STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.No. 78/8, Park Ro0ad, New Mandi, 
 Dhuri, District:  Sangrur.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

3rd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

3rd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3161 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Under Secretary-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-05-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding Subhash Padam, ex-Tehsildar, Pathankot. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 24-07-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  nil   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  30-09-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 15.12.2015 has been received through FAX from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has met with an 
Contd……p/2

AC -  3161 of 2015


-2-

accident and is not able to travel. He has further informed that the requisite information has not been supplied to him as yet. He has requested  to adjourn the case to some other date and not to decide the matter in his absence.
4.

Today, the respondent submits that reply has been sent to the appellant vide Memo. No. 10058, dated 04.12.2015.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO  on the reply sent by him,  with a copy to the Commission.
5.

Adjourned to   10.03.2016   at 11.00 AM









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-12-2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Nirmal Singh Dhiman s/o Sh. Gurbax Singh,

H.N0. 895, Phase-xi, Sector 65, SAS Nagar.




…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

3rd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

3rd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3171 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Nirmal Singh Dhiman, Appellant, in person.

Smt. Manjeet Kaur, Under Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Harjinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Nirmal Singh Dhiman, Appellant , vide an RTI application dated 30-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding his service matter and subsequently filed an appeal with the Commission on 05.10.2015, which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

Today the respondent submits that complete information,  as available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant while expressing dis-satisfaction submits a detailed written submission, which is taken on record. After detailed deliberations, the PIO makes a written submission  to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. This written submission is handed over to the appellant, a copy of which is retained in the Commission file.
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:15-12-2015          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri J.C.Kaushal, Advocate,

SCF-2, Level-3, Phase-xi Sector-65,

SAS Nagar.









Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Pathankot.



Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2373 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri J. C. Kaushal, Complainant, in person.


Shri Rajinder Parshad, Sub-Inspector, Gurdaspur, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 12-03-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  J.C.Kaushal, sought copy of complaint filed by Smt. Sheetal Sharma d/o Shri Kalidass Sharma of Pathankot.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri J.C.Kaushal   filed a complaint dated  05-10-2015 with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-10-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

A   letter No. 51-RTI dated 06.05.2015 has been received from the PIO informing that the complainant was informed on Mobile phone on 08.04.2015 and the information has again been sent by post vide the said letter. A copy of letter dated 04.04.2015 has been received from Incharge, Women Cell, Pathankot informing that no such complaint has been received in their office.  
4.

Accordingly, the case is  disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15-12-2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh, District:  Ludhiana.

Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.



Respondent

Complaint Case No.2355 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person.


Shri Gurpal Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 17-08-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh sought various information/ documents on 8 points regarding Route Permits(District-wise)  under Safe School Vahan Scheme.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jasbir Singh   filed a complaint dated 28-09-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on  06-10-2015  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant  vide letter No. 41430, dated 30.09.2015 and letter No. 48963, dated 27.11.2015. The complainant submits that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to  09.02.2016 at 11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15-12-2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Ramgarh,

Chandigah Road, Ludhiana.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2428 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri  Tejinder Sisngh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 21-07-2015,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding writ petition filed by Shri Vishnu Dev against Tehsildars in Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court including statements of Tehsldar, West and East, Ludhiana.  

2.

The case was last heard on 15.10.2015, when  a letter dated 15.10.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing that he was  unable to attend hearing as he had  been suffering from Dengue Fever. He  further informed that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

3.

The respondent submitted  that the appellant had  sought copies of affidavits submitted by Tehsildars in CWP No. 20249  of 2012. He assured  that  copies of affidavits would  be supplied to the appellant after obtaining the same from the High Court. He sought  some more time for the purpose, which was granted.  On the request of both the parties, the case was adjourned for today.
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4.

A letter dated 15.12.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that information has not been supplied to him as yet. He has requested to impose penalty upon the PIO and has also requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 

5.

A telephonic message has been received from the respondent requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date.
6.

On the request of the appellant as well as the respondent, the case is adjourned to 09.02.2016  at 11.00 AM. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-12--2015          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Charan Singh s/o Sh. Kehar Singh,

H.No. 2396/4, Mohalla Mai Jina, Agwar Ladhai,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana. 







Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East),

Ludhdiana.









Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1732 of 2015

ORDER
Present:
Shri Charan Singh, Complainant, in person.



Shri Jaspreet Singh, Clerk, office of SDM(East) Ludhiana, on behalf of the 
respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 16-06-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Charan Singh sought various information/ documents regarding list of allottee of land to 2nd World War veterans etc.

2.

The case was last heard on 15.10.2015, when  the complainant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him till date. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO was  directed to get the record inspected by the complainant on 19.10.2015 at 11.00 A.M. and after inspection supply the documents identified by him on the spot. The case was adjourned for today for confirmation of compliance of orders.
3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent without any intimation. Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to both the parties to pursue their case.
4.

Adjourned to 09.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15-12-2015




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke,

SCO No.26, Shant Park, Main Sua Road,

Near Geeta Mandir Chowk, Threeke,

Ludhiana-142028.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar (West) Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West), Ludhiana.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1999 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke 28-01-2015, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his letter No. 318, dated 04.07.2014  alongwith certain information regarding Sale Deed No. 7194 dated 21.06.2005  and Mutation No. 15735.

2.

The case was last heard on 21.10.2015, when  a letter dated 20.10.2015 was  received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to poor transport facility on the roads. He  further informed that the provided information was  still incorrect and incomplete.  The respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant on 27.07.2015. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, a letter dated 14.12.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to political rallies in Punjab on 15.12.2015. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
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4.

The appellant has not informed whether he has sent his observations on the provided information to the PIO or not. Therefore, he is again directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing.

5.

Adjourned to  09.02. 2016  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-12-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh Dhara,

H.N0. 26, HM Quarters, Sector-59,

Phase-4, SAS Nagar.






Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.








Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2365 of 2015

ORDER

Present
None for the complainant.


Shri Major Singh, Clerk, office of D.C. Amritsar and Shri Balwinder Singh, Patwari.

Vide RTI application dated 03-07-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Amrik Singh Dhara sought list of persons belonging to Village Manawala, Rajewal and other adjoining villages along with their addresses whose land has been acquired for National Highway Project  and the criteria adopted for paying compensation alongwith list of concerned officials with their designations.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Amrik Singh Dhara  filed a complaint dated 06-10-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-10-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant by registered post vide letter No. 1347-1348, dated  11.10.2015. He submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record.  In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention is 
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invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) 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. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions 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 occasion 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 hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15-12-2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

82, District Courts, 3B1, SAS Nagar.





Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.





Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2415 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated nil   addressed to the respondent, Shri H. S. Hundal  sought various information/ documents regarding security of women in buses.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S.Hundal   filed a complaint dated 08-10-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 08-10-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 15.12.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to visit  Moga due to an urgent matter. He has requested  that respondents be directed to supply complete information  to him as per his RTI request and an adjournment be granted to point out the deficiencies. 

4.

A letter No. 6888, dated 15.12.2015 has been received through e-mail from the PIO informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear in Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in connection with COCP No. 3444 of 2014. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
5.

On the request of both the parties, the case is adjourned to  02.02.2016 at  11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15-12-2015




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sanjeev  Thakur,

Village and Post Office: MADHOPUR,

District: Pathankot.








…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner

Mobile Wing, Tehsilpura,  Amritsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Deputy Excise & Taxation

 Commissioner, Amritsar.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 18 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Harmeet Singh,  ETO, on behalf of  the respondents.


Shri  Sanjeev Thakur,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-06-2014,   addressed to PIO, sought list of all the AETC and ETO and Inspector posted at mobile wing, date of their joining and name of their Home Districts alongwith attested copy of Disposal Registers of all the E.T.Os. 

2.

The case was last heard on 15.10.2015, when a letter dated 22.09.2015 was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing on 15.10.2015 due to financial problem. He  pointed out 3 deficiencies in the provided information. 

3.

The respondent clarified  each and every point. A perusal of the provided 

information revealed  that the requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant as per his RTI application. The respondent asserted  that the information available in their record had been supplied to the appellant and no more information was  available with them. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to submit a duly attested affidavit on the 
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next date of hearing to the effect that the information,  available on record has been 
supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the respondent submits an affidavit. Since the appellant is not present, the PIO is  directed to send the original affidavit to the appellant by registered post with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

On the assurance given by the respondent to send the affidavit to the appellant by registered post, the case is disposed of and closed. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amar Singh,

H.No. 385, Gali No. 13,

Aman Nagar, opp. DMW, Patiala.






Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Nabha Road, Patiala.






Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2422 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
Shri Amar Singh, Complainant, in person.



Shri Gian Chand, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 27-04-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Amar Singh sought various information/ documents on five points regarding Pension Scheme.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Amar Singh  filed a complaint dated 01-10-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 07-10-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. Spl.1/RTI, dated 15.12.2015 from the PIO seeking some more time to supply the requisite information to the complainant as the sought information  relates to officers/officials of different Depots and is huge in volume.
4.

On the request of the PIO, the case is adjourned to  09.02.2016                  11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15-12-2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harvinder Singh S/o Sh. Gurcharan Singh,

Village: Gammiwala, PO: Boha,

District:  Mansa.








Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Revenue & Rehabilitation Disaster Management,

Room No.3, 3rd floor, Punjab Civil Sectt.1, Chandigarh.


Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2389 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.


Smt. Manjeet Kaur, PIO-cum-Under Secretary; Smt. Neelam Bhatia, APIO-cum-Superintendent, office of Revenue & Rehabilitation Disaster Management, Department and Shri Darshan Pal, Junior Assistant, office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 13-08-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri Harvinder Singh, sought various information/ documents on his registered letter dated 10-03-2015 sent to Senior Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Department,  Bathinda.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Harvinder Singh   filed a complaint dated 23-09-2015  with the Commission, which was received in it on 07-10-2015   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, Smt. Manjeet Kaur, PIO-cum-Under Secretary, appearing on behalf of the respondent informs that RTI application of the appellant has been transferred under Section 6(3) to  Deputy Commissioner, Mansa for supplying information to the appellant. Shri Darshan Pal, Junior Assistant, office of D.C. Mansa submits that requisite information and documents alongwith Inquiry Report and Action Taken Report has been supplied to the complainant and consequently concerned 
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Patwari has been issued a Charge-sheet. In case the complainant is not satisfied with 
the provided information, his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) 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. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions 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 occasion 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 hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15-12-2015




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.3402 Sector 71,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.160071.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Committee, Moga-142001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Committee, 
Moga-142001.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 400 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the  Appellant.
Smt. Monia Anand, PIO-cum-MTP and Shri Vijay Kumar, ATP,    on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  H.S.Hundal  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-11-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding approved Plan of Dutt Road, Moga including all its internal streets.

2.

The case was last heard on 28.10.2015, when  Shri Vijay Kumar, ATP, appearing on behalf of the respondents sought  adjournment to enable them to supply complete information to the appellant, which was granted and the case was adjourned for today.
3.

A letter dated 15.12.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to visit  Moga due to an urgent matter. He has further informed that on 08.09.2015, record was inspected and identified during he hearing and respondents had agreed that required information would be supplied by the next date of hearing but not even a single document  was supplied on the next date i.e. 28.10.2015. He has requested that punitive  action be initiated against the PIO and he may be compensated suitably.  He 
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has further requested  that respondents be directed to supply complete information as per his RTI request and an adjournment be granted to point out the deficiencies. 
4.

Today, Smt. Monia Anand, PIO-cum-MTP and Shri Vijay Kumar, ATP,    are present  on behalf of the respondents, who  have brought the information for handing over  to  the appellant in the court today but he is not present. The PIO asserts that complete information has been brought and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send the information to the appellant by registered post and make a written on the next date of hearing to the effect that complete information, as available on record, has been supplied to the complainant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. 
5.

Adjourned to  02.02.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  









Sd/-


                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase: 3B1, S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali) – 160059.




…Appellant
                           Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

SCO No. 13-14, Sector: 17-D, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1229 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Ms. Urvashi Goel, ETO-cum-APIO and Ms. Veena Rani, Superintendent,   on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 20.01.2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10  points regarding inquiring the  conduct of Taxation Officials of Moga for not taking any action in the cases of unregistered Firms for non-payment of VAT and other taxes to the Department alongwith Action Taken Report on his complaints dated 01.12.2013 and 24.02.2014 and 04.08.2014.
2.

During hearing  on  08.09.2015,   the respondent handed  over information to the appellant. The appellant, while expressing dis-satisfaction, asserted  that he wanted  Action Taken Report from ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh on his complaint dated 04.08.2014  regarding inquiring the  conduct of Taxation Officials of Moga for not taking any action in the cases of unregistered Firms for non-payment of VAT and other taxes to the Department. During discussion, it was  observed that complaint dated 04.08.2014 
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was  not in  the possession  of the respondent.  While  handing over a copy of complaint 
dated 04.08.2014 to the respondent, the PIO was  directed to supply a detailed Action Taken Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 28.10.2015.
3.

On 28.10.2015,  the appellant submitted  that he had  sent a copy of his complaint dated 04.08.2014 to the PIO by post and he would  submit documentary proof in this regard, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter dated 15.12.2015 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to visit  Moga due to an urgent matter. He has further informed that on 28.10.2015, record was inspected and identified during he hearing and respondents had agreed that required information would be supplied by the next date of hearing but not even a single document  was supplied on the next date i.e. 28.10.2015. He has requested that punitive  action be initiated against the PIO and he may be compensated suitably.  He has also requested that respondents may kindly be directed to produce their Receipt Register pertaining to August, 2014 as there is an entry of Appellant’s complaint.  He 

has further requested  that respondents be directed to supply complete information as per his RTI request and an adjournment be granted to point out the deficiencies. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to produce their Receipt Register pertaining to August, 2014 on the next date of hearing. The appellant is also directed to submit documentary proof on the next date of hearing as had been promised on the last date of hearing to prove that his complaint dated 04.08.2014 was received  in the office of the Public Authority.
6.

Adjourned to 02.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bharat Bhushan Khullar,

Gali No.2,Indra Colony, Pathankot-145001.




…Appellant

             Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Incharge Primary School,

Mamial, Block Pathankot-1,  Pathankot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Education Officer (E), Pathankot.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 372 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Dushyant Kumar Joshi, Office Assistant, office of  DEO(EE) Pathankot, on behalf of  the respondents.



Shri  Bharat Bhushan Khullar  vide an RTI application dated  05-11-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding grant received for Civil Works by Government Primary School, Mamial P.O. Ghrota, District: Pathankot.

2.

The  case was last heard on 28.10.2015, when  the appellant informed  that partial information had  been supplied to him. He pointed  out deficiencies in the provided information. Consequently,  Dr.  Jarnail Singh, D.E.O.(E) Pathankot, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  assured  that the remaining information would  be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Accordingly, PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 3034-3035, dated 07.12.2015. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to  09.02.2016 at 11.00 A.M
                                                                                            Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                            Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-12-2015


             State Information Commissioner
