STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1342 of 2015 

Date of institution:27.05.2015
Date of decision: 16.07.2015
Sh.  Sham Sunder,

House No.N.D. 296, 

Mohalla Purani  Kachehri,

Near Adda Hoshiarpur Phatak,

Jalandhar. 







.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh-160017.




             …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. S.K. Bhatia, Senior Assistant (98034-35046)
ORDER

1. In the present case the information has been sought about report and action taken on the raid conducted by Transport Minister, Sh. Ajit Singh Kohar on 04.07.2014 in the office of DTO, Jalandhar. On not getting the information a complaint has been filed on 27.05.2015 in the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2015 in the Commission.  
3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that similar information has been asked by the complainant in Complaint Case no.1320 of 2015 which has been disposed of on 15.07.2015 as the information comprising of 184 pages has been provided to the complainant.
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5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the record, it is observed that similar information had also been sought by the complainant in Complaint Case no.1320 of 2015 which has been disposed on 15.07.2015. As such, 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: 16.07.2015


                     
        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. 1343 of 2015
Date of institution:26.05.2015 

Date of decision: 16.07.2015 

Sh. Brish Bhan (M-9876101698)

S/o Shri Saroop Chand, 

House No. 33, 

Kahangarh  Road,

Patran,

District Patiala.







.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.  








      …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Gian Chand, Clerk. 
ORDER

1. In the present case the information has been sought from the respondent about facility provided officially to the conductors, drivers and inspectors of private buses to travel in Govt. buses. On not getting the information a complaint has been filed on 26.05.2015 in the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.        Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2015 in the Commission.  
3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that no facility has been provided officially to the conductors, drivers and inspectors of private buses to travel in Govt. buses and the complainant has been intimated accordingly vide letter no. 3033  dated  24.06.2015 .
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5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the record, it is observed that the information sought by the complainant has been provided by the PIO of the respondent authority vide letter dated 24.06.2015. 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.




Sd /-



Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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. 1331 of 2015 

Date of institution:25.05.2015
Date of decision: 16.07.2015
Sh. Harcharan Singh (M-9463514908)

S/o Joginder Singh,

r/o Dashmesh Nagar,

Bhawanigarh,

Tehsil and District  Sangrur.





.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Harcharan Singh, complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI.
ORDER

1. In the present case the information has been sought from the respondent about action taken report on his application dated 09.05.2014. On not getting the information a complaint has been filed on 25.05.2015 in the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2.         Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2015 in the Commission.  
3. The complainant tenders in writing that he has received the information comprising of 77 pages from the respondent by hand today in the Commission and requests that the case may be closed. 
4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the certified information comprising of 77 pages has been provided to the complainant by hand today in the Commission. He further states that the 
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delay in providing information has been caused unintentionally because in his RTI application the complainant has not mentioned the number of the application and after strenuous efforts the application of the complainant has been traced and the information has been provided. 
5. After hearing both the parties, it is observed that the responded has provided the information comprising of 77 pages to the complainant by hand today in the Commission. 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.




Sd /-



Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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. 1337 of 2015 

Date of institution: 26.05.2015
Date of decision: 16.07.2015

Sh. Amarjit Singh S/o Late Shri Lakha Singh,

r/o  village Ganguwal,

Tehsil Anandpur,

District  Roopnagar.






.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar.






             …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh, Junior Assistant (98145-64501)
ORDER

1. Vide RTI application dated 27.01.2015 the information has been sought about Lambardar of village Ganguwal of Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, district Roopnagar.  On not getting the information, a complaint was filed in the Commission on 26.05.2015 under Section 18 of the RTI Act. 
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 16.07.2015 in the Commission. 
3. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that on the RTI application received by the respondent on 04.02.2015, the reply has been sent to the applicant vide letter no. 101/VRK dated 01.04.2015 mentioning therein that such information is neither available on record of the “Basta” of village Ganguwal nor this information is mentioned in the Register maintained for the purpose of orders of Lambardar of village Ganguwal basta no. 303. The respondent has also brought the said register for the perusal of the Commission. 
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5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the reply filed by the respondent, it is observed that on the RTI application dated 27.01.2015, the intimation has already been sent to the applicant vide letter dated 01.04.2015 that the information sought is not available. The perusal of file further reveals that the said letter has been received by the complainant who in his complaint has prayed for directing the PIO to provide information.

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).


In wake of aforementioned, the complainant is at liberty to file appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the respondent if he is not satisfied with the order of the PIO and if he  desires so. The complaint is devoid of merit and hence disposed of and closed.          
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd /-




Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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. 1821 of 2015 

Date of institution:26.05.2015
Date of decision:16.07.2015
Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate, (98785-00082)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1,

S.A.S.Nagar.-160059.       







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner, 

S.A.S. Nagar.   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.   





         …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Rajmal, Secretary (98761-63543) (Red Cross  Society, S.A.S. Nagar).
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 26.12.2014 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 09.03.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 26.05.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he has not received the registered post stated to be sent vide letter dated 30.12.2014. He further undertakes that he is willing to deposit the assessed fee and his RTI application may be considered after deposit of assessed fee. 
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission mentioning therein that the appellant has already been intimated vide letter no. 2719/RTI dated 30.12.2014 to deposit the assessed fee of Rs.652/- .He further adds that the information can be provided after the assessed fee is deposited by the RTI applicant.
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the respondent has sent intimation to the RTI applicant for depositing of assessed fee of Rs. 652/- by registered post vide letter dated 30.12.2014 which the appellant states to have not received. In the given circumstance, the appellant is directed to deposit the assessed fee to seek the information and the respondent is directed to provide the information after receipt of assessed fee.   With this direction, 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: 16.07.2015


                     
        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. 1823 of 2015 

Date of institution:26.05.2015

Date of decision:16.07.2015

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate, (98785-00082)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1,

S.A.S.Nagar.-160059.       







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner, 

S.A.S. Nagar.   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.   





         …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person.

None for the respondent. 
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 06.01.2015 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 09.02.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 26.05.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he has not received the registered post stated to be sent vide letter dated 09.01.2015. He further undertakes that he is willing to deposit the assessed fee and his RTI application may be considered after deposit of assessed fee. 
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4.
The respondent is absent at today’s hearing. However, the respondent has sent reply to the Notice received in the Commission at diary no. 16541 dated 30.06.2015 mentioning therein that the appellant has already been intimated vide letter no. 85/RTI dated 09.01.2015 to deposit the assessed fee of Rs. 300/- and a reminder  was sent vide letter no. 206/RTI(C) dated 23.01.2015. 
5.
After hearing the appellant and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the respondent has sent intimation to the RTI applicant for depositing of assessed fee of Rs. 300/- by registered post vide letter dated 09.01.2015 which the appellant states to have not received. In the given circumstance, the appellant is directed to deposit the assessed fee to seek the information and the respondent is directed to provide the information after receipt of assessed fee. In case the direction of the Commission is not complied with by the respondent, the appellant shall be at liberty to approach the Commission. With this direction, 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: 16.07.2015


                     
        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. 1826  of 2015 

Sh. H. S. Hundal, Advocate, (98785-00082)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1,

S.A.S.Nagar.-160059.       







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner, 

S.A.S. Nagar.   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.   





         …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ravinder Kumar(84273-88060)
ORDER

1. The appellant states that he has yet not received the information.    
2. The respondent seeks an adjournment for filing reply to the Notice of the Commission. He further adds that the dealing hand is the custodian of the record about which the information has been sought who is busy in attending case in the Hon'ble High Court.
3. On the request of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 16.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M.

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




Sd /-



Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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.  1491  of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal (M-9878500082)

Advocate Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase -3BI






.…Appellant

SAS Nagar-160059.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, in person. 

None for the respondent. 
ORDER
1. The appellant states that he has yet not been received the information in this case. 
2. None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission. No intimation has been received as to why nobody is attending the today’s hearing.  
3.
The respondent is directed to attend the next hearing along with documents showing that the information has already been provided to the appellant.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 16.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd /-
 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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.  1492  of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal (M-9878500082)

Advocate Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase -3BI






.…Appellant

SAS Nagar-160059.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana-141002.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
Shri H. S. Hundal, appellant, in person. 

None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has received some information but he is yet to go through it to see if there is any deficiency therein. He further states that he shall point out the deficiency if needed.    
2.
None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission. However, an e-mail has been received from the respondent in the Commission at diary no.18051   dated 16.07.2015 mentioning therein that an adjournment may be given on account of inauguration of Ludhiana as a “Safe City” by Hon'ble Chief Minister of Punjab.  
3.
 The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 16.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd /-
 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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. 1831  of 2015 

Sh. Mohinder Singh (M-98152-96739)

House No.2952, Sector 42-C,

Chandigarh.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Treasury  & Accounts, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Director Treasury  & Accounts, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.  




         …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Mohinder Singh, appellant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Parmdeep Singh, Senior Assistant (98147-20629) 
ORDER

1. The appellant states that though he has received information on point no.5 but information on point no. 1, 2,  3, 4 & 6 is yet to be provided by the respondent. 
2. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter dated 07.07.2015 vide which the information on point no. 5 has been provided and further adds that as regards the information on remaining points the record is about 60 years old. He further submits that an adjournment may be given to dig out the old record for providing the information on remaining points. 
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 16.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M.

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




Sd /-



Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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.  1029  of 2015 

Ms Gursimran Kaur (M-85284-75863)

# 667, LIG, Phase – 1, 

Urban Estate,

Dugri, Distt. Ludhiana.





         ……Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana-141002.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Com missioner, Punjab,

SCO- 177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.  
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None present.

ORDER
1. The appellant has sent written submission received in the commission at diary no. 17767 dated 14.07.2015 stating therein that information has yet not been provided to her and compensation should be provided to her under Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act. 
2. None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission. However, letter has been received from the respondent in the Commission at diary no.18048  dated 16.07.2015  mentioning therein that an adjournment may be given due to his being busy in official duty on account of inauguration of Ludhiana as “Safe City” by Hon' ble Chief Minister of Punjab. Another letter from the respondent has also been received at diary no. 17991 dated 15.07.2015 whereby the information has been provided on 4 points 
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enumerated in the RTI application. 
3. The matter to come up for further hearing on 16.09.2015 at 02:00 PM.  
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd /-
 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)
Dated: 16.07.2015


                     
        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.  1462  of 2015
Date of institution : 28.04.2015

Date of decision: 16.07.2015
Shri Gagandeep Singh  Janjua (M-97806-43243)

S/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Village Tooran P.O. Kumbh,

Tehsil Amloh, 

District Fatehgarh Sahib-147301.  





.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.   

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.    
   




              …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Smt. Harinder Kaur, Senior Assistant.  
ORDER
1.
Vide RTI application dated 11.07.2014 the appellant has sought information on 2 points pertaining to Revenue Law. On not getting the information he filed appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.10.2014 and second appeal in the Commission on 28.04.2015 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 15.06.2015 in the Commission. 

3.
The appellant was neither present during the hearing on 15.06.2015 nor he is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received in the Commission as to the reason of absence. However, he has intimated that he has received the information. 
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4.
The respondent states that the reply to the notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter dated 11.06.2015 whereby the information has been provided to the appellant. She further states that the requisite information could not be provided earlier because neither the RTI application nor the first appeal stated to have been filed by the appellant has been received and that on receiving notice of the Commission the information sought by the appellant has been provided. She further brings to the notice of the Commission that report has been obtained from the Issue and Circulation Branch in regard to non receipt of  RTI application and first appeal papers.

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 10.06.2015 receipt of which has been affirmed by the former. 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: 16.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner 
