STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1106 of 2015
Date of institution:30.03.2015
Date of decision: 26.05.2015
Shri Didar Singh Waraich, 

S/o Shri Sohan Singh,

r/o Kothi No.3423, Sector 38-D,

Chandigarh.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar,
District SAS Nagar.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.         





          …...Respondent

Present:
Shri Didar Singh Waraich, appellant in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Clerk and Sh. Jasbir Singh, Assistant office Kanungo.

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 24.07.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 07.11.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 30.03.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 26.05.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he has not got the complete information, particularly the documents attached for sanction of mutation.

4.
The respondent states that the information has been provided to the appellant earlier also but today again copy of the Intkal no. 3071 of village Fatehpur has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 1945/SK/SKC 2 dated 25.05.2015. He also files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. 
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5. After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the appellant has sought copy of a particular Intkal alongwith related revenue documents. The copy of Intkal no. 3071 of village Fatehpur has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 25.05.2015 to the appellant. The Commission is of the view that the information seeker should have applied for obtaining this information,  which is related to revenue record, to the Suvidha Centre for obtaining copies thereof for which different fee has been prescribed by the Government. Instead of adopting the laid down procedure, the appellant has attempted to get copies of revenue record through application under RTI Act which is not the right course.  In view of the aforementioned, the instant Appeal Case is disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/- 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  907 of 2015
Shri Amarjit Singh (M-9876056423)
S/o  Shri Kapoor Singh,
r/o Buraj Ladha Singh Wala,

Tehsil Phul, 

Distt. Bathinda-151206.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.




 

      
          …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Amarjit Singh, complainant in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ritender Singh, Reader (98723-62436).

ORDER

1. The complainant states that the information sought by him is not third party information because power of attorney and agreement qua bus no. Pb 13 B 375 is in his name and as such he is entitled to seek the information. He requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission in this regard. 
2. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission, which is taken on record, copy thereof is given to the complainant, mentioning therein that the information sought pertains to third party and hence cannot be given without the consent of the third party.    

3.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2015 at 02:00 PM.   
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  908  of 2015 

Date of institution:24.03.2015

Date of decision:26.05.2015

Shri Krishan Kumar (M-9888168223)
Cashier, Print and Electronics Media,

Press Club Regd.

B-25/334 GT Road,
Salem Tabri, Ludhiana.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport  Commissioner, Punjab,
SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.




 

      
          …...Respondent

 Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO. 
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 03.02.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 24.03.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.05.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission vide letter no. STC/RTI/PIO/2463/17376 dated 21.05.2015 has already been sent to the Commission and copy thereof is also submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. He states that the information comprising of 23 pages has been sent to the complainant by registered post. 
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5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is observed that the information sought by the information seeker vide RTI application dated 03.02.2015 has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 21.05.2015 by registered post. The complainant is not present at today's hearing nor any intimation has been received from him as to why he has abstained the hearing of the Commission. 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).

In the light of above ruling, the complainant may file appeal against the order of the PIO with the First Appellate Authority to seek the information under Section 19 of the RTI Act, if he so desires. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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. 909 of 2015 

Shri Lakhbir Singh (M-9878662095)

S/o Shri Sadhu Singh,

Village Jogi Majra,

P. O. Malod, Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana-141119.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent  of Police,
Sangrur.




 

      
          …...Respondent

Present:
Shri Lakhbir Singh, complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, ASI (80545-45411).  
ORDER

1. The complainant states that he has received certified information comprising of 20 pages vide letter dated 25.05.2015. The complainant is not satisfied with the information provided to him and states that he intends to file written objections for which an adjournment may be given. 
2. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission stating therein that the information comprising of 20 pages has been provided to the complainant by hand today in the Commission. 
3. On the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2015 at 02:00 PM.   
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  910  of 2015 

Date of institution:31.03.2015

Date of decision: 26.05.2015
Shri Amarjit Singh (M-9876056423)

S/o  Shri Kapoor Singh,

r/o Buraj Ladha Singh Wala,

Tehsil Phul, 

Distt. Bathinda-151206.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Mansa-151505.  



 

      
          …...Respondent

Present:
Sh. Amarjit Singh, complainant in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Gurbinder Singh, DEO. 
ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 02.02.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 31.03.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 26.05.2015 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that he has not received the information so far from the respondent. However, a copy of the letter no. 632 dated 16.04.2015 stated to be sent by DTO, Mansa has been given to him today in the Commission by hand with which he is not satisfied because the information sought by him about due tax has been computed wrongly alongwith interest.
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4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the information has been sent to the complainant by post bearing letter no. 632 dated 16.04.2015. He further adds that a certified copy of office copy of information provided to the complainant has been given by hand in the Commission today also. 
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is observed that the information has been provided by the respondent vide letter dated 16.04.2015 to the complainant which is stated not to have been received by the complainant. Certified copy thereof has been provided by hand in the Commission today by the respondent. The complainant may file appeal with the First Appellate Authority against the order of the PIO, if he is not satisfied with it and if he so desires. In wake of above the Complaint Case is disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  918  of 2015 

Shri  Jasbir Singh (M-9888296107)

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh,

District Ludhiana-123455.






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Secretary Transport, Govt. of Punjab,
Chandigarh.  



 

      
          …...Respondent

 Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Mandip Singh, Senior Assistant.
ORDER

1.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

2.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent. He states that the information on the RTI application dated 07.02.2015 has already been sent vide memo dated 08.05.2015. Information was comprised of 5 pages. He further adds that the information could not be provided earlier as the matter was under consideration and the decision on the issue was in process of taking. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.   
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  947 of 2015 

Shri  Agya Ram S/o Shri Anant Ram,
Vill. and P.O. Nainwa,

Tehsil Garhshankar,

District  Hoshiarpur.   






.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Consolidation of Holdings, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat,

Kapurthala Road, 

Jalandhar.




 

      
          …...Respondent

Present:
Shri  Agya Ram , complainant in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Avtar Singh, Patwari. 
ORDER

1. This case was taken up for hearing on 26.05.2015. Due to obvious reasons, I reccuse myself from hearing this complaint case. The case file is sent to Deputy Registrar for transferring this case to some other Bench.  
2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
CC

Deputy Registrar,


Alongwith file (pp. 1- 25)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1135 of 2015
Shri Tejinder Singh (M-9041004313) 

Village Bholapur,

Post Office Ramgarh,
Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Tarn Taran.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o  Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.




          …...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Mrs Balraj Kaur, Junior Assistant.

ORDER

1.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. She adds that the information has already been sent to the information seeker vide letter no. 120 dated 13.02.2015 and copy thereof has again been provided vide endorsement dated 19.05.2015.
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.07.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  1136  of 2015 

Ms Sukhvinder Kaur (M-9878412262)

House No.91. Sector 70,Mohali.    





.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Transport, Govt. of Punjab,
Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o Secretary Transport, Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.  





          …...Respondent

 Present:
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, authorized representative of the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER

1. The respondent no.1 states that part information is available with them and part information is available with Director State Transport, Punjab. He further states that the information has been sought about order of seniority of four employees other than the appellant and office noting of such orders has also been sought. He states that the information has not been provided because it is third party information. 

2. The perusal of RTI application indicates that the information has been sought about order of determining seniority of certain officials in the department alongwith the office noting thereon. The Commission is of the view that this information is not third party information. Therefore, the respondent is directed to provide information to the appellant.  The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2015 at 02:00 PM.   

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  1140 of 2015
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan (M-9872220039)

House No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri,

District Sangrur.







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.






          …...Respondent

 Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Kumar, Junior Assistant. (98553-40239)
ORDER

1. The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
2. The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record.  He states that the information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 9/BC Khewat dated 16.01.2015 by registered post. 
3.  Since the appellant is not present in the Commission, it cannot be ascertained if he has received information. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2015 at 02:00 PM.   
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             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.  1141 of 2015
Shri Prem Kumar Rattan (M-9872220039)

House No.78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri,

District Sangrur.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.






          …...Respondent

Present:
None present.
ORDER

1. The appellant absent without intimation to the Commission.
2.  None is present on behalf of the respondent. However, reply to the Notice of the Commission has been received in the Commission at diary no. 12692 dated 18.05.2015 stating therein that the processing fee alongwith RTI application dated 13.01.2015 has not been received and the appellant has been dully intimated vide letter dated 28.01.2015. Since the appellant is not present today, last opportunity is given to him to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2015 at 02:00 PM.   
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 26.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
