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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lavpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Pinderpal Singh,

Village and Post Office Katron,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur - 148025






    

     -------------Complainant 









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o SSP Sangrur 










                 -------------Respondents.

Complaint Case No. 590 of 2016

Shri Lavpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Pinderpal Singh,

Village and Post Office Katron,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur - 148025






    

     -------------Complainant 









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o SSP Sangrur 










                 -------------Respondents.

                                                     Complaint Case No. 591 of 2016

Shri Lavpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Pinderpal Singh,

Village and Post Office Katron,

Tehsil Dhuri, District Sangrur - 148025






    

     -------------Complainant 









Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o SSP Sangrur 










                 -------------Respondents.

                                                     Complaint Case No. 592 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  Mrs. Rajinder Kaur on behalf of the complainant 



(ii) Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.06.2016. Complainant has authorized Smt. Rajinder Kaur to appear on his behalf. Smt. Rajinder Kaur (representative of the complainant) states that the  complainant has received the information and is satisfied. She has also submitted acknowledgment given by the Complainant in token of having received the information, which is taken on record.
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CC:591/2016
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2.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The complaint cases  mentioned above filed by the Complainant are, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. S.B.Rohilla,

House  No. HE307

Phase V, SAS Nagar

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar

First Appellate Authority 

O/o GMADA, PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.1682 of 2016

Present: 
(i)  Sh. S.B. Rohilla, the appellant

(ii) Sh. Gurvinder Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt.  on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER

Sh. S. B. Rohilla, the appellant states that he has received the information  and is satisfied.

2.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action  is left. The appeal case filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( 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

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mobile Wing,

SCO: 9-10, Sector 68, Mohali


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1010 of 2016

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



(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Heard
2.

Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail stating that " in AC:1103/2016, the same PIO submitted a representation on 12.07.2016 before Sh. Chander Parkash Hon'ble SICP with a request that appeal case be sent to Larger Bench of Commission." In view of this, the above said case may also be referred for adjudication by the same larger Bench, as same parties are involved".
3.

In view of the fact that a similar case is pending before a Larger Bench, the above said complaint case no. CC No.1010 of 2016 is referred to the same larger Bench as common question of fact and law is involved. The case file in original be sent to the Registry branch along with a copy of this order for further necessary action. Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
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CC: Deputy Registrar

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mobile Wing,

SCO: 9-10, Sector 68, Mohali


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1005 of 2016

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



(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Heard
2.

Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail stating that " in AC:1103/2016, the same PIO submitted a representation on 12.07.2016 before Sh. Chander Parkash Hon'ble SICP with a request that appeal case be sent to Larger Bench of Commission." In view of this, the above said case may also be referred for adjudication by the same larger Bench, as same parties are involved".
3.

In view of the fact that a similar case is pending before a Larger Bench, the above said complaint case no.CC: 1005 of 2016 is referred to the same larger Bench as common question of fact and law is involved. The case file in original be sent to the Registry branch along with a copy of this order for further necessary action. Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-

Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

Deputy Registrar

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant


            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mobile Wing,

SCO: 9-10, Sector 68, Mohali


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1013 of 2016

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



(ii) Sh. Aman Puri, ETI-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Heard
2.

Complainant is absent. He has sent a mail stating that " in AC:1103/2016, the same PIO submitted a representation on 12.07.2016 before Sh. Chander Parkash Hon'ble SICP with a request that appeal case be sent to Larger Bench of Commission." In view of this, the above said case may also be referred for adjudication by the same larger Bench, as same parties are involved".
3.

In view of the fact that a similar case is pending before a Larger Bench, the above said complaint case no. CC No.1013 of 2016 is referred to the same larger Bench as common question of fact and law is involved. The case file in original be sent to the Registry branch along with a copy of this order for further necessary action. Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

Deputy Registrar

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ravinder Singh Gill,
# 986, Near Dev Hotel, Main Bazar,

Moga

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga
First Appellate Authority

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Moga

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3509 of 2016
Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant


(ii) Sh. Joginder Singh, APIO on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Shri Ravinder Singh Gill vide an RTI application dated 27.06.2015 addressed to PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga  sought information.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 19.08.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03.11.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties by Hon'ble Sh. N.S. Brar, SIC for 10.02.2016. But the appellant was not present even on the single hearing before the bench of Sh. N.S. Brar, SIC. On 15.06.2016, the above said appeal was transferred to this bench.
2.    Today again the appellant is not present. Sh. Joginder Singh, APIO is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted a detailed response. He has stated in his 
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AC:3509/2016

reply dated 22.07.2016 saying that the information has been asked for in the question form  and they are not in a position to supply information under the RTI Act which is sought in the format in which the same has not been maintained in the office  record. 

3.      Keeping the response of the respondents in view, the appeal case is closed and disposed of. However, the appellant may ask for the information by filing a fresh application from the authorities in the format in which the information is being maintained and can be replied. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( 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,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner

17 Bays Building, Behind Post Office, 

Sector 17D, Chandigarh 

First Appellate Authority 

O/o ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No.1693 of 2016

Present :
(i) Appellant is not present. However, he has sent an email.
(ii) Smt. Veena Rani, Supdt. Grade II, Sh. Navdeep Singh, ETI on behalf of the respondents 

ORDER
Heard

2.
The appellant has asked for information vide his application dated 24.02.2016 from Excise & Taxation Commissioner (ETC), Punjab. The perusal of the file shows that the PIO of the ETC office asked the appellant to furnish I.D. proof vide their letter dated 03.03.2016, and again on 04.04.2016 which has been mandated by the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court , but he did not do so. 
3.
Thereafter, he filed appeal before the First Appellate Authority, Smt. Sushma Kumari, Director Training, Excise and Taxation. However, as stated by the representative of the respondent, she did not pass any order in this case. Previously this case was fixed for 27.06.2016. The respondents have furnished their reply dated 22.07.2016 saying that officials of the Excise and Taxation i.e. ministerial staff was on 
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strike from 15.06.2016 to 28.06.2016. They did not get the orders of the Commission in time hence no official response could be filed. A copy of their affidavit as well receipt filed by Sh. Rajiv Kumar Garg , State Public Information Officer-cum-AETC has been taken on record.
4.
Today as they are filing their formal response saying that as per the record being maintained in the Head office, they have got a letter issued from the Accounts branch saying that as per the record of the Head office, the office of 
DETC Ropar is in the Mini Secretariat Ropar only and the State authorities have no intimation/ information concerning the working of any kind of office of DETC Ropar at Head quarters. While passing his speaking order, a formal reply on the basis of that letter has been sent by way of written statement by Sh. Rajiv Kumar Garg, AETC with a copy to the appellant-Sh. H.S. Hundal on 30.06.2016 by way of ordinary post and later on by way of registered letter on 06.07.2016. They have enclosed a copy of the accounts branch letter stating the same under registered cover as discussed above. Still they are directed to send another copy of the same to the appellant for his ready reference. 

5.
As discussed above and keeping in view the facts mentioned in the preceding paragraphs the appeal case filed in the Commission is closed and disposed of accordingly.
6.
 Copies of the order be sent to  the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

General Secretary,

Universal Human Rights Org.,

VPO Rasulpur, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana.






      -------------Appellant








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab, Chandigarh


FAA-Additional Director General of Police (Intelligence),

Punjab, Chandigarh.




      -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1133 of  2016
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jasdev Singh, APIO the respondent. 
ORDER

This order may  be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.06.2016. In that order it was found that the appellant has been absenting  for the last four times. Today, again he is not present nor  there is any formal response received from him in the Commission. He has informed only on telephone that he is not able to attend today's hearing. In the order dated 29.06.2016, the appellant was advised to go through a formal response of the respondent and point out deficiencies in case he finds any. It was also made clear that it will be the last opportunity for  the appellant  as there has been lot or correspondence in this case and necessary reply have been got furnished in the RTI regime.

2.
The respondent states that after dispatch of the information by registered post to the appellant on 13.06.2016, the appellant has not reverted back in any form to the respondent while pointing out the deficiencies. It seems that he is satisfied with the information alredy provided. 
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3.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Daljit Saini, 

Village and Post Office Kaladra,

Jaipur - 303801

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Magistrate,

Mini Secretariat 

Ludhiana 


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1103 of 2016

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


(ii) Sh. Kuldeep Singh, Election Clerk on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Shri Daljit Saini vide an RTI application dated 22.01.2016 addressed to PIO, O/o District  Magistrate, Ludhiana sought information.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Daljit Saini  filed a complaint with the Commission, which was received on 23.05.2016  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.

3.

During the last hearing i.e. on 27.06.2016, neither the respondent nor the Complainant was present. Complainant was provided an opportunity of hearing which he has not availed of .He has also not intimated about his absence for today’s hearing. It is, therefore, presumed that he is no more interested in pursuing the matter. Sh. Kuldeep Singh,  the respondent is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted their formal reply, which is taken on record. 
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4.
I have gone through the reply of the Respondent and agree with the reply of the Respondent. Copy of the reply be sent to the complainant alongwith the orders.
5.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( 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

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mohali

First Appellate Authority 

O/o ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1003 of 2016

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

(ii) Sh. Pardeep Kumar, ETI, O/o AETC, Mohali on behalf of the respondent 
ORDER
Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S. Hundal 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.
During the hearing on 27.06.2016, complainant was absent. He was sent a mail that his close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center , Ludhiana therefore he was unable to attend the hearing.

3.
Today, again Complainant is not present. He has sent a mail stating that till date he has not received a single page of information. Sh. Pardeep Kumar, ETI is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted written submission which is as under:-
"Apropos to the subject, it is brought to your kind notice that the application in this regard was received in this office without any postal order or the prescribed fee as required under the RTI Act, 2005. The same was returned to the applicant 
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vide letter no 696 dated 05.05.2016 as it was not in proper format. As per the office record the said application was never received again in the office of the undersigned with postal orders". 

4.
I agree with the reply of the Respondent. The perusal of the file shows that the respondent has written a letter to the complainant on 05.05.2016 for postal order/ application fee. But the complainant has not deposited the same. Sh. H.S. Hundal- the complainant is , therefore, advised to file fresh application with  postal order/application fee. 

5.
Since, the fee has  not been paid, no cause of action is left. The complaint filed by the Complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( 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

House No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali - 160059

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant 



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o AETC, Mohali

First Appellate Authority 

O/o ETC, Punjab, Chandigarh 

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1007 of 2016

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

(ii) Sh. Pardeep Kumar, ETI, O/o AETC, Mohali on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri H.S. Hundal 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.
During the hearing on 27.06.2016, complainant was absent. He had sent a mail that his close relative has been admitted in Hero DMC Heart Center , Ludhiana. Therefore he was unable to attend the hearing.

3.
Today, again Complainant is not present. He has sent a mail stating that till date he has not received a single page of information. Sh. Pardeep Kumar, ETI is appearing on behalf of the respondent and has submitted written submission which is as under:-

"Apropos to the subject, it is brought to your kind notice that the application in this regard was received in this office without any postal order or the prescribed fee as required under the RTI Act, 2005. The same was returned to the applicant 
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vide letter no 696 dated 05.05.2016 as it was not in proper format. As per the office record the said application was never received again in the office of the undersigned with postal orders". 

4.
I agree with the reply of the Respondent. The perusal of the file shows that the respondent has written a letter to the complainant on 05.05.2016 for postal order/application fee. But the complainant has not deposited the same. Sh. H.S. Hundal- the complainant is , therefore, advised to file fresh application with  postal order/application fee. 

5.
Since, the fee has  not been paid, no cause of action is left. The complaint filed by the Complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarlok Singh Sandhu,

House No. 648/76, Adarsh Colony,

Beside Thapar College, Patiala - 147001



--------Complainant 



          
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Kashi University

Talwandi Saboo.                                                                                      -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 548 of 2016

Present:-
Shri Tarlok Singh Sandhu complainant in person.



Sh. Ashwani Sethi, Registrar the respondent 
ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.06.2016.
2.
Sh. Ashwani Sethi, Registrar is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that the information has been sent to the complainant. Complainant states that he wants to know under Section 7(22), which rules have been implemented. Respondent states that this information will be given to the complainant within one or two days. The complainant expressed his satisfaction over the same.
3.
In case the sought for information is not provided to the complainant, he is free to approach the Commission.

4.
With these directions, the complaint is disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( 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: 
None for the parties
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.
During the hearing dated 27.06.2016, respondent stated that the information sought by the complainant cannot be supplied being third party information. He further stated that they had sent a letter dated 19.01.2016 to the third party for his consent but no reply had been received from him. Therefore, Sh. Tek Chand was advised to appear before the Commission.
3.
Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present to attend the hearing nor have anything to the contrary been heard from them. Sh. Gurjant Singh, EO-cum-PIO may note that this is the last opportunity given to him to appear before the Commission and present his case failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
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4.
Adjourned to 24.08.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 25.07.2016




             ( S.S. Channy)











Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

  Punjab

