STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tejinder Singh,

Plot No. 40, Village: Bholapur,

PO: Sahibana, Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana – 141123.


…Appellant
                                                Versus

1.
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer, Ferozepur. 


2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17 C, Chandigarh.

….Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 3116 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri  Tejnder Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 15.07.2015,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 2 points  in respect of Shri Davinder Singh, M.V.I.

2.

During hearing  on 29.03.2016,  a letter No. 266, dated 21.03.2016 was  received from Deputy Commission Ferozepur requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as Shri Charandeep Singh, PCS, DTO, Ferozepur  was unable to attend hearing  in the Commission  as he had  been deputed as Nodal Officer for  special train to Nander Sahib under “Mukh Mantri Tirath Yatra Scheme”.   The appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. He submitted  that he had  suffered a lot in obtaining information in the instant case since 15.07.2015. He requested  that a suitable compensation might  be awarded to him. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this period, I found full justification in awarding him a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005, a compensation of Rs. 1500/-(Rupees one thousand five hundred only) was  awarded  to  Shri Tejinder Singh, Appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft within 30 days.  Besides,  the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned to 14.06.2016 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

3.

On 14.06.2016, none was  present on behalf of both the parties. However, a letter dated 14.06.2016 was  received from the appellant informing that compensation amount of Rs. 1500/- had  not been paid to him so far. He  requested to impose penalty of Rs. 25,000/- 
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upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and for non-compliance of the orders of 
the Commission for awarding compensation of Rs. 1500/-. He   also requested to adjourn the case to some other date. Viewing the non-compliance of the orders of the Commission by the PIO seriously, he was directed to comply with the orders of the Commission before the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today again,  none is present on  behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. However, a letter dated 23.08.2016 has been received through e-mail from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear before Shri Ravneet Singh, Judicial Magistrate in an another case. He has further informed that neither the information has been supplied to him nor compensation amount of Rs. 1500/- has been paid to him as yet.  It is noted with concern that out of 5 hearings held in this case  so  far,   only one hearing has been  attended by Shri Ramesh Kumar, Clerk, on 04.02.2016.  A perusal of case file reveals that Shri Bhupinder Singh, MVI, Ferozepur has been designated as Deemed PIO under Section 5(5) of RTI Act, 2005 by the DTO-cum-PIO, Ferozepur to supply the requisite information and attend hearings in the Commission  but he has not attended the hearing in the Commission by  ignoring  the orders of the DTO Ferozepur and STC, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of MVI, Ferozepur seriously, he is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission. He is also directed to explain reasons for delay in the supply of information, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which strict action as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. Besides, DTO Ferozepur is directed to pay compensation amount of Rs. 1500/- to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action as per the provisions of RTI Act will be initiated against him.
5.

Adjourned to  19.10.2016  at 11.00 A.M. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24.08.2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri Bhupinder Singh,





REGISTERED
Motor Vehicle Inspector, 
Ferozepur.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, 
Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1059 of 2016

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

Shri Karanvir Singh, ADTO, Patiala and Shri Dharamvir, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27-04-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding issuance of fancy numbers of PB-34-A series by Tehsil office, Nabha. 

2.

Today, the appellant submits  that he has received the  information to his satisfaction and case may be closed. Shri Karanvir Singh, ADTO, Patiala, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, makes a written submission from PIO-cum-DTO, Patiala, explaining the position of the case, which is taken on record. 
3.

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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1060 of 2016

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

Shri Karanvir Singh, ADTO, Patiala and Shri Dharamvir, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding number of licences renewed for the period from 21-04-2015 to 15-05-2015. 

2.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court, who after perusing the information informs that it is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies. 
3.

Adjourned to 19.10.2016 at 11.00 A.M. 






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1061 of 2016
Order
Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Karanvir Singh, ADTO, Patiala and Shri Dharamvir, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Nos. PB-11-BR-2029, No. PB-11-AS-9466 and No. PB-11-BR-6892 to which vehicles have been allotted and in whose  names.
2.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court, who after perusing the same submits that he is satisfied with the provided information  and the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-

 
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1062 of 2016

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

Shri Karanvir Singh, ADTO, Patiala and Shri Dharamvir, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding dates of issue of licences No. PB-11-20060016124 and PB-11-20020019559. 

2.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court, who after perusing the same submits that he is satisfied with the provided information  and the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S Hundal,

Chamber no. 82, District Courts,

Phase – 3B 1, SAS Nagar (Mohali).



         …Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer,  Moga. -142001.



…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2279 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  complainant, in person.

Shri Amritpal Singh, Senior Assistant and  Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk,  on  behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 10.08.2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri               H. S. Hundal sought copies of certain documents available in the office of the Public Authority. 

2.

Today, the complainant submits that complete information has not been supplied to him as yet. Consequently, the sought information is discussed in detail and after hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant as per the discussion held today, with a copy to the Commission  and the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  
3.

Adjourned to 04.10.2016  at 11.00 A.M.






 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Varinder Kumar Gupta,

670, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar – 144003.






…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer







o/o Land Acquisition Collector, 
Improvement Trust Jalandhar.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 1025 of 2016    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Mohinder Jaggi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 25.02.2016,   addressed to the respondent, Shri  Varinder Kumar Gupta  sought various information/documents relating to 94.5 Acres Scheme.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Varinder Kumar Gupta filed a complaint dated  05.05.2016 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 10.05.2016  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  today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. JIT/2316-2317, dated 04.08.2016, with a copy to the Commission and no observations have been received from the complainant. The complainant is not present without any intimation. In case, he 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 
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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, 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)

Date: 24-08-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Davinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurdeep Singh,

1742 – Patti Bahara,

Verka, Amritsar-11.








…..Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Death & Birth Department,
Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.



….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1665 of 2016   

Order
Present: 
Shri Davinder Singh,  Appellant, in person alongwith Shri Navneet Sanghania, Income Tax Practitioner.
Shri Sat Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, Birth and Death Department, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Davinder Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 28.01.2016,  addressed to PIO, sought certified copy of Death Certificate of Smt.  Mohinder Kaur wife of Shri Gurnam Singh. 
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 07.04.2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated  06.05.2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11.05.2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. 
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Shri Sat Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, Birth and Death Department, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that information relating to their office has been supplied to the appellant and the remaining information relates to the office of Civil Surgeon, Amritsar. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant after collecting the same from the quarters concerned, before the next date of hearing. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Civil Surgeon, Amritsar to ensure that requisite information relating to their office is sent to the office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar so that the same could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
5.

Adjourned to  09.11.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-



 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Civil Surgeon,



Amritsar

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdeep Singh,

S/o Shri Pritam Singh,

Maseet Wali Gali, Tarn-Taran.






…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer Works Zone,
PSPCL, Tarn Taran.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSPCL,


Border Zone, Tarn-Taran.





….Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1756 of 2016   

Order

Present: 
Shri Sukhdeep Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Shri  Varinder Pal Singh Saini, S.E. Operation and Shri Ashok Kumar, Assistant Revenue Account, on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri  Sukhdeep Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated  08.03.2016, addressed to PIO, sought copy of Action Taken Report on Memo. No. 415, dated 06.01.2015. 
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 31.03.2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated 10.05.2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  16.05.2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the respondent informs that information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that information regarding 5 points out of total 6 points has been received but the information regarding Point No. 5 is still pending.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the information regarding point No. 5 to the appellant.   Regarding Point No. 5, the respondent submits that an inquiry into the matter is in progress. He assures that as and when the inquiry gets completed, Inquiry Report will be supplied to the appellant to which the appellant agrees. 
4.

On the assurance given by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarun Kumar,

S/o Shri Sudarshan Kumar,

499, Sector: 11, Panchkula.






…..Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,
Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,


Police Headquarters, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1850 of 2016   

Order

Present: 
Shri Tarun Kumar,  Appellant, in person.
Shri   Ranjit Singh, ASI, Incharge RTI Branch, Fatehgarh Sahib, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Tarun Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated nil, addressed to PIO, sought copies of certificates of   educational qualification and sports submitted by Shri Guriqbal Singh Sikand, Sub Inspector No. 777/PR at the time of recruitment at Fatehgarh Sahib alongwith Annual Medical Report from the date of selection till 31st December, 2015 conducted by Police Department.
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      under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal vide application dated        under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on     and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 2338/RTI, dated 18.08.2016 from SSP-cum-PIO, Fatehgarh Sahib informing that the sought information has not 
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been supplied to the appellant as it  relates to third party i.e.  Shri Guriqbal Singh Sikand, Sub Inspector who has not given his consent to supply information relating to him. Shri   Ranjit Singh, ASI, Incharge  RTI Branch, Fatehgarh Sahib, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that Shri Guriqbal Singh Sikand, Sub Inspector has been transferred to the office of SSP Patiala  and has been relieved on 01.08.2016.   After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, it is observed that since the  sought information is not personal and exists in  the office domain of the Public Authority, it cannot be considered as relating to third party. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant after collecting from the office of SSP Patiala. 
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to SSP Patiala to ensure that requisite information is  provided to the PIO of the office of SSP Fatehgarh Sahib so that the same could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
5.

Adjourned to   09.11.2016   at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:        Senior Superintendent of Police,


    Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sewa Singh, 
Shiv Mandir Dharamshala Welfare Society,

3675, EWS Colony, Jagdishpura,

Tajpur Road, Ludhiana.







…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Powercom Limited,
Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, Powercom, Ludhiana.


….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1787 of 2016   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Gurpreet Singh, SDO Commercial, Focal Point, Ludhiana, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Sewa Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 30.11.2015,         addressed to PIO, sought certain information on four   points regarding officer/official who dealt with a representation dated 31.10.2015 and letter No. 5355 alongwith Action Taken Report. 
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 08.02.2016  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  18.05.2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Gurpreet Singh, SDO Commercial, Focal Point, Ludhiana, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, has brought the requisite  information for handing over to the appellant, who is not present without any intimation. The respondent submits a copy of information to the Commission, which is taken on record. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send this information to the appellant by registered post. A perusal of provided information reveals that it is exactly as per RTI application of the appellant. 
4.

Therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 24-08-2016


             State Information Commissioner
