STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.  Harmesh Singh, s/o Sh. Chet Singh

R/o village Ahmed Dandi, Thana Lakho ke Bahiram

Distt Ferozepur
..... Appellant 
vs

 Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development Panchayat Officer

Ferozepur

First Appellate Authority

o/o Commissioner, Division,

Ferozepur
.....Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3731 of 2016
Present : (i) 
None is present on behalf of the appellant


    (ii)  For the respondent- Sh. Darshan Singh, BDPO, Mamdot 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.01.2017.  
2.
 Sh. Harmesh Singh- the appellant is not present to attend today's hearing.

3.
Respondent files his reply vide letter no. 3995 dated 14.02.2014, which is taken on record 

4.
Appellant is absent. He was provided an opportunity of hearing which he has not availed of. He has also not intimated about his absence for today’s hearing. He has not even reverted back to the authorities regarding any deficiency. It is, therefore, presumed that he is no more interested in pursuing the matter.

5.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the opinion that no useful purpose would be served in keeping this appeal case pending. Accordingly, the appeal case filed by the appellant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

sd/-

Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.  Sukhdev Singh, s/o Sh. Pritam Singh

r/o Basti MalsiaWali Ward No.2,

Tehsil Zira 

..... Appellant 
vs

 Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur

.....Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1811 of 2016
Present : (i) 
Sh. Sukhdev Singh the Complainant alongwith Sh. Manmohan Upneja, 


Advocate

    (ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.01.2017 . 

2.
Sh. Sukhdev Singh- the complainant states that he is  not satisfied with the information provided.

3.

Respondents are not present. A letter has been received from the respondent vide Commission diary no. 2307 dated 02.02.2017 with a letter showing acknowledgment by the appellant ,  the same has been taken on record.
4.

In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The complaint filed by the complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


sd/-

Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Yashpal Singh Rana

H.No. 5547/1, Modern Housing Complex,

Manimajra, U.T. Chandigarh 

..... Appellant 
vs

 Public Information Officer

O/o Managing Director, Pb.,

Land and Reclamation Corporation , Plot No. 204,

Punjab State Seed Corporation, Plot No.204,

Phase VI, Kheti Bhawan, SAS Nagar

FAA Appellate Authority

Managing Director, Pb.,

Punjab State Seed Corporation, Plot No.204,

Phase VI, Kheti Bhawan, SAS Nagar

.....Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3024 of 2016
Present : 
(i) Sh. Yashpal Singh, the appellant



(ii) For the respondent-Sh. Kuldip Singh, Marketing Officer, Smt. Manjit 


Saini, Clerk 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 03.01.2017 vide which the appellant was advised to inspect the record.

2.
Today, appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondent.

3.
Respondent states that today he has personally brought some information to deliver it to the appellant, which is handed over to him. He has promised  that the remaining information will be provided to the appellant as soon as possible, to which the appellant has no objection. Copy of the information is taken on record.

4.
The matter to come up on 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala, District Gurdaspur.





 




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala, District Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, Amritsar.




    





...Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2517  of 2016
Present:
(i) Sh. Sukhchain Singh the appellant  


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Harish Kumar, Inspector, Sh. Baldev Singh, 


Clerk
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
During the hearing on 05.10.2016 before the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC respondents were directed to remove the deficiency in the information provided to the appellant. Today, respondent's states that the complete information has been provided to the appellant pertaining to the deficiencies pointed out by him.
3.
Sh. Sukhchain Singh- the appellant states that he is not satisifed with the information provided by the respondent regarding deficiencies. Today, he has again pointed out deficiencies in writting, which is taken on record. Copy of the same be sent to the respondent alongwith the orders. Respondents are directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing. 

4.
The matter to come up on 05.04.2017 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Vasudev Soni, c/o Varun Bansal 
H.No. 124, St. No. 3, Green Avenue

Bibi Wala Chowk, Bathinda (Pb.),- 151001




    
Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Bathida.




    






...Respondent

Remanded back

First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Commissioner

Bathinda

Complaint Case No. 1554  of 2016

Present:
 Sh. Varun Bansal, ADvocate on behalf of the Complainant 


For the respondent- Smt. Avinash Kaur, Junior Assistant , O/o DC, 



Bathinda
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Sh. Varun Bansal, counsel for the complainant states that he  is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondents.

3.
In these circumstance, it is relevant to invite the attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false 
Contd...p-2

Complaint Case No. 1554 of 2016

information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

4.
Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority  has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
5.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

6.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application to the Complainant. 
7.
If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.
8.
In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No.78/8, Parkk Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.
 




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

Nagar Council, Dhuri, Distt. 
Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Director,

Local Government, Patiala.  





...Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2559  of 2016

 Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 



(ii) For the respondents- Sh. Amrik Singh, EO and Sh. Subash Chahal, JE 
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Appellant is absent without any intimation.

3.
The respondent states that the appellant has filed his RTI on 23.02.2016 and on 26.02.2016 he has been asked to deposit the assessed fee of Rs. 568/- but he has not deposited the requisite fee. He further states that the information, which could be provided, has been provided to him vide letter dated 18.03.2016.

4.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to deposit the documentation fee and obtain the information , otherwise appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.

5.
Adjourned to 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 
sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri G.A.Kumar,

H.N o.3, Street No.1, Sidhu Colony,

Bhadson Road, Patiala.



 




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

Tehsildar, Bhawanigarh, District Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy  Commissioner, Sangrur.



...Respondents

Appeal Case No.  2500   of 2016

Present:
(i) Sh. G.A. Kumar, the appellant 


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Dalbir Bhardwaj, Tehsildar-cum-PIO, 



Bhawanigarh
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
 Sh. G.A. Kumar, the appellant states that incomplete information has been given to him so far. He further states that he has already pointed out deficiencies to the respondents

3.
Respondent states that complete information, as exists, in the record has been given to the appellant.He further states that he has received the letter of the appellant pertaining to the deficienices yesterday itself.

4.
Respondents are directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Applicant should be made good before the next date of hearing. However, if this information is not available on record, the respondent-PIO shall file an affidavit stating the same.
contd...P-2

Appeal Case No. 2500 of 2016

5.
The matter to come up on 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner
         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Krishan Gopal Singla

s/o Shri Brij Lal, Ward No.16-B/190,

Sangrur Road, Dhuri, District Sangrur.
 




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Dhuri (Sangrur).
First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Director, Local Government,

Patiala.




    





...Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2550   of 2016

Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 



(ii) For the respondents- Sh. Amrik Singh, EO and Sh. Subash Chahal, JE 
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Appellant is absent without any intimation.
3.
The respondent files reply mentioning therein that the appellant has been asked to deposit assessed fee of Rs. 3472/- vide letter dated 22.04.2016 but instead of depositing the fee, the appellant has sent a copy of Blue Card claiming that he is exempted to pay the assessed fee. The respondent further states that in the BPL survey list approved byt he Punjab Government, his name does not figure in that.

4.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case, otherwise the case will be decided exparte.

5.
Adjourned to 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.





sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Krishan Gopal Singla

s/o Shri Brij Lal, Ward No.16-B/190,

Sangrur Road, Dhuri, District Sangrur.
 




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Dhuri (Sangrur).
First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Director, Local Government,

Patiala.




    





...Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2556   of 2016

Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 



(ii) For the respondents- Sh. Amrik Singh, EO and Sh. Subash Chahal, JE 
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Appellant is absent without any intimation.

3.
The respondent files reply mentioning therein that the appellant has been asked to deposit assessed fee of Rs. 19944/- vide letter dated 04.03.2016 but instead of depositing the fee, the appellant has intimated vide letter dated 08.03.2016 that he is Blue Card Holder and, therefore, he is exempted to pay the assessed fee. Clarifying the issue, the respondent-PIO states that the name of the appellant does not figure in the BPL survey list approved by the Government of Punjab.

4.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case, otherwise the case will be decided exparte.

5.
Adjourned to 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Gyan Singh Bajwa

Kothi No. 7207, New Sunny Enclave

Sector 125, Greater Mohali, PO Kharar

Distt. Mohali - 140301

 




    Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District SAS Nagar.   





...Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1505  of 2016

Present:
(i) Sh. Gyan Singh, the Complainant 


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Vikrant Thomman, Panchayat Secretary
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondents.

3.
In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010)- Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act , 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information which is as under:-

(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).

Contd...P-2

Complaint Case No. 1505 of 2016
 
As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission. 
4.
Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occassion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided  information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO  before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed  time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.
5.
If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority , he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.
6.
In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.

sd/-

Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Amandeep Singh

s/o Shri Hans Ram, 687,

HJ Block, BRS Nagar, Backside Westend Mall,

Ludhiana.



 




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o the Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Ludhiana.
First Appellate Authority

o/o the Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-II, Ladhowali Road,

Jalandhar.




    





...Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1861 of 2016
Present:
 None for the parties
ORDER

1.
 This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
During the  hearing dated 29.11.2016, respondents requested that a short adjournment may be given to remove the deficiency pointed out by the appellant. but, today  neither the appellant nor the respondent is present to attend the hearing. 
3.
Last opporuntiy is given to both the parties to appear before Commission and state their case otherwise appropriate orders in their absence shall be passed.
4.
The matter to come up on 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM.

5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Harmesh Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

Village Kheri Barna,

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




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayats Officer,

Sanour, Patiala.
First Appellate Authority

o/o the District Development and Panchayats Officer,

Patiala.


    





...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 70 of 2016
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of  the appellant 


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Tejinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary 
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this appeal has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Appellant is absent for sixth consecutive hearing.

3.
Respondent states that  most of the information has already been sent to the            appellan. Regarding remaining information, he states that he has personally brought the information today in the Commission.  

4.
Respondent is directed to send the same to the appellant through registered post. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided to him by the respondent PIO.

5.
The matter to come up on 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM for confirmation and compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Baljinderjeet Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

Village Giganwal, P.O. Bahiram Sarishta,

Block Bhogpur, District Jalandhar-144201.



       Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development  and Panchayats Officer,

Bhogpur, District Jalandhar.
First Appellate Authority

o/o the District Development and Panahcyats Officer,

Jalandhar.


    





...Respondents

Appeal Case No. 314  of 2016
Present:
  None for the parties.
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present for today's hearing. The perusal of the file shows that the appellant  is absent for sixth consecutive time. During the last hearing, Smt. Jeenat Khehra, PIO Bhogpur stated that deficiency in the information had not been pointed by the appellant so far. Today, again the appellant is not present. He has not even informed the Commission about his absence for today's hearing. 

3.
After going through the case file, I am of the opinion that no useful purpose would be served in keeping this appeal case pending for an indefinite  period. Accordingly, the appeal case filed by the appellant is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



sd/-
 Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Harbhajan Singh,

H.No.782, Urban Esate-II,

Jalandhar-144001.


 




    Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

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

Rural Development and Panchayats Department,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar.




...Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1122  of 2016

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of hte appellant 


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Gurnam Singh, Sr. Assistant 
ORDER


This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
A letter has been received from the  Complainant vide Commission diary no. 3334 dated 14.02.2017 stating that he is unable to attend today's hearing. He has further submitted that the respondent is directed to supply the information at Sr. No. 2 and 3 of the letter dated 08.03.2016
3.
The attention of the Complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given 
contd...P-2
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incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

4
Therefore, keeping the above decision the PIO o/o Deputy Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Rural  Development and Panchayats Department, SAS Nagar is directed to come present on the next date of hearing and explain his conduct and status of the complaint to enable the Commission to arrive a reasonable /logical conclusion in the matter. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
5.
Adjourned to 15.03.2017 at 11.00 AM. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Bhim Sain Madhakiyan

s/o Shri Dault Ram, Ward No.14,

Jaiton, District Faridkot-151202.

 




    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot-151203.
First Appellate Authority

o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, 

Chandigarh-160017.
    





...Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 452   of 2015
Present:
(i) Sh. Sourabh Tayal on behalf of hte appellant 


(ii) For the respondent-Sh. Harivansh, Data Entry Operator
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
2.
Sh. Sourabh Tayal is appearing on behalf of the appellant without any authority letter. He states that no information has been given to the appellant so far.

3.
Sh. Harivansh, Data Entry Operator is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has given in writting for short adjournment.

4.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the case file, it is ascertained that during the hearing dated 22.04.2016 PIO, o/o DTO Faridkot was directed to personally appear on the next date of hearing, but he has sent his representative today, which shows that he has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. Last opportunity is given to the Respondent-PIO to personally appear on the next date alongwith the complete information otherwise notice for taking strict action will be issued under the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. It is made clear that in case the appellant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
Contd...P-2

Appeal Case No. 452 of 2016 
 

4.
The matter to come up on 29.03.2017 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.











sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary, Universal Human Rights Organisation,

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon, District Ludhiana.



    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police (DIG),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police (DIG),

Ludhiana.


    





...Respondent

Appeal Case No.1311  of 2016

Present:
None for the parties.
ORDER



This 
abovesaid appeal was earlier allocated to the bench of Sh. Parveen Kumar, SIC. After his demitting the office, this case has now been allocated to the bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today i.e. 15.02.2017. 
 2.
During the last hearing dated 29.11.2016 copy of the written submission dated 28.11.2016 of  the respondent was given to the authorized representative of the appellant and he had sought short adjournment to go through it.
3.
Today, neither the appellant nor his representative is present. Even no communication has been received from him. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the reply of hte respondent. 
4.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Preety Chawla)

Dated: 15.02.2017.

                     
        
       State Information Commissioner

