.02.2016
Date of decision: 12.10.2016
CA. Sandeep Gupta,

Opposite State Bank of India,

Sirhind-140406,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.






    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Sector-62, S.A.S. Nagar.    


       


...Respondent

Present: -      None for the complainant. 



For the respondent: Sh. Vinay Kumar, Inspector (98746-6440).
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 11.12.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information regarding assessment proceedings against Premium Acres Infratech Pvt. Ltd. Mohali and Donata Infratech Pvt. Ltd. Mohali are pending in the office of AETC Mohali and sought copy of proceedings held upto date under these cases. He filed complaint in the Commission on 09.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 19.04.2016 in the Commission.
3.
An e-mail letter has been received in the Commission at diary no.25565 dated 12.10.2016 mentioning therein that his reply filed on 02.08.2016 should be considered as final and he has nothing to say further. 

Contd………….p 2

Complaint Case No. 336 of 2016 

During the hearing on 02.08.2016 the complainant has filed written submission dated 02.08.2016 mentioning the following:- 

i. As per reply of PIO, as per provision of RTI Act no one us entitled to demand this kind of information from the department because this information does not fall in public submissions made by the third party in writing the information asked is hereby declined u/s 8 (1) (d) & (1) (j) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
ii. As per wording of application submitted by me:- 

"As the assessment proceedings against Premium Acres Infratech Pvt. Ltd. Mohali and Donata Infratech Pvt. Ltd. Mohali are pending in the office of AETC, Mohali. I want to the copy of the proceedings held up date under these cases."

The complainant submitted that nowhere he has sought the information which is commercial confidence, trade secrets or intellectual property, the disclosure of which would harm the competitive position of a third party, unless the competent authority is satisfied that in larger public interest warrants the disclosure of such information and that his request has been interpreted in the different context and has been denied unlawfully. He also submitted that he had sought copy of proceedings held up to date under his case, the information from the office proceedings means:-

Contd………….p 3
Complaint Case No. 336 of 2016 

1. Notice issued 

2. Compliance of notice 

3. Any penalty/demand, action taken. 

iii. He also submitted that since he is a complainant in this case, he can seek this information and that he has no other way to know what is the present position of the case. 
iv. The complainant further submitted that the information sought is not a confidential information under companies Act, 1956.
4.
The respondent filed reply to the Notice of the Commission during the hearing on 21.06.2016 and further filed written submission during the hearing on 31.08.2016. The respondent has denied the information seeking exemption under Section 8 (1) (d) & (e) of the RTI Act, 2005. The respondent has also referred to Section 69(1) of the PVAT Act, 2005. The reply of the respondent indicates that as per provisions Section 11 of the RTI Act, a letter dated 28.03.2016 was issued to Premium Acres Infratech Pvt. Ltd. Mohali and Donata Infratech Pvt. Ltd. Mohali for seeking consent to provide information and the said organization has refused to give their consent vide letter dated 07.04.2016. 
5. 
After hearing the respondent, it is ascertained that the response on the RTI application has already been sent by the respondent to the complainant. I agree with the contention of the respondent submitted in reply dated 13.06.2016 and 24.08.2016 that the information sought by the complainant is third party information and hence rightly been denied by the respondent. Now no further action is required in this Complaint 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: 12.10.2016


                     
        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. 337 of 2016 

Date of institution:09.02.2016
Date of decision: 12.10.2016
CA. Sandeep Gupta,

Opposite State Bank of India,

Sirhind-140406,

District Fatehgarh Sahib.






    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA,  

S.A.S. Nagar.   




       


...Respondent

Present: -      None present. 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 17.12.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought copy of Map approved for construction of floors at plot no. 1637 situated at TDI Sector 110-111 Mohali with details of area and fee deposited. He filed complaint in the Commission on 09.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 19.04.2016 in the Commission.

3.
An e-mail letter has been received in the Commission at diary no. 25565 dated 12.10.2016 mentioning therein that he has received the copy of unapproved MAP along with reply submitted by the PIO GAMADA but PIO GAMADA is guilty of not providing him the required information and he has to bear the hardship for which the PIO should be penalized.  
Contd………………p 2
Complaint Case No. 337 of 2016 

4.
During the hearing on 31.08.2016, the respondent PIO filed reply to the Notice of the Commission and submitted that the information has been sought about approved map of plot no. 1637 TDI City Sector 110-111, S.A.S Nagar and that the GAMDA has not accorded any approval in this case and this case is pending with the department of Vigilance for inquiry.  She further explained that nevertheless, the copy of unapproved map as held on record shall be sent to the complainant as enclosure of letter dated 31.08.2016.
5.
The perusal of file shows that the information has been sought by the complainant about approved map of plot no. 1637 TDI City Sector 110-111, S.A.S Nagar and that the GAMDA has not accorded any approval in this case and this case is pending with the department of Vigilance for inquiry. The reply filed by the PIO and explanation tendered by her is found satisfactory therefore show cause notice to the PIO is discharged. No further action is required in this Complaint 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: 12.10.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 visit us at www.scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Appeal Case No. 70 of 2016 

Shri Harmesh Singh  (M-9915719368)

Village  Kheri Barna,

P.O. Kurhali, Tehsil and Distt. Patiala-147001.


                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,




O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sanaur, Distt. Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.






…...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Harkirat Singh, BDPO Sanaur (94177-81063) 
ORDER
1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2.
Sh. Harkirat Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO Sanaur is present in the Commission and requests that a short adjournment may be given to file reply to the Notice of the Commission. He also brings to the notice of the Commission that most of the information has been provided to the appellant. He submits that now the inquiry report and statements is to be provided to the appellant and this information is being obtained from the office of DDPO, Patiala. 
3.
DDPO, Patiala, who is also First Appellate Authority, is directed to provide the information qua statement and inquiry report to the appellant through BDPO, Sanaur who is further directed to file written submission giving facts of the case. On the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 29.11.2016 at 02.00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh 
                (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016




  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 visit us at www.scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Appeal Case No. 314 of 2016 

Sh. Baljinder Jeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

Village:Giganwal, P.O:Bahiram Sarishta,

Block:Bhogpur, Distt:Jalandhar.





    …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Bhogpur, Distt:Jalandhar.


First Appellate Authority

o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalandhar.





    


       ...Respondent

Present: -      None present.

ORDER
1.
The appellant is not present at today's hearing. 

2.
In compliance with order dated 01.09.2016 of the Commission, a report from Additional Deputy Commissioner (D), Hoshiarpur has been received in the Commission at dairy no. 25556 dated 12.10.2016 indicating that Sh. Mohammad Iqbal  Panchayat Secretary was on Medical leave w.e.f. 16.09.2016 to 29.09.2016, but thereafter he has not attended the office. He has not given any leave application. Due to continuous absence of the official, the BDPO, Hoshiarpur (I) has already brought this fact to the notice of the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab Mohali to take necessary action.
Contd………….p 2
Appeal Case No. 314 of 2016 

3
The BDPO, Bhogpur is directed to attend the next hearing personally to apprise Commission about status of the case. The matter to come up now for hearing on 29.11.2016 at 2.00PM
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of this order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 01.09.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 visit us at www.scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Complaint Case No. 1122 of 2016 

Shri  Harbhajan Singh (9815890440)

H.No.782, Urban Estate, 

Phase-ii, Jalandhar. 

  




..…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Secretary to Govt., of Punjab,

Rural Development and Panchayat Deptt.,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.




 
…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Smt. Nirmla Rani, Senior Assistant (81466-05969). 
ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present at today's hearing in the Commission.   

2.
Smt. Nirmla Rani, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent files written submission dated 09.10.2016 which is taken on record and submits that copy of the complainant shall be sent to him by registered post within 2 days. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 29.11.2016 at 02.00PM.

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

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 visit us at www.scic@punjabmail.gov.in

Appeal Case No. 1919 of  2016 

Sh. Krishan Gopal Singla,

S/o Sh. Brij Lal, Ward No.16-B/190,

Sangrur Road, Dhuri, Distt: Sangrur.



            ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Dhuri.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Dhuri.





 


…...Respondent

   Present:   
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan on behalf of the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Bill Clerk o/o (94643-45643)

ORDER

1.
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan on behalf of the appellant is present in the Commission and requests that this case may also be listed for hearing on the same day on which Appeal Case No. 1921 of 2016 shall be heard.  
2.
On the plea of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 29.11.2016 at 02.00PM.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016

                                    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 visit us at www.scic@punjabmail.gov.in
Appeal Case No. 1921 of 2016 

Sh. Krishan Gopal Singla,

S/o Sh. Brij Lal, Ward No.16-B/190,

Sangrur Road, Dhuri, Distt: Sangrur.



            ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Dhuri.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Dhuri.





 


…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan on behalf of the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Bill Clerk o/o Tehsildar, Dhuri (9464345643)

ORDER

1.
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan on behalf of the appellant is present in the Commission on the next date of hearing the PIO-cum-Tehsildar should call to clear the issue. 

2.
The PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Dhuri is hereby directed to be present personally and clear all the issues on the next date of hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 29.11.2016 at 02.00PM.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016

                                    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. 582 of 2015 

Sh. Bhupinder Singh (M-84278-65165)

S/o Shri Gurnam Singh, 

Dogar Basti, Near Gali No.3,

Main Road, Faridkot.





 
  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.







   
 ...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, complainant in person. 



None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission at today's hearing. No reply to the show cause notice issued on 06.09.2016 to Sh. Hardeep Singh, PCS, DTO, Faridkot has been filed.  Therefore, State Transport Commissioner, Punjab is hereby directed to ensure the presence of Sh. Hardeep Singh, PCS, DTO, Faridkot on the next date of hearing and also files reply to the show cause notice. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.11.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner

CC:


Sh. Harmail Singh, 


State Transport Commissioner, 


Punjab, 
Sector-17, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  452 of 2015 

Shri Bhim Sain Madhakia (M-9814130814)

s/o Shri Daulat Ram,


Ward No.14, Jaiton,

District Faridkot-151202.  






.…   Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,


Faridkot-151203.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.
  


                     ….Respondents.

 Present:   
Sh. Saurav on behalf of the appellant.   

None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1. The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2. The matter is adjourned for hearing on 29.11.2016 at 02:00 PM. 
3.
Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 12.10.2016.


                             State Information Commissioner
