STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Baljeet Singh

S/o Late Shri Nagejder Singh,

# 11-B, Friends Colony,

22 No. Phatak, Behind Laxmi Palace,

Patiala 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police Punjab,

(crime Branch)

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Director General of Police Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9,

Chandigarh

Public Information Commissioner

O/o SSP, Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1110 of 2013

Present
 (i) Sh. Baljeet Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG and Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.         Vide application dated 11.03.2013 addressed to respondent Sh. Baljeet Singh had sought information regarding “what action has been taken on my complaint dated 05.02.2013, which was sent to the ADGP.” 
3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 11.04.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 15.05.2013.

4.     Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG appearing in person and states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant.  Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied.
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5.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


SD/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. A.P.Singh, 

Advocate Chamber No. 367,

3rd Floor, Judicial Complex,

District Courts , Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer

    O/o ADGP (Crime), Punjab

    Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9,

    Chandigarh 
2. Public Information Officer 

    O/o IGP (Crime),

    Patiala 

…………………………..Respondents

Complaint No. 1594 of 2013

alongwith

Complaint No. 1593 of 2013

Present
(i) Sh. A.P.Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG  - the PIO.

ORDER

        Heard

2.
Vide application dated 04.10.2012 addressed to respondent, Sh. A.P.Singh had sought the following information :-


“Rattan, R/o Village Kanech, P.S. Sahnewal, District Ludhiana for cancellation of FIR bearing no. 72 dt. 26.05.2012 U/s 452/323/324/506/IPC, P.S. Sahnewal District Ludhiana and in regarding enquiry got conducted in above said matter from the S.S.P. (Crime), Patiala under reference of memo No. 7/ 126/2012-2G4/1581 dated 22.08.2012 of the regarding application dated 16.07.2012 filed by Sewa Singh S/o Sh. Ram Deptt. Of Home and Justice affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh”.
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 22.04.2013.
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4.
I have carefully considered the submissions made by the parties hereto and is of the view that the Respondent has failed to provide the information after the directions of the Commission.  

5.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG  Respondent-PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has not been provided.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

6.
Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG Respondent-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG Respondent-PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith enquiry report as sought by the Appellant. 
7.
Adjourned to 08.10.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-

                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Amar Nath,

# 33159, St NO.1,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2984 of 2013

Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Inder Singh, Field Kanugon on  behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

2.         Vide RTI application dated 15.06.2013, addressed to the Respondent- PIO, O/o DC, Bathinda, Sh. Amar Nath has sought information regarding Intkaal no. 11012.
3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.08.2013. 

4.
Sh. Inder Singh, Field Kanugon appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant has informed on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

5.
In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Monica Negi,

Blossom Resident’s Welfare Association (Regd.),

Sikand Tower, Dr. Heera Singh Road,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana 

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1347 of 2013
Present
: (i) Ms. Monica Negi on behalf of the Appellant



  (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.    
Vide RTI application dated 18.02.2013 - addressed to the PIO- Respondent, Ms. Monica Negi has sought information on 12 points.

3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, she has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 11.06.2013.

4.
 On 18.07.2013, last opportunity was given to the Respondent to provide the information to the Appellant. On 14.08.2013, Sh. Arun Kumar, Building Inspector appeared and stated that some more time be given to him to provide the complete information. Today, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent. In the interest of justice, one last opportunity is granted to the Respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to Ms. Monica Negi and 
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also to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him. 
The appeal is, therefore, adjourned to 10.10.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara, Ind. Area B,

Ludhiana – 141 003

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1338 of 2013
Present:  
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

       Heard

2.       Vide RTI application dated 03.03.2013-addressed to the PIO, O/o Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal has sought information on 03 points.
3.
Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, she has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab on 10.06.2013.

4.
On 18.07.2013, Respondent had brought the information in the Commission which was handed over to the Appellant and Appellant was advised to point out the deficiencies to the Respondent.  In the hearing dated 14.08.2013, Appellant was absent, therefore, one more opportunity was given to the Appellant. But, today again, Appellant is not present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  It appears he is satisfied.  
Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
However, since the Appellant is not present, it is not appropriate to prolong this matter any further. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Hariom Parkash, Advocate

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar, 

Ludhiana – 141 001

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Environmental Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Regional Office-11, MC Building Complex,

2nd Floor, Block-C, Ludhiana 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2124 of 2013
Present:  
(i) Sh. Hariom Parkash, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Rajeev Sharma, PIO-cum-EE, PPCB on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

       Heard

2.   Vide RTI application dated 18.04.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o Environmental Engineer, Ludhiana, Sh. Hariom Parkash has sought information regarding action taken on the letter dated 04.04.2013. 

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.06.2013.

4.
On 18.07.2013, Complainant is absent. On 14.08.2013, Sh. Ravinder Bhatti, APIO had brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant.  Complainant had gone through the same and stated that the information is incomplete. Today, Sh. Rajeev Sharma, PIO personally appeared alongwith the original information. Sh. Hariom Parkash has gone through it and states that he is not satisfied. Respondent may note that this is the last opportunity given to him to provide the information to the Complainant. 
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5.
Adjourned to 10.10.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sewa Singh 

S/o Shri Gurmail Singh,

r/o Shiv Mandir, Dharamshala Welfare 

Society (regd.) , ESW Colony,

Opposite Police Chowki, 

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (elementary),

Ludhiana 

Public Information Officer 

O/o DEO (SE), Ludhiana 

Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab School Education Board,

Phase:VIII, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2150 of 2013
Present :  
(i) Sh. Sewa Singh, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Tarun Madaan, DEO(SE), Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

       Heard

2.   Vide RTI application dated 18.03.2013- Sh. Sewa Singh has sought information from the Respondent-PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. 

3.
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.06.2013. 
4.
In the hearing dated 14.08.2013, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan, O/o DEO(EE) appeared and stated that the remaining information would be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. But, today no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent, O/o DEO (EE), Punjab, which shows that the Respondent- PIO has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. Sh. Tarun Madaan, DEO(SE), Ludhiana appearing  and states that this information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o DEO(EE), Ludhiana. 
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5.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO, O/o DEO(EE), Ludhiana is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

6.
Respondent-PIO, O/o DEO(EE), Ludhiana is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent-PIO, O/o DEO(EE), Ludhiana is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

7.
Adjourned to 10.10.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nawab Singh Manes

S/o Shri Mehar Singh,

# Rc-7, Majithia Enclave,

Patiala 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police (Crime) Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9

Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

O/o SSP, Mohali

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1831 of 2013

Present : 
(i) Sh. Nawab Singh  the Complainant 

(ii) SH. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG and Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant, the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

2.
Vide RTI application dated 12.03.2013, addressed to the PIO, O/o IGP (crime), Punjab, Sh. Nawab Singh had sought some information.

3.
The present case has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 21.05.2013.

4.
In the hearing dated 25.06.2013, Complainant stated that no information had been given to him and Respondent was directed to provide the sought for information. On 16.07.2013, Respondent had sought some more time to provide to the information to the Complainant. On 14.08.2013, Gurmit Singh, ASI appeared and stated that this information had been given by the PIO, O/o SSP, Mohali, whereas, SSP, Mohali has informed the Commission on 09.09.2013 that no complaint has been received by them in this regard. 
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 5.
Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, no information has been provided to him.  It is presumed that after the directions of the Commission, PIO has failed to provide the information to the Complainant.  
6.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG  Respondent-PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has not been provided.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

7.
Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG Respondent-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Balkar Singh Sidhu, DIG Respondent-PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith information as sought by the Appellant. 
8.
Adjourned to 08.10.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President,

National RTI Activists Forum,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana -3

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DGP Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh 
First Appellate Authority

O/o DGP Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9, Chandigarh
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1271 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Karandeep, the Complainant



  (ii) Sh. Hakam Singh, HC on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

Heard

2.     Vide RTI application dated 13.02.2013-addressed to the PIO, O/o DGP, Punjab, Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon had sought information on 11 points.
3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 02.04.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 31.05.2013.

4.
In the hearing dated, 14.08.2013, Respondent stated that complete information had already been provided to the Appellant and Appellant had pointed out deficiencies to the Respondent. But, today Appellant states that 
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incomplete information has been given to him so far. The Appellant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Appellant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.
5.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Jaskaran Singh Teja , S.P.(D), Patiala  is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has not been provided.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

6.
Sh. Jaskaran Singh Teja , S.P.(D), Patiala  is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Jaskaran Singh Teja , S.P.(D), Patiala  is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith information as sought by the Appellant. 
7.
Adjourned to 10.10.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 17th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kanwaljit Singh,

# 1618, Sector 40B,

Chandigarh - 160036

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Estate Officer,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

SCO:41, Opp. Deputy Commissioner Office,

Jalandhar

First Appellate Authority

O/o Estate Officer,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

SCO:41, Opp. Deputy Commissioner Office,

Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1744 of 2013

Present:  
(i) Sh. Kanwaljit Singh, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Kapil Dev , Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

       Heard

2.        Vide RTI application dated 18.04.2013- addressed to the PIO, O/o E.O. PUDA, Jalandhar , Sh. Kanwaljit Singh has sought following information:-


“ confirm net amount payable by 30.06.2013 against allotment of SCS No. 02, Gandhi Vanita Ashram, Jalandhar (Pb.). Describe the details of Basi Price/Interest/Penalty amount year-wise.

               confirm the details of refund after 10% marked as per clause (ix)  of allotment letter and clause 45(3) the Punjab Regional & Town Planning and Development Act 1995.”
3.
First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 25.05.2013, whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 07.08.2013
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4.
All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Appellant. Respondent has agreed to provide complete information before the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 10.10.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                    State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balwant Singh

S/o Amar Singh

Village Behalpur, Tehsil Samrala

Distt. Ludhiana 

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Machhiwara,

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2114 of 2013

Present
: (i) Sh. Balwant Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Raghubir Singh, Panchayat Officer alongwith Sh. Gurpreet Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER

       Heard

2.         Vide application dated 21.11.2011 addressed to respondent Sh. Balwant Singh  had sought information pertaining to the year “01.04.2008 to 21.11.2011”.
3.
The present case has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 07.06.2013.

4.     Sh. Gurpreet Singh, BDPO appearing in person and states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, the compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- has been paid to the Complainant and complete information has also been provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the compensation amount of Rs. 5000/- but the provided information is not readable.  Respondent is directed to provide the readable copies of the information to the Complainant within one week.  Respondent has agreed that the same will be provided to the Complainant within one week.  
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5.
On the assurance of the Respondent, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Sunita Taneja,

W/o Sh. S.K.Taneja,

# 2208/3, Sector:45/C,

Chandigarh.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Estate officer,

Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Ludhiana.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2950 of 2013

Present :  
(i) Smt. Sunita Taneja, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Shiv Kumar Gupta, A.O. on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

       Heard

2.         Vide application dated 02.05.2013 addressed to respondent Smt. Sunita Taneja had sought information regarding “Non Objection Certificate of MIG Flat, Sector:40, Samrala Road, Ludhiana.”
 3.
The present case has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 08.08.2013.

4.     Complainant states that after the lapse of four months, complete information has still not been provided to her.  Sh. Shiv Kumar Gupta, A.O. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that information has already been provided to the Complainant and Complainant has pointed out deficiencies in the information, the same will be removed within one week.  Respondent is directed that whatever deficiencies have been pointed out by the Complainant be removed within one week, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  
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5.
Adjourned to 10.10.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post

Sd/-
                                                                            (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                  State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19th September, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

# 78/8, Park Road, New Mandi,

Dhuri, Distt:Sangrur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

1.    Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Administration,

General Administration Wing,

Pb, Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Under Secretary Administration

General Administration Wing,

Pb, Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.
2.    Public Information Officer,

O/o Special Secretary, 

Personnel department, GOP

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh 
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 797 of 2013
ORDER
The judgment in this case was reserved on 22.08.2013.  
2.
The background of the case is that the Appellant had sought information from the PIO, O/o Secretary Administration, General Administration Wing, Pb, Civil Sectt., Chandigarh on 02.01.2013 i.e. copy of the instructions applicable on the Govt. Officers/ Officials seeking emigration to foreign Countries. Aggrieved, the information seeker filed an appeal before the departmental authority. However, still aggrieved, he has now come to the State Information Commission Punjab. 

3.
During the hearing dated 15.05.2013, Respondent no. 1 stated that sought for information was to be provided by the PIO O/o Special Secretary, Personnel department, Punjab, therefore, PIO O/o Special Secretary, Personnel department, Punjab was impleaded as Respondent no. 2. 
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3.
On 20.07.2013, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent. In the hearing dated 23.07.2013, again no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents, therefore, PIO O/o Special Secretary, Personnel department, Punjab and PIO, O/o Special Secretary, Personnel, Punjab were issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. On 21.08.2013 and 27.08.2013, both the PIOs has sent an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. I have gone through the affidavits of both the Respondents and agree with the reply of the Respondents resultantly, the proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI are, therefore,  dropped.

3.
The stand of the Respondent is that the information, as available, on record had already been sent to the Appellant.  

4.
Appellant is not satisfied with the reply of the Respondent. Appellant submits that the stand taken by the Respondent is not consonant with the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005. According to him, the Respondent should have sent the request of the Appellant for information to the various subordinate offices for providing the information as envisaged under Section 6(3).   

5. 
The contention of the information seeker is erroneous in law. Section 6(3) is in the nature of a proviso to Section 6(1) as held by this Commission in its decision in AC 909 of 2010 decided on 04.01.2011 by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab. As per this decision Section 6(3) imposes a legal duty on the PIO to transfer a request “held by another public authority”. The expression used in section 6(3) is not “authorities”. The law is well settled that when information is held by more than one public authorities, there is no legal obligation to collect it and thereafter furnish to the information seeker or to transfer the request to more than one public authority. Similarly provision of section 5(4) relate to seeking assistance of any other officer within the organization of the public authority. Section 5(4) does not require that the PIO will seek assistance of officials of other public authorities outside his own establishment.
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6. 
For the above reasons the instant appeal is devoid of merit and is disposed of as such. It is ,however, made clear that the Appellant shall be at liberty to approach the concerned offices with his request for the supply information.


Sd/-
                                                                                (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                        State Information Commissioner
Dated: 19.09.2013

