STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal  Case  No. 142 of  2015

Date of institution:29.12.2014

Date of decision:15.07.2015
Sh. Prem Chand Gupta (98159-85387)

S/o Sh. Ksihore Chand,

R/o 298-A Agar Nagar,

Ludhiana.








     …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.






    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI. 
ORDER

1. In this appeal case the information has been sought about reports dated 23.04.2011 of SHO, Police Station Meharban and report dated 24.05.2011 of ACP, Sahnewal whereby he agreed with finding of the former. Not satisfied with the response of the PIO, the appellant filed appeal with the FAA on 24.09.2014 and then second appeal in the Commission on 29.12.2014.

2. The notice  was sent to the parties for hearing through video conference on 05.03.2015 and the hearings were conducted in the Commission thereafter.

3. The respondent filed reply mentioning therein that the appellant has earlier sought information similar information wide RTI application dated 19.08.2013 which was provided to the latter on 26.09.2013 clarifying that on point number 1 the enquiry report 
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from page 181 to 191 is enclosed and that report of ACP Sanhewal is not available on the file. It has been further mentioned in the submission that now the same information has been sought by the appellant wide another RTI application dated 04.07.2014 from the respondent and the report dated 03.09.2014 obtained from SHO Meharban PS reveals that the information has already been provided to the appellant. The reply shows that the record available on the file of the public authority has already been given to the appellant. It has further been contended that on filing appeal with FAA the concerned file has also been inspected by the appellant.




 Another additional written submission dated 16.06.2015 filed by the respondent reflects that the appellant has also filed an application, for summoning the enquiry report dated 23.04.2011 and 24.05.2011 of SHO Meharban PS and of ACP Sanhewal respectively, in the court of Judicial Magistrate, Ludhiana  whereby a notice has been issued by the said court to the respondent State.

4. The appellant in his written submission has detailed his version and in the end has requested that the respondent should provide the enquiry report dated 24.05.2011 of ACP Sanhewal Sh. Balraj Singh Gill qua innocence of the appellant. In his written arguments also the appellant has narrated the details of outcome of his RTI application dated 04.07.2014 giving reference of enquiry in case number 9 dated 01.02.2011 under Section 420 and 120-B PS Meharban. In the end of his written arguments, the appellant has reiterated that the respondent should supply the report dated 24.05.2011 qua the enquiry conducted by ACP Sanhewal.  

Contd……..p 3

Appeal  Case  No. 142 of  2015

5. After perusing the file and hearing both the parties it is ascertained that the appellant has sought the similar information from the respondent vide former’s RTI application dated 19.08.2013 which was provided to him on 26.09.2013 and now again vide his another RTI application dated 04.07.2014 the appellant has reiterated his demand for seeking the same information. Not only this, the appellant has also moved an application dated 21.05.2014,  in the court of Judicial Magistrate Ludhiana for summoning of the enquiry report of SHO PS Meharban dated 23.04.2011 and also the enquiry report dated 24.05.2011 of ACP Sanhewal, on which the respondent State has been issued notice by the said court.



The Commission ascertains that the respondent has already provided the information to the appellant vide letter dated 24.09.2014. The appellant has also inspected the concerned file where enquiry report of ACP Sanhewal is not available. The respondent was bound to provide the information which was available  only on record. I agree with the contention of the respondent that the information as available on record stands supplied to the appellant. In wake of aforementioned, the instant Appeal Case is devoid of merit and therefore closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-




Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  2988 of 2014
Date of institution:26.09.2014
Date of decision:15.07.2015 

Sh. Rajesh Aggarwal

S/o Shri Ram Roop, President Social Welfare &

Anti Corruption (R),HQ. Old Grain Market, Sunam-1480028

Distt. Sangrur.






       

.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food and Supply Controller,

Sangrur.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Food & Supply,

Mini Secretariat, Patiala.  


3. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.


4. Sh. R. S. Cheema Co-owner,

Jawandha Road, Sunam,

District Sangrur.






   …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.   

For the respondent: Sh. Amandeep, Inspector, for respondent no.1. 
ORDER
1. The appellant vide RTI application dated 28.06.2014 has sought information on two points i.e. copies of complete file relating to a godown in the name of "Ravinder Singh and others" of the capacity  of 40,000 metric tons located  on the Jawandha Road, Sunam and  also information about inviting of applications, date of advertisement and the last date of submitting applications etc has also been sought. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 10.07.2014 and  second 
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appeal was filed in the Commission on 26.09.014 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 13.11.2014 in the Commission.
3.
During the hearing on 30.12.2014 the appellant stated that he has received copy of the reply to the Notice submitted by the respondent but he is not satisfied with the stand taken by the respondent no.1 that the said information is personal and it has not been substantiated by the respondent as to how it is so.  The appellant stated during the hearing on 10.04.2015 that he  has  received  the written submission  dated 10.04.2015 filed by the third party on behalf of Shri R.S. Cheema. Thereafter, the appellant filed written submission dated 16.05.2015 and copy of the same was provided to respondent No.3 and respondent No.4 also.  The appellant  stated  that some information was provided to him on 09.03.2015 in the Commission and also information comprising of 3 pages (memo. dated 17.02.2011, dated  07.03.2011 and  dated 3.07.2012 ) has been provided to him from the original file brought by respondent No.3 in the Commission. In the end, the appellant requested that penal action against the respondent PIO should be  taken and  compensation  may  be awarded to him  for causing  harassment.
4.
The respondent filed reply to the notice  vide  memo. dated 12.11.2014 wherein it has been stated that the complete file of the information sought by the appellant is not available with their office.  A part thereof is available  and the remaining part is available with the office of Commissioner, Food & Supplies. 
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During the hearing on 06.02.2015, Advocate, Shri Harjot Singh filed  an application on behalf of Shri R.S. Cheema co-owner of godown about whom information has  been sought requesting for  being impleaded as a party in the  instant appeal case.  During hearing  on 09.03.2015, respondent No.3 provided information available on record  on point No.2  to the  appellant.


 On 10.04.2015, Shri Vivek Gupta, Advocate on behalf of Shri R.S. Cheema (third party) filed written submission  and  Shri R.S. Cheema was impleaded as respondent No.4  being third party about whom the information has been sought.
  
On 21.05.2015, the respondent stated that information comprising 3 pages           (letter dated 17.02.2011, 07.03.2011 and 03.07.2012) has been provided to the appellant in compliance with  the direction  of the Commission.

Ld  counsel  on behalf of respondent No.4 brought to the notice of the Commission  that information  has already been sought  by the appellant in  another appeal case No.2718 of 2013 and that he has again sought the information in Appeal case No.2988 of 2014 which has been provided to him.
5.
Respondent  No.1 filed  point-wise  reply  vide  memo. dated 16.06.2015 detailing facts about the information provided in response to the written submission  dated 16.05.2015  of the appellant. The respondent No.1 stated that the appellant was asked vide letter dated 16.07.2014 to send signed  copy  along with application fee. The 
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respondent further stated that the Godown owner  objected to providing the information sought for by the appellant.  Respondent  No.1 further stated that vide letter dated 19.08.2014 the appellant  was  duly  intimated about non-availability of information  with his office.  In the end, the respondent  has stated that there is  no intentional delay on the part of the respondent in providing the information to the appellant.
6.
After hearing the parties and carefully perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained  that in response to the RTI application dated 28.06.2014 of the appellant, the respondent first  asked the appellant vide letter dated 16.07.2014 to send signed application along with application fee. Again, the respondent  informed the appellant vide letter dated 19.08.2014 that the information sought by him is not entirely available with his office. It is also ascertained  that the Godown owner too  objected to providing information relating to his godown. It is further ascertained that the information comprising  of  3  pages,( memo. dated 17.02.2011, dated 07.03.2011 and dated  03.07.2012)  from the original file,  was provided  by the respondent No.3 to the appellant on 21.05.2015 in the Commission itself whereas some information was provided to the appellant on 09.03.2015 also. The perusal of record  shows that the respondent  has written  to the appellant in regard to his RTI application dated  28.06.2014  well within time first  on  16.07.2014 and second, on 19.08.2014.  This implies that there is no delay  on the part of the respondent  in dealing with the  RTI application under the RTI Act. As such, the contention of  the  appellant  for penal action 
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against the PIO and awarding  compensation to him  is  not tenable. The perusal of file also reveals that the appellant has filed first appeal on 10.07.2014 without waiting for mandatory period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) and Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Besides, it is ascertained that the delay in providing the information is not intentional rather it is due to the third party information whereby the concerned party must be heard before taking a decision. In wake of abovementioned,  the instant Appeal Case is bereft of merit and, therefore, it is disposed of and closed.
7.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015


                     
        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.  3354 of 2014 

Sh. Sukhchain Singh S/o Ajit Singh,

Sanan, Mohalla Ward No.11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil Batala-143602, District-Gurdaspur.


   
   …Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Fatehgarh Churian. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, Local Government,

Amritsar.


3. Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev.),

Gurdaspur.

4. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Gurdaspur.

5. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.






    
 ...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Sukhchain Singh, appellant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant (98158-11366) for respondent no.4 and Shri Harjinder Singh, Clerk o/o E.O., Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Churian. 
ORDER
1. The appellant states that though he has received the information today by hand in the Commission vide letter dated 14.07.2015 but an adjournment may be given for filing written submission in this regard. 
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2. The respondent files written submission which is taken on record. He states that copy thereof has been provided to the appellant today by hand in the Commission. 

3. On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.  

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

Sd/-

 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015


                     
        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. 909 of 2015 

Shri Lakhbir Singh (M-9878662095)

S/o Shri Sadhu Singh,

Village Jogi Majra,

P. O. Malod, Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana-141119.






.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent  of Police,

Sangrur.




 

      
          …...Respondent

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh, complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).  
ORDER

1. The complainant files written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent. 
2. The matter to come up for arguments on 15.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.   
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                                                                         Sd/-

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015.


                             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.  1140 of 2015
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan (M-9872220039)

House No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri,

District Sangrur.







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.

3. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.






          …...Respondent

 Present:
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant, in person. 

None for the respondent.

ORDER

1. The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2. Last opportunity is given to the PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala to provide the information to the appellant in compliance with the order dated 26.06.2015 of the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015.


                             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.  776 of 2015
Date of institution: 11.03.2015
Date of decision: 15.07.2015  

Sh. Isher Singh (Exm) (M-9463558605)

Back side Gurdwara Sahib Morianwali,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.





……Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.







    ...Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the responded: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).  
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 23.10.2013 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 11.03.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 04.05.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission on 04.06.2015 and 02.07.2015. Today also, he is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed on 04.06.2015. Today, he filed additional written submission mentioning therein that in compliance with the order dated 04.06.2015 of the Commission the intimation to the complainant has been sent by registered letter on 22.06.2015.
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5.
After perusing the file, it is observed that in compliance with the order dated 04.06.2015 of the Commission the respondent has given intimation to the complainant by registered letter on 22.06.2015. In wake of this, the instant Complaint Case is disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015


                     
        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. 573 of 2015

Date of institution:13.02.2015

Date of decision: 15.07.2015
Sh. Baljinder Bains, (M-98721-321194)

S/o Late Sh. Shaminder Singh Bains,




  
  

r/o V.P.O.  Patara,

Distt. Jalandhar.  







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue,

Deptt. of Revenue and Rehabilitation, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







   
 ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Smt. Anita, Superintendent and Smt. Usha Sood, Senior Assistant (96460-56757). 

 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 01.12.2014 whereby the information has been sought about as to why deduction of CPF was done from the year 2007 and why it was not done from the date of his appointment i.e. 29.09.2006. It has further been mentioned in the application that why the respondent has not removed the objections pointed out by the Finance department. On getting no response from the respondent, a complaint in the Commission on 13.02.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act) has been filed.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 07.04.2015 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The earlier submissions of the  complainant on file indicate that he was dissatisfied with the respondent for not removing the short comings in his case for final payment of his CPF. 
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4. Giving background of the case, the respondent stated that the CPF case of Sh. Baljinder Singh, the complainant, was sent to the concerned department but  he has not submitted few documents to the concerned department on account of which his case remained incomplete. She further added that it was upto the complainant to complete the formalities for obtaining final payment of his CPF. While filing the additional written submission dated 15.07.2015 the respondent stated that now the case of final payment of CPF of the complainant, after getting all formalities completed, has been sent to the office of Chief Accounts Officer (New Pension Scheme) Forest Complex, Sector-68, Mohali. 
5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the record on file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the complainant was pertaining to queries and  seeking  justification for not taking action on final payment of CPF. Here, I find that there is dichotomy in the perception of the RTI applicant while seeking information from the respondent and the fact as to what constitutes the information as per RTI Act. Section 2 (f) of the Act thereof defines that “information” means any material in any form, including records, documents, memos, e-mails, opinions, advices, press releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contracts, reports, papers, samples, models, data material held in any electronic form and information relating to any private body which can be accessed by a public authority under any other law for the time being in force.   
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It is observed that the RTI application of the complainant was of interrogatory as well as action oriented nature. The respondent has sou- moto got the formalities completed from the complainant, which is not within the domain of RTI Act, for preparing the case for final payment of latter’s CPF. The Central Information Commission in Appeal Case no. ICPB/A-15/CIC/2006 has held in its order dated April 13, 2006 that “…….information relating to future course of action which is not in any material form is not “information” within the definition of “information” in Section 2 (f)”.     

In view of aforementioned, the instant Complaint Case is found to be devoid of merit and as such it 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: 15.07.2015


                     
        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.  1393 of  2015
Date of institution:23.04.2015
Date of decision: 15.07.2015 

Sh. Dinesh Kumar,

Ashiana Cottage,

House No.16-A, Gali No.9-B,

Anand Nagar, B

Patiala-147003.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.  

   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Pritpal Singh, Head Constable, O.C. Branch and Sh. Parveen Kumar, H.C.   
1.
The RTI application is dated 14.02.2015 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 19.03.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 23.04.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 12.06.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant has not attended the hearing on 12.06.2015 and 07.07.2015. Today also, he is absent without intimation to the Commission.
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed on 12.06.2015. The respondent further adds that information comprising of 4 pages has been received by the appellant on 01.07.2015 against receipt copy of which has already been submitted for perusal of the Commission. 
5.
The record on file shows that the information comprising of 4 pages has been  provided by the responded to the appellant on 01.07.2015 against receipt. The appellant has not attended any of the three hearings held by the Commission entailing  thereby that he does not want to purse his case further in the Commission. In wake of above, the instant Appeal 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: 15.07.2015


                     
        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.  1638 of 2015 

Date of institution:11.05.2015
Date of decision: 15.07.2015
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,
House No.78 / 8, Park Road,


New Mandi,

Dhuri, District Sangrur.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Zone,  Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Zone, Patiala.      




         …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Jagroop Singh, ASI (89684-29951). 

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 14.03.2015 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 08.04.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 11.05.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.07.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that in compliance with the order of the Commission dated  08.07.2015, the certified information pertaining to file no. 334-C in Case no. 359 dated 15.12.2005 Civil Line, Patiala has been provided to him by hand today in the Commission. 
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4.
The respondent states that the certified information of complete file no. 334-C in case no. 359 dated 15.12.2005 Civil Line, Patiala has been provided to the appellant today in the Commission by hand in compliance with the direction dated 08.07.2015 of the Commission. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the certified information of complete file no. no. 334-C in case no. 359 dated 15.12.2005 Civil Line, Patiala has been provided to the appellant by the respondent in compliance with order dated 08.07.2015 of the Commission. In view of this, the instant Appeal 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: 15.07.2015


                     
        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. 1652 of 2015

Date of institution:07.05.2015
Date of decision: 15.07.2015
Sh. Arun Kumar Tiwari,

House No.16 C, Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri, Patiala-147001. 






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Block B, Mini Secretariat, 

Jail Road, Patiala-147004.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Block B, Mini Secretariat, 

Jail Road, Patiala-147004.  


         …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Kumar, H.C. 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 24.01.2015 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 23.05.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 07.05.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.07.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant has not attended the hearing on 08.07.2015. Today also, he is absent without intimation to the Commission.
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed on 08.07.2015. The respondent further adds that information comprising of 5 pages has been received by the appellant on 05.07.2015 against receipt copy of which has already been submitted for perusal of the Commission.

5.
The record on file shows that the information comprising of 5 pages has been provided by the respondent to the appellant on 05.07.2015.  The appellant has not attended any of the two hearings held by the Commission entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue his case further in the Commission. In wake of above, the instant Appeal 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: 15.07.2015


                     
        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.  782 of 2015 

Sh. Lakhbir Singh S/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

Village Jogi Majra, PO Malod,

Tehsil Payal,

District Ludhiana. 

 





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o S.H.O. Police City,

Ahmedgarh,

District Sangrur.   



        



    ...Respondent

Present :
Shri Lakhbir Singh, complainant, in person.

For the respondent: Shri Shafiq Khan, H.C. 

ORDER
1. The complainant files written submission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent. 

2. The matter to come up for arguments on 15.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.   
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015.


                             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. 846  of 2015 

Date of institution:05.03.2015
Date of decision: 15.07.2015
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

R/o # 78/8,

Park Road New Mandi Dhuri,

District- Sangrur.  








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala. 





                 …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Kumar, H.C. (98764-32980)

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 28.11.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information about 1132 candidates selected by the respondent after physical test conducted in May, 2012 in Polo Ground, Patiala including their postal address, telephone /mobile numbers etc. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 24.12.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 05.03.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.04.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that though he has received the letter dated 28.04.2015 from the respondent but he is not satisfied with the stance taken by the respondent that the information cannot be provided in wake of exemption under Section 8 (1)(j). He 
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further submits that the appointments / selections /orders and inquiry reports, circulation 
orders  are documents of information of larger public interest and hence can be given. The appellant states that he is seeking this information because one of the applicants has approached him for seeking information on his behalf, in order to get justice. 
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed during the hearing on 21.05.2015 and further argues that the information is third party information and  as such  is exempted  under Section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act. The respondent further adds that the only concerned person can seek the information on his own.

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is observed that the respondent has rightly denied the information to the appellant under Section 8 (1) (j) of the RTI Act because the information seeker has sought this information not pertaining to himself but about someone else. I agree with the contention of the respondent that the information sought is third party information. In wake of this, the instant Appeal case is disposed of and closed.   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 15.07.2015


                     
        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. 852  of 2015 

Date of institution:05.03.2015
Date of decision: 15.07.2015
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

R/o # 78/8,

Park Road New Mandi Dhuri,

District- Sangrur.  








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-1, Patiala. 





                 …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh.  Parveen Kumar, H.C. (98764-32980)

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 20.11.2014 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 24.12.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 05.03.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.04.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he is satiated with the information provided to him by the respondent in appeal case no. 1638 of 2015 and information sought in the instant appeal case is covered by the former.
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the notice of the Commission has already been filed vide letter no. 2971/01AC/49AC/907 dated 28.04.2015. He further adds that the complete information asked by the appellant has been provided to him vide letter dated 28.04.2015 sent by registered post on 30.04.2015. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information has been provided by the respondent to the appellant vide letter dated 28.04.2015 to the satisfaction which the appellant has affirmed. In wake of this, the instant Appeal 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: 15.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
