STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Amarjit Singh,

s/o Shri Shingar Singh

r/o Village Manewal, Post Office Machhiwara,

Tehsil Samrlaa, District Ludhiana 

….. Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer

Machhiwara, District Ludhiana 

…..Respondent

Complaint Case no. 586  of 2016
Present :
Sh. Amarjit Singh, the complainant 



Sh. Karnail Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER


Both the parties are directed to place on record their written formal responses/replies within a week’s time.

2.
Orders are reserved and will be pronounced in due course of time


Sd/-
Dated : 24.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase-3B1, Mohali – 160059

…..Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab

Departments of Home Affairs and Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh

FAA o/o Additional Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab

Departments of Home Affairs and Justice

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh 

…..Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1983 of 2016
Present :
(i) Sh. H.S. Hundal, the appellant
(ii) Sh. Amarjit Sandhu, PPS, Sh. G.S. Bhatti, Legal Advisor on behalf of the respondent

ORDER

This order may be read with the reference to the previous order dated 02.08.2016.
2.
The appellant states that he has filed his rejoinder as directed during the last hearing. He submitted in writing that he wants information pertaining to point nos. 6 & 7 only. 

3.
Sh. Amarjit Sandhu, PPS and Sh. G.S. Bhatti, Legal Advisor are appearing on behalf of the respondent and state that they were confused about the date of hearing for today's instead of 14.09.2016. Therefore, he  has sought one month time to provide the information to the appellant, which is granted.  Respondent may note that this is the last opportunity given to him to provide the information to the appellant.
Contd…P-2
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AC:1983/2016
4.
On the request of the respondent the appeal is adjourned to 21.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 24.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase-3B1, Mohali – 160059

…..Appellant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer
o/o Additional Chief Secretary to GOP,

Departments of home Affairs and Justice

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh

FAA o/o Additional Chief Secretary to GOP,

o/o Additional Chief Secretary to GOP,

Departments of home Affairs and Justice

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh

…..Respondent
Appeal Case:1980 of 2016

Present : 
Sh. H.S.Hundal, the appellant

Smt. Baljeet Kaur, Suptd-PIO and Sh. Anil Guleria, Sr. Assistant

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 02.08.2016.
2.
Sh. H.S. Hundal, the appellant states that no information has been provided to him.

3.
Smt. Baljeet Kaur, Suptd-PIO is appearing and states that the sought for information is a third party information. Therefore no information can be provided to him.  

4.
After hearing the parties and going through the file, it is ascertained that the information demanded by the information seeker pertaining to point nos. 1 to 9 is a third party information and the appellant has agreed with the same.  Regarding point no. 10, he wants to know the number of license holders issued by Govt. of India or at the level of Additional Chief Secretary Home. 
Contd…p-2

Appeal Case:1980 of 2016

5.
The respondent has agreed to provide the number of licenses which is likely to be 17 for district Moga and 21 for district Mohali. They have not given in writing that how much cases have been decided at the level of Additional Chief Secretary Home or Govt. of India.  The respondent has agreed that the same will be provided to the appellant within five days.  

6.
The case is closed, but will be reopened if the appellant is not satisfied as he is to go through the file. He is free to approach the Commission.

7.
With these directions, the appeal is closed and disposed of a. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 24.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishan Kumar Singla

H.No.195/2, Sector 45-A,

Chandigarh.







      -------------Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  Inspector  General of Police, Zonal-1,

Opposite Circuit House, Badi Baradari, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority

o/o  Inspector  General of Police, Zonal-1,

Opposite Circuit House, Badi Baradari, Patiala.


     -------------Respondents

Appeal Case No. 205  of 2016

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Pal Singh, ASI (9779080102)

ORDER

The appellant has informed the Commission on telephone that he has received the information and requests that his case may please be closed. 
2.
Sh. Pal Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that complete information has already been sent to the appellant by registered post on 04.08.2016. 

3.
After hearing the respondent and perusal of the files, it is ascertained that the information has been provided to the appellant by the respondent and appellant has also informed the Commission that he is satisfied with the information provided.   No further action is required in the instant Appeal Case.  Therefore, this Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.  

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



Sd/-

Dated : 24.08.2016




            ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mohinder Singh @ Lucky,

S/o Shir Ramji Lal Choudhary,

VPO Mehraj Patti Soul, 

Tehsil Phull, District Bathinda

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 



            



Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda

                                                                                                                                                  -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1018 of 2016

Present: 
Dr. Shailender Chaudhary on behalf of the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurjant Singh, E.O (9463190831)

ORDER

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mohinder Singh  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 06.05.2016  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 27.06.2016.
2.
The complainant has authorized Dr. Shailender Chaudhary to appear on his behalf for today's hearing.  The representative of the complainant states that no information has been provided to the complainant.
3.
During the hearing on 25.07.2016, neither the respondent nor his representative was present.  In today's hearing, Sh. Gurjant Singh, E.O appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the information sought by the complainant cannot be supplied being third party information and has submitted the denial of the third party today in the Commission during the proceedings in which it has clearly mentioned that third party has refused to provide the information to the information seeker. 

Contd…p-2

Complaint Case No. 1018 of 2016
4.
After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information sought by the complainant is a third party information.  The respondent is directed to provide the information only as to who is the owner of the plot as sought by the complainant and to say whether the same is under construction or not as the address of this plot has been used for correspondence by the other party and the complainant had to suffer, on account of the plot being vacant without any construction. This limited information will serve his purpose.  
5.
The respondent has agreed to provide the said information to the complainant within fifteen days from today.  No further action is required in the instant Complaint Case, which is hereby disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the open Court.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 24.08.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Col RPS Brar, Rana’s Home,

1 Stadium Road, Patiala-147001

9872003300

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation ,

Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala 


                                                                                                                            -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1831 of 2016

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Tarlok Singh, STP (9814409861) 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.07.2016.

2.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission vide diary no. 21278 dated 23.08.2016 mentioning therein that due to some personal reason, he cannot attend today's hearing and has sought another date and time.

3.
On the plea of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 21.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM).

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


Sd/-

Dated : 24.08.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Telu Ram Jain, Senior Citizen,

Modi Mill Colony, Gali No. 2, Nabha

9988663909

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o EO, Nagar Council,

Nabha

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.
Block A, Mini Secretariat, Patiala 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1660 of 2016

Present: 
 Sh. Telu Ram Jain, the appellant

For the respondent: Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, E.O. Tappa (9914150593) and Sh. Charanjiv Mittal, Suptd.,-cum-APIOo/o MC Nabha (9888841374)
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 25.07.2016.
2.
Sh. Telu Ram Jain - the appellant states that no information has been given to him so far. The perusal of the file shows that the appellant has filed his RTI on 14.10.2015 but no information has been given to him though a period of more than eight months has elapsed. After that he had filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 18.11.2015 and the First Appellate Authority had directed the 
PIO to provide complete information to the appellant within ten days. But Respondent-PIO had not complied with the orders of the FAA. 

3.
Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Kamboj, E.O. Tappa states that as directed by the Commission in the last hearing, he has filed his written reply in response to the showing cause notice, which is taken on record.  He further states that the sought for information is to be provided by Sh. Kuldeep Aggarwal, AME o/o M.C. Nabha and he has written many times to him when he was the E.O. MC, Nabha but no response has been 
Contd…p-2

Appeal Case No. 1660 of 2016

received from him in this regard.  Sh. Kuldeep Aggarwal , AME, o/o M.C. Nabha  is treated as deemed PIO. 
4.
 In view of the foregoing, Sh. Kuldeep Aggarwal, AME o/o M.C. Nabha is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why information sought by the appellant has not been supplied to him within the time stipulated under the RTI Act 2005.

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

5.
Sh. Kuldeep Aggarwal, AME o/o M.C. Nabha is hereby directed to file his reply before the next date of hearing with a copy to the appellant also.

6.
He may also make use of the next date of hearing for his personal apperance  as well under the principles of natural justice

7.
Adjourned to 21.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Dated : 24.08.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab
Through registered post

CC: Sh. Kuldeep Aggarwal, Assistant Municipal Engineer o/o M.C. Nabha 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase-3B1, Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


            



Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

District Ludhiana - 141001
                                                                                                                            -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2721 of 2016

Presennt :
(i) Sh. H.S.Hundal, the complainant

(ii) Sh. Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
This order may be read with the reference to the previous order dated 02.08.2016 and all other orders passed in this case before 02.08.2016
2.
In this case, during the last hearing, the respondent-PIO was directed to file action taken report on the original application of the complainant. But today it is observed that the respondent-PIO has failed to file the action taken report on for the perusal of the Commission to know as to whether the respondent did his job properly or not.
3.
Sh. Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot has been authorized by the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana in this case, who has shown the letter vide which the information has been given to the complainant on 19.08.2016.  Respondent may note that this is the complaint case and furnishing of information in the complaint case is not the relevant issue.  
4.
The attention of the respondent is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in its order dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 
Contd…p-2
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(arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has held that while entertaining a complaint 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 per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

5.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. G.S. Benipal, DRO-cum-PIO, 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.

6.
Sh. G.S. Benipal, DRO-cum-PIO, Ludhiana is further hereby directed to file his reply before the next date of hearing with a copy to the complainant also.

7.
He may also make use of the next date of hearing for his personal hearing as well as under the principles of natural justice

8.
Adjourned to 14.09.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Dated : 24.08.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab
Through registered post

CC: Sh. G.S. Benipal, DRO-cum-PIO, o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner

Mini Secretariat, Moga

First Appellate Authority 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Moga

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 1694 of 2016

Present:
(i) Sh. H.S.Hundal, the appellant.

(ii) Sh. Gurjit Singh, Jr. Assistant (9878861408) on behalf  of the 
respondent 
ORDER


Sh. H.S. Hundal- the appellant has submitted in writing wherein he has requested for the withdrawal of the appeal.   Accordingly, appeal is disposed of as withdrawn.
2.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 24.08.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

