STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Davinder Sharma (Bitta),

s/o Sh. Sham Lal Sharma,

H.No. 874, St.No. 6, Janak Puri,

Ludhiana-141003.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o PSPCL, Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o PSPCL, Janta Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2080 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Rajiv Sumra, XEN, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Davinder Sharma  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13-02-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on five points regarding Electric Connection No. W22-BF-323358  installed in H. No. 11140, Street No. 6, Partap Nagar, Ludhiana.
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 nil  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 15-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today,  Shri Rajiv Sumra, XEN, appearing on behalf of the respondents, Contd…..p/2
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submits that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant by registered post on 26.08.2016. He makes a written submission dated 20.09.2016 to the effect that the information, available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations, on the provided information have been received from him. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send the written submission dated 20.09.2016 to the appellant by registered post, a copy of which is retained in the Commission file. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the appellant,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurbax Singh s/o Sh. Sahib Singh,

No. 755/14, Opp. Northern Railway Workshop,

GT Road, Amritsar.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2051 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Aftab Bhatia, Inspector, Town Planning Wing, M.C. Amritsar.

Shri Gurbax Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO sought certain information on seven points regarding Plan sanctioned vide MTP Office letter No. GR. No. 157A, dated 01.08.2008.
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 25-12-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  10-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 13-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Aftab Bhatia, Inspector, Town Planning Wing, M.C. Amritsar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits that the information, available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 705, dated 18.02.2016 
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and letter No. MTP/291, dated 14.09.2016. He submits copies of provided information,l which are taken on record. He also  makes a written submission dated 20.09.2016 to the effect that the information, available on record, has already been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. Accordingly, the respondent  is directed to send this written submission to the appellant by registered post and a copy of the same has been retained in the Commission file. 
4.

Since  the information, available on record, stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri V.B.Khanna,

House No. 2063, Sector 19-C,

Chandigarh.








………Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

(Coordination Branch), 6th floor,

Punjab Civil Sectt.-1, 
Chandigarh.








………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1209 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Smt. Ravinder Kaur, PIO-cum-Senior System Manager and Shri Gurvinder Pal Singh, Legal Assistant, Directorate of Governance Reforms, behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 09-02-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri V.B.Khanna sought various information/ documents regarding  complaint dated 18-12-2015 alongwith Action Taken Report.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri V.B.Khanna  filed a complaint dated 09-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 10-06-2016   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. Ravinder Kaur, PIO-cum-Senior System Manager and Shri Gurvinder Pal Singh, Legal Assistant, Directorate of Governance Reforms, appearing  behalf of the respondent, inform that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant. She submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which 
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is taken on record. The respondent informs that the First Appellate Authority has also heard the First Appeal and rejected the same. 
4.

The complainant is not present without any intimation nor any observations,  on the provided information,  have been received from him. Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to him to send point-wise observations/deficiencies, if any, in the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission so that complete information could be provided to him without any further delay. 
5.

Adjourned to  26.10.2016 at 11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Rajinder Pal Sharma,

H.No. 569, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.








……..Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Additional Superintending Engineer,

PSPCL, Tech. Audit-2, Ludhiana.





……..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1187 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Rajinderpal Sharma, complainant, in person.



Shri Yadwinder Pal Singh, AAE, on behalf of the respondent. 

Vide RTI application dated 29-03-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Rajinder Pal Sharma sought various information/ documents regarding a  consumer case . 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Rajinder Pal Sharma  filed a complaint dated nil  with the Commission, which was received in it on 07-06-2016   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 complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. Shri Yadwinder Pal Singh, AAE, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, is not able to explain the status of the case. Therefore, the PIO is directed to bring the relevant record,   in person, on  the next date of hearing to explain the factual position of the case so that requisite complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay.
4.

Adjourned to 26.10.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Rana,

House No. 3107-FF, Sector 38-D,

Chandigarh.








……….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary, General Administration,

(Establishment-1 Branch), Punjab Civil

Sectt-1, Chandigarh.






………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1181 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Ashok Rana, Complainant, in person.


Shri Kamal Kumar, Superintendent and Shri Amit Bansal, Senior Assistant,  Establishment-1 Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 26-04-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri Ashok Rana sought various information/ documents regarding staff working in the Punjab Civil Secretariat under the Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashok Rana  filed a complaint dated 02-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 06-06-2016   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, Shri Kamal Kumar, Superintendent, Establishment-1 Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh,   appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a copy of letter No. 8/51/2014-4 Estt.-1/1291, dated 22.08.2016 vide which it has been informed that the complainant was asked vide Memo. No. 8/51/2014-4 Estt.-1/667, dated 05.05.2016, to deposit Rs. 160/- as document charges. The respondent further informs that document charges were not deposited by the complainant and even 
then later on information has been supplied to him, free of cost. The complainant 
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expresses dis-satisfaction. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant 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 i.e. Under Secretary in this case, 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: 20-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:

Under Secretary, Secretariat Admn.-cum-

REGISTERED


First Appellate Authority,



Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Rajinder Kaur w/o Sh. Pinderpal Singh,

VPO: Katron, Tehsil Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.







……….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Range, Patiala.






………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1228 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI and Shri Jai Singh, Junior Assistant, office of DIG, Patiala Range, Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 18-05-2016 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Rajinder Kaur sought various information/ documents relating to  activities undertaken by Police Station,(City ) Dhuri 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated 
under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Rajinder Kaur   filed a complaint 
dated 14-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 14-06-2016   
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, Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. 93-Appeal/RTI, dated 15.09.2016 from SSP, Sangrur vide which it has been informed that the information running into 780 pages has already  been supplied to the complainant in CC-590, CC-591 and CC-592 of 2016, which has been duly received by her. In case the complainant is still not satisfied with the provided information, her 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 
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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: 20-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Kumar s/o Sh.Surjeet Ram,

H.No.18, Pahari Gate, Ward No. 189,

Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.




…………..Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.





………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1232 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Baldev Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

Vide RTI application dated 20-05-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Baldev Kumar sought various information/ documents relating to house constructed by Shri Surinder Singh s/o Shri Santokh Singh.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Baldev Kumar  filed a complaint dated 15-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 22-06-2016   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 complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. Shri Gurpreet Singh, Clerk, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, is unable to explain the status of the case. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant 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 
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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 i.e. Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Patiala, in this case,  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: 20-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:
Regional Deputy Director-cum-




REGISTERED


First Appellate Authority, 






Local Government Department,


Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Bhajan Singh s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

H.No. 667, Type-3, Nuhon Colony,

Guru Gobind Singh Thermal Plant, Ropar.



……..Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Guru Gobind Singh Thermal Plant, Ropar.



………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1235 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.




Shri Rajesh Kumar, Addl. S.E.-cum-APIO; Shri Gurpreet Singh, UDC and Shri Gurmeet Singh, UDC, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 11-05-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri Bhajan Singh sought various information/ documents regarding mutual transfer of type 1 to type 5 quarters.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Bhajan Singh  filed a complaint dated 17-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on17-06-2016    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 09.09.2016 has been received from the complainant informing that he  is unable to attend hearing on 20.09.2016 as he is visiting Hazoor Sahib alongwith  his family from 15.09.2016 to 05.10.2016 to pay his obeisance there.  He has requested to adjourn the case  to a date after 05.10.2016. 
4.

Today, Shri Rajesh Kumar, Addl. S.E.-cum-APIO,  appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a Memo. No. 2428, dated 19.09.2016 vide which it has been 
informed that that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant 
vide Memo. No. 2055, dated 16.06.2016, which has been duly received by him on 21.06.2016. 
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5.

In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then 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.
6.

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.

7.

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. 

8.

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: 20-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant

                                  Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian,

 District: Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt.,  
 Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3188 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Sukhchairn Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-07-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on eight points regarding amount  received from Sewerage Board for laying pipes etc.

2.

Today, the appellant submits that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and the case may be closed. 
3.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, explains, in detail, the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The plea put forth by the respondent is accepted as the delay caused is only procedural and no  malafide is proved. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the satisfaction of the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant

                              Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian,
 District:  Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt., 

 Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3195 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28-05-2015,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on six points regarding Tenders floated for development works.

2.

Today, the appellant submits that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and the case may be closed. 

3.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, explains, in detail, the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The plea put forth by the respondent is accepted as the delay caused is only procedural and no  malafide is proved. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the satisfaction of the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant

                         Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian,
 District:  Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. 

Amritsar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3194 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on four points regarding lights fitted along Dera Baba Nanak Road.

2.

Today, the appellant submits that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and the case may be closed. 

3.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, explains, in detail, the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The plea put forth by the respondent is accepted as the delay caused is only procedural and no  malafide is proved. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the satisfaction of the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11, Fatehgarh Churian,

Distt. Gurdaspur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Fatehgarh Churian, 
 District:  Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt.,   Amritsar.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3193 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-11-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on two points regarding encroachments in Ward No. 12. 

2.

Today, the appellant submits that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and the case may be closed. 

3.

Shri Anil Mehta, E.O., Nagar Council,  Fatehgarh Churian, appearing on behalf of the respondents, explains, in detail, the reasons for delay in the supply of information. The plea put forth by the respondent is accepted as the delay caused is only procedural and no  malafide is proved. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the satisfaction of the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016         


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhchain Singh,

Sanan Mohalla, Ward No. 11,

Fatehgarh Churian, Distt. Gurdaspur.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (EE), Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Education Officer (EE), Gurdaspur.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2631 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Sukhchain Singh,  appellant, in person.

Shri Aman Kumar,   Mid-Day Meal Coordinator,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Sukhchain Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-06-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on seven  points regarding Mid Day Meal Scheme.

2.

Today, Shri Aman Kumar,   Mid-Day Meal Coordinator, appearing   on behalf of the respondents, hands over remaining information to the appellant in the court today, who after perusing the provided information, expresses satisfaction. He, however, submits that the information has been supplied to him after about 16 months and he has suffered a lot during this long period. He requests that he may be suitably compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 
3.

In  this case, the appellant submitted RTI application to the PIO on 04.06.2015 for seeking requisite information and he has attended 6(six) hearing in  the Commission at Chandigarh  while travelling from Fatehgarh Churian(Gurdaspur). In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this long period of 16 months, I find  full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in 
Contd…….p/2

AC - 2631 of 2015



-2-
exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 5,000/-(Rupees five thousand only) is awarded to Shri Sukhchain Singh, Appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. office of District Education Officer(E), Gurdaspur through a Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to the Commission. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to D.P.I.(EE), Punjab, Mohali, to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to  26.10.2016  at 11.00 A.M .












Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

D.P.I. Elementary, Punjab,



REGISTERED


Punjab School Education Board Complex,



Phase-8, Mohali.

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,

Sector: 76, Mohali.








…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner(G),

Phase-1, S.A.S. Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Phase – 1, S.A.S. Nagar.





….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 473 of 2016    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 
Shri Jagdeep Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent Grade-1; Shri Amar Nath, Senior Assistant and Shri Paramveer Singh, Clerk,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.10.2015,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10 points regarding detail of funds at the disposal of the office alongwith copies of all bills of expenditure on each and every item etc. 

2.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1581-82 by hand.  The appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 20.09.2016 has been received from him  informing that he wants to withdraw this case.

3.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as  withdrawn.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016


             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,

Sector: 76, Mohali.








…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner(G),

Phase-1, S.A.S. Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S. Nagar.


….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 474 of 2016    

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant. 
Shri Jagdeep Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent Grade-1; Shri Amar Nath, Senior Assistant and Shri Paramveer Singh, Clerk,   on behalf of the respondents.

Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.10.2015,       addressed to PIO, sought copies of documents of rules/provisions/orders showing the procedure for making any new purchase alongwith copies of all orders/sanctions.


2.

Today, the respondent submits that requisite information has not been supplied to the appellant as he has not deposited the document charges amounting to Rs. 440/-. The appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 20.09.2016 has been received from him  informing that he wants to withdraw this case.

3.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as  withdrawn.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-09-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

Advocates Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.






…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.




……Respondent
Complaint Case No. 2571 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Amritpal Singh, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated  15-05-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri H.S.Hundal sought various information/ documents regarding Ex-India Leave availed by all category of officials/employees posted in DTO office Moga.


2.

Today, Shri Amritpal Singh, Junior Assistant,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs that compete information   has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 9064/DTO, dated 07.09.2016.

3.

The complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 20.09.2016 has been received from him  informing that he wants to withdraw this case.
4.

Accordingly, the case is dismissed as  withdrawn.










Sd/-


Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-09-2016



           State Information Commissioner

