STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1949 of 2016 

Date of institution:01.06.2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016 

Ms. Amrit Kaur,

W/o Late Sh. Jagjit Singh,

R/o B-402, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.

  






..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Tarn Taran,

First Appellate Authority

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Amritsar.







          ...Respondent

Present:       Sh. Ravinder Singh on behalf of the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Satnam Singh, ASI, In-charge RTI o/o Tarn Taran (98889-21104). 
-----------------

Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Bhatia, Senior Assistant Coordinator o/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER

1.  The RTI application is dated 10.12.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in her RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 12.01.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 01.06.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2016 through video conference. 
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3.
Sh. Ravinder Singh on behalf of the appellant states that the information on all the 4 points has been provided to the appellant by the respondent but on point no. 4 in the information some deficiency is therein and requests that the respondent may be directed to remove the same.  
4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 1497-98/RTI dated 12.07.2016 and copy thereof is endorsed to the appellant also.  He further states that the information as available on record has been provided to the appellant time to time and the information on point no. 4 as available on record has also been provided to the appellant. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information as sought by the appellant on her RTI application dated 10.12.2015 on 4 points has been provided to the appellant by the respondent. 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. 

Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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. 3091 of 2015

Sh. Satinder Pal Singh Walia,

63-F, Gali No.3, Gopal Nagar,

Majithia Road, Amritsar.






 --------Appellant           




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amrtisar.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Amrtisar.                                                                                                 -------Respondent

Present:       None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Superintendent, General Branch (99888-07379) and Sh. Amandeep, Clerk L.A. Branch.
-----------------

Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Bhatia, Senior Assistant Coordinator o/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER

1.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2.
Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Superintendent, General Branch seeks an adjournment to file reply to the show cause notice.
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3.
 The respondent PIO is hereby directed to file reply to the show cause notice and also file written submission mentioning the detailed facts of the case and copy thereof be given to the appellant also before the next date of hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.08.2016 at 11.00AM through Video Conference.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   State Information Commissioner

Sh. Satinder Pal Singh Walia, appellant came present after the hearing was over and he was briefed about the proceedings of the case.    
Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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. 1104 of 2016
Date of institution:23.05.2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016
Sh. Tanveer Singh (99151-06112)

House No. 9, Polytechnic Road,

Dashmesh Avenue, Block-B, Bear CIPET,

Amritsar-143004.


 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural) 

Amritsar.








    ...Respondent

Present:        Sh. Tanveer Singh, complainant in person (99151-)
For the respondent: Sh. Gurmit Singh Cheema, DSP Attari (97800-07261). 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 28.03.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 23.05.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 15.07.2016 through video conference.
3.
The complainant states that the information has been provided to him but the information regarding bank statement is not given by the respondent. He further states that he has already inspected the original record of the respondent office and states that in office record he has not found any bank statement. 
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4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 222 RTI dated 09.07.2016 mentioning therein that the requisite information as available on record has already been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 01.07.2016. He further states that the original record has also been inspected by the complainant who himself has stated that bank statements are not available on record. 
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information as available on record of the respondent office has been provided to the complainant and the latter has also inspected the original record. No further action is required in this Complaint Case which is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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.1662 of 2016 
Date of institution:06.05.2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016
Sh. Mithu Singh s/o Sh. Hari Singh,

R/o Village Bangi Ruldu, Tehsil Talwandi Sabo,

District- Bathinda.






                 ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Bathinda.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Bathinda.

3. Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM, 

Talwandi Sabo,

Bathinda.




 


…...Respondent
Present:        Sh. Mithu Singh, appellant in person.



 None for the respondent.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 22.12.2015 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 13.02.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 06.05.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2016 through video conference.
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3.
The appellant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent.
4.
The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission.

5.
After hearing the appellant and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that sought for information by the appellant is relates to SDM, Talwandi Sabo, Bathinda, therefore this case is remanded to PIO o/o SDM, Talwandi Sabo, Bathinda who is directed to decide the RTI application afresh as per provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  In view of the 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. 

Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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. 559 of 2016 
Date of institution:01.12.2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016 
Sh. Simranjit Singh s/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

93/2, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








 ……Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.








 …...Respondent
Present:        Sh. Simranjit Singh, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Smt. Sushma Dugal, Building Inspector (998877-3505).  



-----------------

Smt. Anita, Junior Assistant (98559-41494) Coordinator o/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.
Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 13.11.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information on 6 points as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 27.12.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 01.02.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 06.04.2016 through video conference.
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3.
The appellant states that he has not received any information so far from the respondent. 

4.
Smt. Sushma Dugal, Building Inspector states that the reply of the RTI application has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. MTP/1488 dated 10.12.2015 mentioning therein that the sought for information is not specific. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant is not specific and the reply of RTI application dated 13.11.2015 has already sent by the respondent vide letter dated 10.12.2015. The Commission advises to the appellant that he may file a fresh RTI application to seek specific information from the respondent, if he so desires. In view 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. 


Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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. 557 of 2016 

Sh. Simranjit Singh, 
s/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

93/2, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








 ……Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.
First Appellate Authority

O/o  Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.





…...Respondent
Present:        Sh. Simranjit Singh, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Neeraj Sharma, Inspector (98144-74555).  

Smt. Anita, Junior Assistant (98559-41494) Coordinator o/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.

                        Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER

On the request of both the parties, this case is being heard today instead of 25.07.2016.

2.
The appellant requests that he be allowed to inspect the original record and the needed information be provided to him. He further states that he is willing to pay the assessed fee for obtaining the information if the information runs to more than 50 pages.
3.
Sh. Neeraj Sharma, Inspector states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has been sent vide memo no. MTP-447 dated 15.07.2016. He further states that the appellant can inspect the original record on any working day. 
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Appeal Case No. 557 of 2016 

4.
Sh. Neeraj Sharma, Inspector is directed to facilitate the inspection under his supervision and provide the identified information to the appellant in accordance with his statement. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.08.2016 at 11:00 AM through Video Conference.

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

Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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. 558 of 2016 
Date of institution:01.02.2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016
Sh. Simranjit Singh,s/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

93/2, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








 ……Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority

O/o  Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar. 








…...Respondent

Present:        Sh. Simranjit Singh, appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Smt. Sushma Dugal, Building Inspector (998877-3505).  



-----------------

Smt. Anita, Junior Assistant (98559-41494) Coordinator o/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER

1.
The RTI application is dated 13.11.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information on 3 points as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 27.12.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 01.02.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 06.04.2016 through video conference.
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3.
The appellant states that he has not received any information so far from the respondent. 

4.
Smt. Sushma Dugal, Building Inspector states that the reply of the RTI application has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. MTP/1489 dated 10.12.2015 mentioning therein that the sought for information is not specific. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant is not specific and the reply of RTI application dated 13.11.2015 has already sent by the respondent vide letter dated 10.12.2015. The Commission advises to the appellant to file a fresh RTI application to seek specific information from the respondent, if he so desires. In view 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. 


Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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. 292 of 2016
Date of institution:01.02.2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016 

Sh. Simranjit Singh s/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

93/2, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








 ……Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.





…...Respondent
Present:        Sh. Simranjit Singh, complainant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Rupinder Singh Tiwana, Building Inspector. 


-----------------

Smt. Anita, Junior Assistant (98559-41494) Coordinator o/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER



On the request of both the parties, this case is being heard today instead of 25.07.2016.
2.
The RTI application is dated 17.12.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on 7 points as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 01.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
3.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 06.04.2016 through video conference.

4.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him  by the respondent.
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Complaint Case No. 292 of 2016
5.
Sh. Rupinder Singh Tiwana, Building Inspector states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. MTP/7 dated 06.04.2016 mentioning therein that on the RTI application dated 17.12.2015 of the complainant the point-wise reply has already been sent to the complainant vide letter no. MTP/1550 dated 18.01.2016.
6.
After hearing both the parties an perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that on the RTI application, the point-wise information has already been sent by the respondent vide letter dated 18.01.2016.
 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.
7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   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. 293 of 2016 
Date of institution:01.02.2016
Date of decision: 15.07.2016
Sh. Simranjit Singh,s/o Sh. Jagdish Singh,

93/2, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








 ……Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar. 




…...Respondent
Present:        Sh. Simranjit Singh, complainant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Rupinder Singh Tiwana, Building Inspector.


-----------------

Smt. Anita, Junior Assistant (98559-41494) Coordinator o/o Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER



On the request of both the parties, this case is being heard today instead of 25.07.2016.

2.
The RTI application is dated 30.11.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on 10 points as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 01.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
3.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 06.04.2016 through video conference.

4.
The complainant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent.
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Complaint Case No. 293 of 2016
5.
Sh. Rupinder Singh Tiwana, Building Inspector states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. MTP/6 dated 06.04.2016 mentioning therein that on the RTI application dated 30.11.2015, the intimation has been sent to the complainant vide letter no. MTP/1531 dated 08.01.2016 that the record pertaining to buildings is maintained site plan number wise and date wise.  
6.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the on the information sought by the complainant the reply has already been sent by the respondent vide letter dated 08.01.2016.

 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.
7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh
  (Parveen Kumar)


Dated: 15.07.2016

                                   State Information Commissioner
