		STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Jasbir Singh,
Vilalge Bholapure Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh,
Distt. Ludhiana								               	Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,
3rd Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1,
Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,
3rd Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1,
Chandigarh									Respondents
        APPEAL CASE NO.1137/2017

				Date of RTI Application 	:	11.02.2017	
				Date of First Appeal	:	14.03.2017
				Date of Order of FAA	:	NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	14.04.2017

Present:	None on behalf of the Appellant.
		Sh. Manjit Singh, Sr. Assistant, RE – I Br., O/o FCR, Pb. – for Respondents.
.
ORDER
		The appellant has requested for adjournment to another date and sought exemption from personal appearance.
		Sh. Manjit Singh appearing on behalf of the Respondents submits that the appellant has sought to know action taken on certain complaints forwarded to them by the Department of Vigilance.  He further submits that no particulars have been supplied by the appellant so as to enable them to identify the information he is seeking.  So much so they deny having received any endorsement from the Vigilance Department. 
 		The appellant is asked to comment on the submissions thus made by the respondent before the next date of hearing in writing positively.
		To come up on 18.07.2017 at 11.30 AM.
									Sd/-		
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Ms. Radha Rani
W/o Sh. Daljit Sharma,
S/o Sh. Yashpal Sharma
C/o Sarwan Kumar Sharma, 
Booth No.6, Near Truck Union, Grain Market,
 Mandi Mullanpur Dakha Distt. Ludhiana					               	Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,
3rd Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1,
Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,
3rd Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1,
Chandigarh									Respondents

          APPEAL CASE NOs.1141 and 1143 of 2017

				Date of RTI Application 	:	06.05.201706.05.2016	
				Date of First Appeal	:	09.09.2016/19.09.2016
				Date of Order of FAA	:	Reply: 10.10.2016/NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	11.04.2017

Present:	None on behalf of the Appellant.
		1. Sh. Harminder Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Mullanpur Dakha, 
		2. Sh. Amanpreet Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar, and 
		3. Sh. Balbir Singh, Sr. Assistant, TLSB Br., FCR office – for Respondents..


ORDER
		Since the appellant, the respondents and the issues involved are more or less the same,  the single order shall dispose of the above appeals.
		The appellant has sent a request for an adjournment. 
		Sh. Harminder Singh, Naib Tehsildar has come present on behalf of the respondents.  What transpires after hearing him and going through the file is that a sale deed executed by the appellant was impounded by the respondents on the ground of its being short-levied and was committed to the competent authority for appropriate decision.
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APPEAL CASE NOs.1141 and 1143 of 2017

		The matter was enquired and adjudicated by the competent authority in exercise of the authority vested under the law.  According to them no information has been withheld. The appellant may like to comment on the submissions thus made by the respondents. 
		 Acceding to the request of the appellant the matter is adjourned to be heard through video conferencing at Ludhiana on 19.07.2017 at 11.30 AM.	

	
									     Sd/-
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner
		


       
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Krishan Lal Aggarwal,
House No.15, Raghbir Colony,
Model Town, Patiala  -147001						               	    Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,
Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,
Patiala.										Respondents
APPEAL CASE NO.1146/2017

				Date of RTI Application 	:	29.12.2016	
				Date of First Appeal	:	30.01.2017
				Date of Order of FAA	:	NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	14.04.2017

Present:	None on behalf of the Appellant.
		1. Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sahayak Pension, MC Office, Patiala, and 
		2. Sh. Amit Khullar, Accountant, MC Office, Patialal- for Respondents.
.
ORDER
		The appellant is a retired official of Municipal Corporation, Patiala.  He had sought information about the amounts admissible to him under the CSR Rules against Leave Travel Concession (LTC). The respondent says that he has been suitably informed of the information available with them.
		The Commission finds that he has a perceived grievance of having been short paid on certain accounts.  The State Information Commission is not a grievance redressal forum.  Approaching it for such issues repeatedly tantamounts to misuse of the provisions of the RTI Act.  We shall advise him to approach the senior functionaries of the Department in case he has some issues rather than following a round-about manner which needlessly divert the resources of the Public Authority.
		Disposed.

									    Sd/-
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner
	
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Magan Prajapati,
Vill & P.O. Churkhi, Jalaun -285196
Uttar Pradesh								               	Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o  District Collector,
Amritsar

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Collector,
Amritsar									Respondents

        APPEAL CASE NO.1152/2017

				Date of RTI Application 	:	12.09.2016	
				Date of First Appeal	:	24.12.2016
				Date of Order of FAA	:	NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	12.04.2017

Present:	None on behalf of the Appellant.
		Sh. Shiv Kumar, Clerk, O/o District Collector, Amritsar – for Respondents.
.

ORDER
		The appellant had sought to know the particulars of the licensees of the armed license numbers 2007/1991 and 2207/1991.  
		The respondent says that the particulars supplied by him are insufficient to identify the information he is seeking.  It may also be a case of debate as to whether he is entitled to such an information which concerns a third party.  The appellant has not been able to come up with a plausible explanation as to how divulgence of such information is in public interest.  The appeal as such is misplaced and is disposed accordingly.
		
									   Sd/-
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner
	
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. H.S. Hundal (98785-00082),
Chamber No.82, District Courts,
Sector-76, S.A.S.Nagar.							               	Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Right to Service Commission,
MGSIPA, Complex, Sector-26, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Punjab Right to Service Commission,
MGSIPA, Complex, Sector-26, 
Chandigarh									Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.1166/2017

				Date of RTI Application 	:	26.12.2016	
				Date of First Appeal	:	12.01.2017
				Date of Order of FAA	:	NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	24.04.2017


Present:	None on behalf of the Appellant.
		Sh. Bharat Bhushan, Under Secretary – cum – PIO, RTS Commission, Pb. – for 			Respondents.
.

ORDER
		The appellant is absent.  He has asked this bench to recuse it from hearing this case as he has seen PIO meeting the Presiding Officer after court hours, along with his RTI cases.  
		This bench is bound by oath of affirmation to act in an unbiased manner and without prejudice.  It rebuts and denounces the wanton charges against the bench and dismisses his insinuations.  To put the record straight this bench observes that an official of the RTS Commission has called upon the undersigned, as he is overseeing the charge of Secretary to the RTS Commission, to expedite a clarification pending on the issue of sumptuary allowance admissible to the Punjab State Chief Information Commissioner which shall help them to take a call in their  office on the subject.  It had nothing to do with the judicial business of this bench.  The appellant cannot browbeat it to abdicate its duty to dispense justice.
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						-2-

APPEAL CASE NO.1166/2017

		The respondents are advised to file a written statement on the notice issued to them.		

		To come up on 18.07.2017 at 11.30 AM.
		
									   Sd/-
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner





       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Om Parkash Verma,(94170-19593),
68/2, Bank Colony, Pipli Wala Town, 
Mani Majra (U.T.),
Chandigarh             					      				    Appellant  
Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Adll. Director, (Treasury & Accounts),
Finance Department, Punjab, SCO No.95-98, 
Sector17-B, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,
Department of Finance, Punjab Civil Sectt.Sector-1,
Chandigarh		 							Respondents

             APPEAL CASE NO.4179/2016

				Date of RTI Application 	:	06.10.2016	
				Date of First Appeal	:	10.11.2016
				Date of Order of FAA	:	PIO Reply: 12.11.2016
				Date of Second Appeal	:	19.12.2016

Present:	Sh. Om Parkash Verma, (94170-19593), Appellant in person.
		1. Sh. Vipin Gupta, Sr. Assistant, O/o Director, Treasury & Accounts, Pb., and
		2. Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o Directory, Treasury & Accounts, Pb. – for 		     Respondents.


ORDER
		The appellant had sought copies of casual leave applications availed on specified dates by Sh. Satinder Kumar Verma, PA to Director, Treasury & Accounts, Punjab, besides a copy of permission taken by him to contest an election for office bearer of a private Society.
		The respondents have taken a plea of ‘personal information’ and have cited the judgement of Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in the Special Leave Petition (Civil) No.27734 of 2012 (@ CC 144781/2012) dated 03.10.2012 --  titled Girish Ramchandra Deshpande Vs Central Information Commissioner & Ors. 
		The appellant rebuts their contention by saying that the shelter has inaptly been taken under the judgement as the leaves availed by a public servant have to be in the domain of 										   Contd…page…2
						-2-

APPEAL CASE NO.4179/2016

public because the official is drawing salary from the public exchequer for the days he avails of the leaves.  
		The Commission agrees  that the information to the extent of intimating him the dates of leaves availed by a public servant only be revealed without supplying the copies of leave applications which may carry the contents of his ‘personal information’.  They are also advised to convey the appellant the fact as to whether he has sought prior permission for participating in elections of a private Society or not.
		Disposed. 
									     Sd/-	
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner


       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Jaspal Singh 
S/o Sh. Ramesh Arora,
319/3, Gurdeep Nagar, Jagraon,
Distt. Ludhiana     				      				    Appellant  
Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,
Nagar Council, Jagraon, 
(Distt. Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt. 
Ludhiana			  						 Respondents
       APPEAL CASE NO.4206 of 2016

				Date of RTI Application 	:	27.09.2016
				Date of First Appeal	:	29.10.2016
				Date of Order of FAA	:	NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	19.12.2016

Present:	Sh. Jaspal Singh, Appellant in person.
		Sh. Amarinder Singh, Superintendent, Nagar Council, Jagraon – for Respondents.

 ORDER

		The following order was passed by this forum on 03.05.2017 :-
		“The appellant had sought to know the details of the communication towers installed and the advertisement boards raised in the various parts of the town.  The respondent says that the information called for has been supplied to him on 23.12.2016.  The appellant has denied having received the information.  The Commission has seen it.  A copy of the same has been handed over to the appellant on spot.  The appellant may like to react on the same in writing by the next date of hearing.”
		The parties are present.  Nothing in writing has been received from the appellant nor he has been able to pin-point any specific infirmity in the information thus provided to him.  
		The Commission does not feel the requirement of further intervention.
		Disposed.
									  Sd/-
									
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner


       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Jaspal Singh 
S/o Sh. Ramesh Arora,
319/3, Gurdeep Nagar, Jagraon,
Distt. Ludhiana     					      				    Appellant  

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,
Nagar Council, Jagraon, 
(Distt. Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt. 
Ludhiana			                                                                                      	  										   Respondents

        APPEAL CASE NO. 4208 of 2016

				Date of RTI Application 	:	24.09.2016
				Date of First Appeal	:	29.10.2016
				Date of Order of FAA	:	NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	19.12.2016

Present:	Sh. Jaspal Singh, Appellant in person.
		Sh. Amarinder Singh, Superintendent, Nagar Council, Jagraon – for Respondents.

 ORDER

		The following order was passed by the Commission on 03.05.2017 :-
		“The respondent says that the appellant has been informed in writing about the facts concerning his application. The applicant is dissatisfied. He may convey it in writing to the Commission his objection with a copy to the respondents before the next date of hearing.”
		Sh. Jaspal Singh is present.  He says that the information provided is very generic  whereas he had sought to know the specific details of polls installed in the various areas of the Nagar Council, Jagraon.  He further says that these polls are very highly priced and he suspects that the ground realities are different.  The respondents, accordingly, are directed to give him the complete details of the polls having been installed.  Simultaneously, they will also inform him with the certified 									            Contd…page…2
						-2-

 APPEAL CASE NO. 4208 of 2016

copies of the documents vide which the PSPCL Authorities have sanctioned them the power load for the erection of the aforementioned polls,  before the next date of hearing positively.
		To come up on 26.07.2017 at 11.30 AM through video conferencing at Ludhiana.
		
									   Sd/-
15.06.2017							      (Yashvir Mahajan)
							    State Information Commissioner






















       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-42864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Baljeet Singh 
S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,
R/o 64-H, B.R.S. Nagar, 
Ludhiana.	                           			              		Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Commissioner, 
Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority
O/o Commissioner, 
Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana                                                                                               		Respondents


     APPEAL CASE NO.3813/2016

				Date of RTI Application 	:	13.05.2016
				Date of First Appeal	:	18.07.2016
				Date of Order of FAA	:	NIL
				Date of Second Appeal	:	22.11.2016


Present :	None.
.

ORDER

		
		The Parties are absent consecutively.  The appeal is dismissed for want of follow up of the same.
								              Sd/-
15.06.2017							  (Yashvir Mahajan)
                                                                  State Information Commissioner









             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
	       RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR-16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
	       Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-2864125, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Tejinder Singh,
B-34-3078, Street No.6, 
New Tagore Nagar, Haibowal Kalan, 
Ludhiana                                                                                                                          Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation, Zone-D,
Sarabha Nagar, 
Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority
O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation, Zone-D,
Sarabha Nagar, 
Ludhiana                                                                                                             Respondents
      APPEAL CASE NO.164/2017

				Date of RTI Application 	:	05.09.2016	
				Date of First Appeal	:	07.10.2016
				Date of Order of FAA	:	PIO Reply: 07.11.2016
				Date of Second Appeal	:	03.01.2017

Present:	Sh. Tejinder Singh, Appellant in person.
		1. Sh. Chirag Bansal, JE, Zone ‘D’, MC, Ludhiana and
		2. Sh. Akshay Bansal, JE, Zone ‘D’, M.C., Ludhiana – for Respondents.

ORDER
		It shall be read with the earlier order passed by this forum on 18.05.2017 which is mentioned hereunder :
		“The following order was passed by this forum on 29.03.2017 :-
		“The appellant had sought to know the details of a patch work done on a road within some specified time.  At a very belated date the respondents have brought along a reply which is very 
vague and evasive.  The appellant is not satisfied with the information thus supplied to him during the course of hearing.  We have seen it also.  It does not satisfy the application adequately.  The respondents are directed to address to each point independently and file a lucid  reply with the Commission in the shape of an affidavit under intimation to the appellant before the next date of hearing positively.”  
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APPEAL CASE NO.164/2017

		“The case has been taken up today.  The respondents say that appropriate reply was sent to the appellant on 07.11.2016.  Besides, the amount involved in doing the patch work on the road under consideration has also been conveyed to the appellant.  The appellant is yet dissatisfied with the reply.  However, he has not been able to pin-point any specific deficiency in the information provided to him.  He asserts that the undue delay has been taken in addressing to his application. 
		So much so his application was not timely forwarded to the concerned branches under Section 6(3) of the Act.
		We find that the appellant had filed his first application on 05.09.2016 and first reply by the respondents was sent in the month of November, 2016.  There has been a delay of about thirty days which has not been explained.  The respondents are directed to show cause as to why a penalty should not be imposed for the delay thus caused in responding to his application.”
		The case has been taken up today.  The PIO has submitted in writing that they were under extreme pressure of work due to the current Assembly Elections.  Besides, they are miserably short-handed.  The PIO says the delay is purely on account of administrative compulsions. 
		The appellant is not satisfied.  He fervently argues that incomplete information and that too at a belated stage has been provided and as such the respondents are liable to be penalized.  He further requests for awarding compensation to him for the detriment suffered. 
		On the repeated queries of the Commission the appellant has not been able to 										               Contd..page…3
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APPEAL CASE NO.164/2017

convince us about information which has not been revealed concerning this application.  His  submissions have not cut ice with us.  The Commission finds that the information sought for has been provided to him and the delay, as has been explained by the respondents, we are inclined to condone for the reasons set forth in their written explanation.  No more further action is called for.  The appeal is disposed.

									Sd/-		 
15.06.2017							 (Yashvir Mahajan)
							 State Information Commissioner






         
	




