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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chd.Road,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Bodies, Punjab Govt.,

SCO : 131-132, Sector 17-C, Juneja Building

Chandigarh.

Public Inforamtion Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer

O/o Director Vigilance Bureau, Punjab

SCO 60-61, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh

Chandigarh

Public Information Officer

O/o DGP (Intelligence Wing) Punjab

Punjab Police Headquarter, Sector 9, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2528 of 2012

Present

(i) Sh. Tejinder Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Ram Chander, DSP O/o ADGP, Punjab, Sh. Paramjit Singh, O/o Local Bodies, Pb and Sh. Rahul, AIG, (Intelligence Wing) Punjab on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER

Heard

2.         In the last hearing, Complainant was advised to file his written reply in response to the notification submitted by the Respondent.  In today’s hearing, he has filed his reply with a copy to the Respondent.  Copy of the written reply is taken on record.  Arguments heard.  Judgment is reserved.                                                         Sd/-
                                                                                       (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd  July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Sunita Rani,

W/o Sh. R.K.Gupta,

Krishna Bazzar, Ward No.13,

Dhariwal, Distt:Gurdaspur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Dhariwal, Distt:Guraspur.
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1318 of 2013
Present
: (i) SH. Ashwani Kumar, on behalf of the Appellant.


  (ii) Sh. Suman Kumar, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          03.09.2012
PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
06.06.2013
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing

         Appellant has authorized Sh. Ashwani Kumar, to appear on her behalf for today’s hearing, as she is unable to attend today’s hearing.  (Representative of the Appellant) states that incomplete information has been provided to him.  Sh. Suman Kumar, Suptd. appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that  information as available in their record has been provided to the Appellant, if the Appellant is not satisfied, he can visit their office to inspect the record.  Appellant is advised to visit the office of the Respondent on 
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any working day and inspect the record.  Respondent is directed that whatever the documents will be pointed out by the Appellant, the same be provided to him duly authenticated.  Appellant is advised that in case information is not received by him, he is free to approach the Commission after one month.
Decision:


Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd  July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Piara Singh,

S/o Sh. Genda Singh,

R/o Ward No.3, Near Sabzi Mandi,

Village:Sham Chaurasi, Tehsil & Distt:

Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PunjabWater Supply and Sewerage Board,

Hoshiarpur.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2098 of 2013
Present
: (i) SH. Piara Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh, SDE, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          28.02.2013
PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
31.05.2013
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing

         Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 28.02.2013, but after the lapse of five months no information has been provided to him. Sh. Ravinder Singh, SDE appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has gone through the same and states that he is satisfied with the information but this information 
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has not been provided to him within the stipulated time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.  Respondent is warned to be careful in future while dealing with the RTI applications.
Decision:

     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: 23rd July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Jaswinder Kaur,

w/o Shri Satwinder Singh,

VPO Tangra, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

Distt. Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Manager

The Amritsar Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Branch Tangra, Distt. Amritsar 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2117 of 2013
Present
: (i) Smt. Jaswinder Kaur the Complainant 



  (ii) Sh. Gurinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          21.03.2013
PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
10.06.2013
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing

         Complainant states that she filed an application for information on 21.03.2013, but after the lapse of four months no information has been provided to her. Sh. Gurinder Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that information has been sent to the Complainant by registered post and he has brought another copy of the same to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has gone through the same and states that she is satisfied with the information 

Decision:

     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: 23rd  July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmej Singh,

s/o Late Sh. Atma Singh,

Village Peer Mohammad,

Tehsil Zira, Distt. Ferozepur

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Welfare Officer

Ferozepur 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1458 of 2013
Present
: (i) Sh. Gurmej Singh, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          17.01.2013
PIO replied


:
Nil

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
22.05.2013
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

          Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 17.01.2013, but after the lapse of six months no information has been provided to him. Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh, Tehsil Welfare Officer appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has gone through the same and states that he is satisfied with the information. 
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Decision:

     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: 23rd July, 2013
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Pankaj Sharma,

32/6, New Amar Nagar,

Jalandhar 

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Shahkot,

Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2034 of 2013
Present
 : 
(i) Sh. G.S.Sawhney, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant



(ii) Sh. Harminder Singh, Panchayat Secy., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.       In the last hearing, information regarding point no. 1 was pending but in today’s hearing, Sh. Harminder Singh, Panchayat Secy., appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that complete information has been provided to the Complainant.  SH. G.S.Sawhney, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Complainant states that he has not received any information for point no. 1.  Another copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has gone through the information and states that he is satisfied with the information provided.
3.        In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed.  Copiers of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                                                    (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector-17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Capt. Amandeep Singh,

Village: Hussainpur, PO Rahon,

Distt. SBS Nagar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

Chankya International Public School,

Village Puranpur, PO Paras,

Rampur, Jalandhar 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3251 of 2012

Present : None for the parties.

ORDER


The Complainant made an application dated 17.07.2012 to the Principal, Chankya International Public School, Jalandhar seeking information pertaining to his wife Mrs. Baldeep Kaur who  an employee in that school. The information sought is (i) Appointment Letter issued to Mrs. Baldeep Kaur by the School and (ii) Certificate regarding monthly salary being paid to her. According to the Complainant, no information was provided by the School. He , therefore, approached the Commission by way of the instant complaint. Notice was issued to the Respondent. Respondent filed a reply through its Counsel. In the reply, one of the pleas taken is that the Respondent School is not a ‘public authority’ as defined under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005. It is alleged that the respondent school is a private unaided school and, therefore, not within the purview of the RTI Act. The Complainant placed on record a rejoinder to the reply submitted by the Respondent. In this rejoinder, the Complainant states that the School is affiliated to Central Board of Secondary Education, New Delhi. It is also stated that the Central Board of Secondary Education, the Secretary Education of the Union of India and the Secretary Education of State Government can call for information from the school including details of its employees and payments made to them and, therefore, the Complainant is entitled to the information asked for under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act 2005. 

2.
I have considered the rival submissions made by the parties carefully. The Complainant has nowhere alleged that the Respondent school is receiving any financial assistance from the 
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government. A non-government organization  can acquire the status of a public authority under the RTI Act 2005 only if  it is substantially financed directly or indirectly by funds provided by the appropriate government. The mere fact that it is affiliated to CBSE, for examination purposes, will not mean that the school is financed by the CBSE or the appropriate government. The Respondent school is, therefore, definitely not a ‘public authority’ as defined under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005. The second argument based on Section 2(f) is also without merit. Section 2(f) does not bring a private body within the purview of the RTI Act merely because the information available with it can be accessed by the government or some other statutory body. This Section does not obligate a private body to provide information as envisaged under the Act nor does it give a right to any person to make application seeking information from such a private body. The meaning of Section 2(f) is that if an application seeking information is made to a public authority and the information sought pertains to a private body (which can be accessed by the public authority under the Law), then the public authority to whom application has been made shall be under an obligation to obtain that information from the private body and supply it to the information seeker. Section 2(f) does not confer any right upon the citizens to seek information from the private bodies directly.

3.
In view of the foregoing, the Respondent is not a ‘public authority’ as defined under Section 2(h) RTI Act 2005 nor is the Complainant entitled to seek information from the Respondent under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act. 

4.
The instant complaint is , therefore, dismissed being without merit. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                                                           (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Raj Kumar Bhogal,

S/o Shri Bhagwan Dass,

Village Bhani Kanian

Block Kahnuwan, Distt. Gurdaspur

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO Khanuwan,

Distt. Gurdaspur 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2147 of 2013
Present
: (i) Sh. Raj Kumar Bhogal, the complainant 

  (ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          18.10.2012

PIO replied


:
25.10.2012

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
11.06.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Sh. Raj Kumar Bhogal stated that no response whatsoever has been received from the respondents till date. No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor has any communication been received from them. In the interest of justice, Respondent PIO is afforded one more opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 18.10.2012 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the 
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information provided, before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. Respondents to note that in case no one comes present on their behalf on the next date fixed, punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may be invoked against the erring officer(s).
Decision:


The case is adjourned to 22.08.2013 (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: 23rd July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Rajinder Singh

S/o Sh. Gurnam Singh

# 92, Village Thathia,

Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o BDPO, Rayya, Amritsar 
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2130 of 2013

Present
: None for the parties.

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          14.02.2013

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
31.05.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

      Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. This is the first date of hearing. The case is, therefore, adjourned to 22.08.2013 (at 11.00 AM) for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  

Sd/-

                                                                                     (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd July, 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
Present
 : 
(i) Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant



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

Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. Respondent is absent for the second consecutive hearing without any intimation, which shows that PIOs have  no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.

3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO no. 1  (i.e. Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Administration, General Administration Wing), and Respondent –PIO no. 2 (i.e. O/o Special Secretary, Personnel department, GOP) 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.
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(iii)
Why Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 

4.
Respondent-PIO no. 1 and Respondent –PIO no. 2 is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent-PIO no. 1 and Respondent –PIO no. 2 is also directed to supply complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 22.08.2013 (at 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: 23rd July, 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

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal, Children Memorable r. Sec. Public School,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o Principal Children Memorable Sr. Sec.  Public School,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal  No. 601 of 2013

Present
 :
(i) Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant



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

Heard

2.
Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. Respondent is absent for the second consecutive hearing without any intimation, which shows that PIO has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission.
3.
In view of the foregoing, Respondent-PIO 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 Appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 
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4.
Respondent-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent-PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 22.08.2013 (at 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: 23rd July, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Jarnail Singh,

C/o Tubewell No.5,

Near Fire Brigade,

Sangrur.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary to Govt., of Punjab,

Deptt. Of Public Health, Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer-cum

Chief Engineer,

O/o Water Supply and Sanitation,

Patiala 

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2106 of 2013

Present
: 
(i) Sh. Jarnail Singh, the complainant 



(ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, Circle Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          27.03.2013

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
07.06.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

2.
Sh. Amrik Singh, Circle Suptd, appearing on behalf of the Secretary to Govt., of Punjab, Deptt. of Public Health, stated that the matter, in fact, was not, either directly or indirectly, connected with his office and as such, they were unable to submit anything in the matter. The contention of the respondent had substance and was, therefore, accepted. Perusal of the case file revealed that probably, the office of the PIO-cum-Chief Engineer (North), O/o Water Supply and Sanitation, Patiala  could throw light on the subject. As such, PIO, office of the O/o Water Supply and Sanitation, Patiala  was impleaded as a respondent no. 2 .
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3.
PIO-cum-Chief Engineer (North), O/o Water Supply and Sanitation, Patiala, is accordingly, directed to appear before the Commission and state the exact position in the matter.  He was also directed to send the necessary response to the complainant 
Decision:
4.
Adjourned to 22.08.2013 (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: 23rd July, 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

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

O/o Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur
…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 603 of 2013

Present

: (i) Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, the Appellant 



  (ii) Sh. Gurpreet Singh Gill, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.
Appellant states that incomplete information has been given to him so far.  Respondent has sought some more time to provide the information to the Appellant. Last opportunity is granted to the Respondent to provide the information demanded by the Appellant i.e. Bank Statements and Audit notices by the next date of hearing failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   

3.
Adjourned to 22.08.2013 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                              (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd July, 2013
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Suwinderjit Singh

162, Ajit Nagar,

Sultan Wind Road,

Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Majitha Road, Amritsar
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2104 of 2013
Present
: 
(i) Sh. Suwinderjit Singh, the complainant 



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          04.01.2013
PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
07.06.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Sh. Suwinderjit Singh stated that no response whatsoever has been received from the respondents till date. No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor has any communication been received from them. In the interest of justice, Respondent PIO is afforded one more opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 04.01.2013 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the 
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information provided, before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. Respondents to note that in case no one comes present on their behalf on the next date fixed, punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 may be invoked against the erring officer(s).

Decision


Adjourned to 22.08.2013 (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: 23rd July, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Jai Bhagwan Jain,

R/o # 57, Gali No.1,

Gulab Vatika Leni Gzb, U.P.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director General of Police,

HQ, Sector:09, Chandigarh.

First Appellate authority,

O/o Director General of Police,

HQ, Sector:09, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Appeal No. 1342 of 2013

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



(ii) Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          21.03.2013

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
10.06.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:


Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI appeared on the behalf of the Respondent  and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Appellant. He has submitted a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Appellant, the same has been taken on record.
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Decision:


The appeal is, therefore , disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                                                              (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd July, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Ms. Devinder Kaur,

D/o Sh.Amarjit Singh,

# 234, Moti Bagh Colony,

Pakhowal Road, P.O.Basant Avenue,

Distt:Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o D.I.G (Crime), Pb,

HQ, Sector:09, Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2143 of 2013
Present
: 
(i) Smt. Davinder Kaur, Advocate, the complainant 



(ii) Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          21.03.2013

PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
11.06.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

2.
Complainant states that no information has been given to her so far. Respondent has sought  some more time to provide the information to the Complainant. Some more time be given to the Respondent.
Decision:

3.
On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned to 22.08.2013 (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: 23rd July, 2013

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

Sh. Ranbir Singh Randhawa,

# 217, Bhullar Avenue, Fatehgarh Churian Road,

Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Financial Commissioner, Development

Agriculture Department, Punjab

Public Information officer

O/o Director Agriculture,

Pb, Branch:1, Sector:34/A.

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 1057-of 2013
Present
            (i) Sh. Ranbir Singh, the complainant

(ii) Sh. Palwinder Singh, PIO alongwith Sh. Sarup Lal, Suptd. the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.
Respondent has brought the information today in the Commission which is handed over to the Complainant. Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. I have carefully considered the objections of the Complainant and find that these are without substance. Since, information has been provided as per record, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd July, 2013

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Mani Joshi

House No. 418, Gali Satto Wali,

Katra Karam Singh, Amritsar - 143006

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District and Session Judge,

Amritsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o District and Session Judge,

Amritsar
…………………………..Respondent

APPEAL REMANDED TO : 


First Appellate Authority

O/o District and Session Judge,

Amritsar

Appeal No. 1329 of 2013

Present
: 
(i) Sh. Ashwani Kumar, the complainant 



(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          19.04.2013
PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
07.06.2013

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

2.
The Appellant had filed RTI application with the PIO O/o District and Session Judge, Amritsar which was received in the office on 07.06.2013, still complete information has not been provided to him. The Appellant, therefore, filed an appeal with 
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the First Appellate Authority (FAA). On not receiving any reply from the FAA, Appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 07.06.2013 under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
3.
It is one of the allegations of the Appellant that the First Appellate Authority did not pass any order, on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. We have carefully perused the documents on record. Before proceeding/parting with the order, we would wish to place on record that the First Appellate Authority did not take any action on the appeal of 

the applicant. Respondent has sent a letter dated 09.07.2013  that applicant moved his first appeal dated 19.04.2013 before the FAA, which is pending in their office and the notice was issued to the appellant for submission of reply received by him from the PIO-cum-Superintendent of the office. Therefore, the Commission remands this case District and  Session Judge, Amritsar, who is directed to dispose of the appeal of Sh. Mani Joshi.

4.
The Commission, hereby, directs the FAA to treat the copy of the appeal (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.

5.
The FAA is also directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 19.04.2013 to the Appellant. 
6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Mani Joshi will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
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7.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

(Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                                   State Information Commissioner
Dated: 23rd July, 2013

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of appeal to  the Commission dated 07.06.2013;

2. Copy of RTI application dated 19.04.2013 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com Phone: 0172-4630054

Sh. Surinder Singh

59-A, Rani Ka Bagh

Near Mata Ka Mandir

Amritsar

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation ,

Amritsar
…………………………..Respondent

Complaint No. 2108 of 2013
Present
: 
(i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 



(ii) Sh. Vikas Gautam, Peon on behalf of the Respondent  

ORDER

       Heard

RTI application filed on          :          01.04.2013
PIO replied


:
NIL

Complaint received in State

Information Commission on 
:
07.06.2013
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

      Complainant is absent.  He has sent a fax message that due to some urgent reason, he can not attend today’s hearing and no information has been provided by the Respondent sofar. PIO has authorized Sh. Vikas Gautam, Peon to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing and has not aware about the facts of this case.  Sh. Surjit Singh, ATP-cum-deemed PIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to be personally appear on the next date of hearing alongwith the sought for information, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
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Decision:

3.
Adjourned to 22.08.2013 (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: 23rd July, 2013

