STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2412 of 2015
Date of institution:08.10.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Sectt., Moga. 


 

 

…...Respondent

Present:        Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, Superintendent-APIO (95922-85155)
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 28.01.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 08.10.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 19.01.2016 in the Commission.
3. The complainant states that though he has received the information but there is some deficiency in the information provided by the respondent.
4.
The respondent states that the requisite information has already been provided vide letter no. 1367 dated 18.01.2016 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the Commission also. 
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter dated 18.01.2016. I agree with the contention that there may be deficiency in the information provided by the respondent. 
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. 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh

   (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 14.07.2016

                        
   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. 2496 of 2015

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase:- 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Mini Sectt., Moga.







…...Respondent

Present:        Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, complainant in person.
 For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Pal Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar (81464-75011)
ORDER

1.
The complainant states that though he has received some information but there is some deficiency therein.
2.
Sh. Varinder Pal Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission as he is not aware of the facts of the case and that he has been transferred a couple of days back. 
3.
On the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 14.07.2016

                        
   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. 2418 of 2015
Date of institution:08.10.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Coordinator,

E-Governance, D.C, Office,

Moga.







 

…...Respondent

Present:        Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, Superintendent-APIO (95922-85155) and Sh. Gurinderjit Singh, DSA (98729-77022).
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 19.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 08.10.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 20.01.2016 in the Commission.
3. The complainant states that the information though has been provided by the respondent but most likely there may be deficiency therein.  

4. The respondent states that written submission dated 30.05.2016 has already been sent to the Commission. He further states that the information has been provided to the complainant. 
Contd………. p2
Complaint Case No. 2418 of 2015
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information has been sent by the respondent to the complainant. The complainant should have filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the concerned Public Authority, if there is deficiency in the information provided by the PIO. 
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. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 14.07.2016

                        
   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. 687 of 2016 

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82, Distt Courts,

Phase:3-B1, SAS Nagar. 



   



 …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

M.C, Office, Moga.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

M.C, Office, Moga




       






 ...Respondent

Present:        Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector and Sh. Baljeet Singh, Nodal Officer-cum-Inspector (98159-49688).
ORDER


1.
The appellant states that the point-wise information has yet not been provided to him and requests that the respondent may be directed to provide the point-wise reply of the RTI application dated 20.11.2015.
2.
The respondent requests that a short adjournment may be given to file written submission. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.

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












Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 2162  of 2015 

Sh. H. S. Hundal (M-9878501082)

82, District Courts, 

SAS Nagar.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Moga.








    ...Respondent

Present:        Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, complainant in person.
For the respondent:  Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Draftsman (978010-0340) and Sh. Baljeet Singh, Nodal Officer-cum-Inspector (98159-49688). 
ORDER
1.
Both parties request that an adjournment may be given. 
2.
On the request of the parties, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.   

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016


                     
        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. 2194 of 2015 

Date of institution:16.09.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Sh. H. S. Hundal (M-9878501082)

82, District Courts, 

S.A.S. Nagar.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Moga.









    ...Respondent

Present: 
Shri. H.S.Hundal, Advocate, complainant, in person. 

For the respondent:  Sh. Baljeet Singh, Nodal Officer-cum-Inspector (98159-49688). 

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 05.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 16.09.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 30.11.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the he has received the information and requests that the case may be disposed of.
4.
Sh. Baljeet Singh, Nodal Officer-cum-Inspector of the respondent Corporation states that information comprising 385 pages has been provided to the complainant by hand on 21.06.2016.
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information comprising 385 pages has been provided to the complainant by the respondent with which the former is satisfied. 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.


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016


                     
        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. 96 of 2016
Date of institution:29.12.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2016 

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82,

 District Courts, Phase - 3 B I, 

SAS Nagar-160059.






            ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Punjab, SCO-13-14, Sector-17-D.

Chandigarh. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Punjab, SCO-13-14, Sector-17-D.

Chandigarh. 







…...Respondent

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

For the respondent: Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent on behalf of respondent no.1.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 13.10.2015 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 16.11.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 29.12.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that the information has been provided to him by the respondent.  
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed. She further states that the information has already been provided to the appellant. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant. 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.


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 3630 of 2015 

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate (M-9878501082)

82, District Courts, 

Phase- 3 B-I, SAS Nagar.






  ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, 

SAS Nagar.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o DETC,

Roopnagar.







 …...Respondent

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



For the respondent: Sh. Amandeep Puri, ETI (97803-32965)
 ORDER
1.
The appellant scales down the information and requests that the certified copies of registers maintained by the respondent in regard to RTI Act should be provided to him. 

2.
The respondent states that an adjournment may be given to file written submission. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016

                     
      
       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. 106 of  2016 

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82, District Courts, Phase - 3 B I, 

SAS Nagar-160059.






            ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Punjab, SCO-13-14, Sector-17-D.

Chandigarh. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Punjab, SCO-13-14, Sector-17-D.

Chandigarh. 



3. Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, 

Mobile-wing, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).





…...Respondent

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

For the respondent: Sh. Amandeep Puri, ETI (98159-19720) on behalf of respondent no. 3. Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent on behalf of respondent no. 1. 
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that copy of reply dated 05.04.2016 of the respondent no.3 has been provided to him. He further states that copy of reply filed today by respondent no. 1 has also been received by him. He requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission in this regard.  
2.
Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent on behalf of respondent no. 1 files written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. 
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Sh. Amandeep Puri, ETI on behalf of respondent no. 3 states that reply dated 05.04.2016 has already been filed and copy thereof to be given to the appellant was also submitted to the Commission. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.

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


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 685 of 2016 

Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82, Distt Courts,

Phase:3-B1, SAS Nagar.



   



 …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation

Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO:13-14, Sector:17/D,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Excise and Taxation

Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO:13-14, Sector:17/D,

Chandigarh.








 ...Respondent

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

For the respondent: Sh. Amandeep Puri, ETI (98159-19720) o/o AETC, (Mobile Wing) Mohali and Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent on behalf of respondent no.1. 

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that copy of reply dated 28.04.2016 of the office of AETC, Mohali has been provided to him. He further states that copy of reply filed today by respondent no. 1 has also been received by him. He requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission in this regard.  
2.
Smt. Veena Rani, Superintendent on behalf of respondent no. 1 files written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. 
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Sh. Amandeep Puri, ETI on behalf of the office of AETC, Mohali states that reply dated 28.04.2016 has already been sent to the Commission and copy thereof has also been given today to the appellant. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 2499 of 2015

Date of institution:19.10.2015

Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Sectt., Moga.







…...Respondent

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

For the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, Superintendent-APIO (95922-85155).
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 16.09.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 19.10.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 01.02.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that the information has been provided but there is some deficiency in the information provided by the respondent. 
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed. He further states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 109 dated 14.01.2016. 
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5. After hearing both the parties, it is asteriated that the information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter dated 14.01.2016.
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.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 2504 of 2015

Date of institution:19.10.2015

Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Shri. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Mini Sectt., Moga.


 

 


…...Respondent
Present: 
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate, appellant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, Superintendent-APIO (95922-85155).
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 17.09.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 19.10.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
3. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 01.02.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that though the information has been provided by the respondent that the information but most likely there is deficiency therein.  

4.
The respondent files written submission vide letter no. 1522/RTI dated 13.07.2016 copy of which has been endorsed to the complainant. He further states that the information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 04/Reader dated 04.01.2016.
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6. After hearing both the parties, it is asteriated that the information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter dated 04.01.2016. 
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.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 2562 of 2015
Date of institution:26.10.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Shri. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.






..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Suvidha Centre,

Mini Sectt., Moga.







…...Respondent

Present: 
Shri. H.S.Hundal, Advocate, complainant, in person. 

For the respondent: Gurinderjit Singh, DSA (98729-77022).
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 25.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 26.10.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 09.02.2016 in the Commission.
3. The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent vide letter no. 427/Suvidha dated 05.02.2016.
4. The respondent states that point –wise information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 05.02.2016 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the Commission also. 
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5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent with which the former is satisfied. 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.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 3620 of 2015
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, Mohali.
  





..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Mini Sectt., Moga.

First Appellate authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.





 

 

…...Respondent

Present:        Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person.
 For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Pal Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar (81464-75011)
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has yet not received demand draft from the respondent qua compensation of Rs. 10,000/-. He further states that the information has been sought about the particulars of payment of compensation vide his RTI application dated 05.10.2015.
2.
Sh. Varinder Pal Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission as he is not aware of the facts of the case and that he has been transferred a couple of days back. 

3.
On the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.08.2016 at 02:00 PM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 3618 of 2015
Date of institution:09.11.2015
Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Shri. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.
  








..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Mini Sectt., Moga.

First Appellate authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.





. 

 

…...Respondent

Present:        Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person.
 For the respondent: Sh. Gurwinder Singh, Clerk o/o Sub-Registrar. (98556-51459).
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 05.10.2015 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 09.11.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.02.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that the information has been provided to him by the respondent today by hand in the Commission.  
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4.
Sh. Gurwinder Singh, Clerk o/o Sub-Registrar files written submission dated 27.05.2016 and states that certified information has been provided to the appellant by him today in the Commission. 

5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent with which the former is satisfied. 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.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.07.2016.


                             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. 615 of 2016
Date of institution:16.03.2016
Date of decision: 14.07.2016 

Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt:Courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali,








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala, Distt:Gurdaspur.






..Respondent

Present:        Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate, complainant in person.
                       For the respondent: Sh. Dil Bagh Singh, SP (Hq) (991570-4003).
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 25.01.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 16.03.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 14.07.2016 in the Commission.
3. The complainant states that the part information has been provided to him by the respondent but the deficiency still remains.
4. Sh. Dil Bagh Singh, SP (Hq) 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 intimation has been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 167/RTI dated 26.02.2016 
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that the information sought is voluminous and report obtained from DSP, Dera Baba Nanak, Shri Hargobindpur, Fatehgarh Churian, Indian and Batala reveal that the assessed fee is Rs. 2,33,190/- for providing information. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the intimation has been sent to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 26.02.2016 that report obtained from all DSPs indicate that for the voluminous information the assessed fee is Rs. 2,33,190/-. 
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).

In the given circumstances, this case is hereby sent to the First Appellate Authority o/o Inspector General (Border Range), Amritsar who is directed to treat the instant Complaint as first appeal and decide it as per provisions of Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act 2005.  
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In wake of the above, the instant Complaint Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 14.07.2016

                        
   State Information Commissioner
CC:-

First Appellate Authority




(Regd. Post)


O/o Inspector General (Border Range), 
Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2511 of 2015
Date of institution:21.10.2015

Date of decision: 14.07.2016
Shri. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No:82, Distt: courts,

Phase: 3B1, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mini Sectt., Moga.




 


…...Respondent

Present:        Shri. H.S. Hundal, Advocate, complainant in person.
                       For the respondent: Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh, Clerk, SDM office Moga. 
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 19.08.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 21.10.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 17.02.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The complainant states that though the information has been provided by the respondent that the information but most likely there is deficiency therein.  
4.
The respondent states that written submission dated 28.06.2016 addressed to the complainant, has already been sent to the Commission. He further states that the information has been provided vide letter no. 307/RTI dated 18.09.2015.
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5.
After hearing both the parties, it is asteriated that the information has been provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letter dated 18.09.2015. 
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. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 14.07.2016

                        
   State Information Commissioner
