STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No. 1244  of  2015 

Date of institution:13.05.2015
Date of decision:23.07.2015 

Shri  Raj Kumar s/o Shri Darshan Lal,

# 944, Street No.6,
Janakpuri, Ludhiana-141003.





.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.   








 …...Respondent

Present:   
 None for the complainant  
For the respondent: Smt. Surinder Kaur, Inspector RTI Cell (95017-00505).

-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. Vide RTI application dated 23.02.2015 the information has been sought by the complainant about service record of Sh. Varinder Pal, ASI Traffic Police, Ludhiana. On not getting any response from the respondent he filed complaint in the Commission on 13.05.2015 under Section 18 of the RTI Act.

2.    Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.07.2015 through video conference.
3. The complainant is not present during the hearing.    
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4. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission bearing letter no. 296/RTI dated 22.07.2015 mentioning therein that in response to the RTI application, the complainant has already been intimated vide letter no. 677/RTI dated 23.03.2015 that the information cannot be provided on the grounds that it is third party information.
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is observed that on the RTI application dated 23.02.2015 the respondent has intimated the complainant vide letter dated 23.03.2015 that the information cannot be provided on account of it being third party information. Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Civil Appeal no. 10787-10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner & another Vs State of Manipur and another has held in its order on 12.12.2011:- 

(31.  We uphold the said contention and do not find any error in the impugned judgment of the High Court whereby it has been held that the Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to  pass an order providing for access to the information).



The ideal course for the complainant was that he should have filed first appeal with the first appellate authority against the order of the PIO to seek information which he has not done and has instead filed complaint in the Commission whose jurisdiction is barred from directing the respondent to provide information. 
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The complainant shall, however, be at liberty to file first appeal with the First Appellate Authority against the order dated 23.03.2015 of the PIO, if he so desires. In wake of above, the instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No. 1283 of 2015 

Date of institution:19.05.2015

Date of decision:23.07.2015 

Shri  Surinder Pal (M-9815466796)

r/o House No.539/112/3,

St.No.1-E, New Vishnu Puri,

New Shivpuri Road, Post Office  Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana-141007.   







.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.
 




       …...Respondent

Present:   
 None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sahota, ADTO in person and 

Sh. Pankaj Jaitley, Section Officer, (95305-00475)
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. In the present case, the RTI application is dated 31.03.2015 whereby information has been sought about the status of renewal of complainant’s driving license which was submitted in the Suvidha Center, DTO office Ludhiana. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 19.05.2015 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.07.2015 through video conference.  
3. The complainant is not present during the hearing and no intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence.
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4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record mentioning therein that the complainant has already been sent intimated on telephone that his license is ready for delivery and further states that his driving license  has been sent to him vide letter no. 12031 dated 17.07.2015 by registered post.
5. After perusing the file, it is observed that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter dated 17.07.2015 by registered post. However, he may file appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority against the order of the PIO, if he is not satisfied and if he so desires. No further action is required in this Complaint Case which is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No. 1308 of 2015

Date of institution:20.05.2015

Date of decision:23.07.2015 

Shri  Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

Post Office  Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana-123455






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.
 




       …...Respondent

Present:   
 Shri  Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sahota, ADTO in person and 
Sh. Pankaj Jaitley, Section Officer, 95305-00475
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. In the present case, the RTI application is dated 10.03.2015 whereby information has been sought on news item dated 06.03.2015. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 20.05.2015 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.07.2015 through video conference.  

3. The complainant states that he has received the information and requests that the case may be closed. 
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4. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 11569 dated 03.07.2015 mentioning therein that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 10420 dated 27.05.2015.
5.  After hearing both the parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter dated 27.05.2015 to the satisfaction of the latter. Therefore, the instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No. 1310  of  2015 

Date of institution:20.05.2015

Date of decision:23.07.2015 

Shri  Jasbir Singh (M-988296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, 

Distt. Ludhiana-123455.  






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.






 
       …...Respondent

Present:   
 Shri  Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh Sahota, ADTO in person and 
Sh. Pankaj Jaitley, Section Officer, 994305-00475)
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. In the present case, the RTI application is dated 10.03.2015 whereby information has been sought on news item dated 06.03.2015. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 20.05.2015 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.07.2015 through video conference.  

3. The complainant states that he has received the information and requests that the case may be closed. 
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4. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 11571 dated 03.07.2015 mentioning therein that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 10419 dated 27.05.2015.
5.  After hearing both the parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter dated 27.05.2015 to the satisfaction of the latter. Therefore, the instant Complaint Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No. 1339 of 2015 

Ms Shimla Garg,

r/o 40-41, Central Town,

Village Dad, Post Office Lalton Kalan,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana.

  





       …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Arun Garg, complainant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C. (84272-12000). 

-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. The complainant states that he has received some information from the respondent but he raises objection that Sh. Suresh Kumar, H.C. has no authority to appear in this case and that the respondent has not provided copy of the reply sent to the Commission. He further added that he has inspected the relevant files pertaining to his RTI application.
2. The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no.306RTI, dated 22.07.2015 and copy thereof is provided to the complainant today by hand during the hearing.  
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3. The respondent is directed to file written submission giving detailed facts of the case about the RTI application dated 10.01.2014 that when it was received and what was the response of the respondent in this regard. Copy thereof should be provided to the complainant also. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M.at Chandigarh. 
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1723  of 2015
Date of institution:19.05.2015
Date of decision: 23.07.2015 

Dr. Manpreet Singh Bindra (M-9878341051)
Dr. Bindra Clinic,

977-1 Block BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012








…..Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.    







.....Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.  

For the respondent: Smt. Surinder Kaur, Inspector RTI Cell (95017-00505).

-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. In the present case, the appellant has filed RTI application on 20.01.2015 whereby information has been sought about action on FIR no. 5 dated 09.01.2015. On not getting the information he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 09.04.2015 and then second appeal in the Commission on 19.05.2015 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.07.2015 through video conference.  
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3. The appellant is not present during the hearing and no intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 
4. The respondent submits that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 281/RTI dated 15.07.2015 mentioning therein that the information has already been provided to the appellant who has tendered a written statement dated 08.07.2015 that he has already received information and therefore, withdraws his appeal case no. 1723 of 2015. 
5. After hearing the respondent and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant has already been provided to the appellant who has tendered a written statement affirming it. Therefore, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1829  of 2015 

Er.  Nalin Tayal (M- 7837600450)

# 179 B,

Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana-141002     






…..Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.     







.....Respondent

Present:   
Er.  Nalin Tayal, appellant, in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Paramjit Singh, Inspector (98158-00649)
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. The appellant states that he has inspected the record and some information has been provided to him. He further states that an adjournment may be given to go through the information and point out the deficiency in writing, if needed.
2. The respondent states that the concerned official who is aware of the facts of the case is busy in a High Court matter and that the record brought by him has been inspected by the appellant.  
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.09.2015 at 02:00 P.M.
4.  Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1828  of 2015 

Date of institution:26.05.2015
Date of decision:23.07.2015 
Er.  Nalin Tayal (M- 7837600450)

# 179 B,

Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana-141002     






…..Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Commissioner of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.     







.....Respondent

Present:   
Er.  Nalin Tayal, appellant, in person. 

For the respondent: Smt. Surinder Kaur, Inspector RTI Cell (95017-00505).

-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
Mrs. Rattandeep Kaur, RTI Branch, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana Coordinator.  (95018-00343)

ORDER
1. In the present case, the RTI application is dated 07.03.2015 whereby information has been sought about the certified true copy of the inquiry made vide UID#265163 dated 14.01.2013, as mentioned in a report dated 21.05.2013. On not getting the information he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 10.04.2015 and then second appeal in the Commission on 26.05.2015 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.
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2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.07.2015 through video conference.  

3. The appellant states that he has inspected the record brought by the respondent and that he has also received the requisite information and requests that the case may be disposed of.

4. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission. She states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant and requests that the case may be closed.   

5. After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant has been provided by the respondent to the satisfaction of the former. Therefore, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  

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

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 23.07.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
