STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Avtar Singh s/o Shri Bakhshish Singh,

Village: Khojkipur, PO: Sarala,

Tehsil: Bhogpur, District:  Jalandhar.





…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Superintending Engineer, (Stores).

PSPCL, near Railway Station, Jalandhar
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Additional Superintending Engineer (Stores).

PSPCL, near Railway Station, Jalandhar
.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1946 of 2015 

Order
Present: 
Shri Shiv Kumar Sonik, Advocate,  on behalf of the appellant.

Shri R.S. Randhawa, Additional S.E. and Ms. Hitu Khanna, Divisional Accounts, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri  Avtar Singh , Appellant vide an RTI application dated15-01-2015  , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on nine points. 

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 06-05-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that he does not have RTI application 
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dated 15.01.2015 submitted by the appellant vide which requisite information has been 
sought in the instant case. Consequently, the appellant hands over a copy of his RTI application to the respondent in the court today. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply requisite information to the appellant within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to  08.10.2015   at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court N, 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H.No. 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, PO: Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana.-141014.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

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






O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1983 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Appellant, in person.
None on behalf of the  respondents. 
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-04-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on six points regarding Sale Deeds of certain Khasra Numbers.
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 10-06-2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 10-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
Contd…..p/2

AC- 1983 of 2015



-2-

3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to 17.09.2015   at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
5.

After the hearing is over and appellant leaves, Shri Jaspreet Singh, Clerk, appears before the Commission on behalf of the respondents. He submits a letter No. 185-196/RTI, dated 21.08.2015, addressed to the appellant, with a copy endorsed to the Commission, from Tehsildar-cum-PIO, Ludhiana(East), which is taken on record. Vide the said letter a detailed reply has been sent to the appellant by the PIO. Since the appellant has left, the respondent is directed to send one more copy of this letter to the appellant by registered post and the appellant is directed to proceed further accordingly and send his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

Adjourned to 17.09.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke,

SCO No.26, Shant Park, Main Sua Road,

Near Geeta Mandir Chowk, Threeke,

Ludhiana-142028.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer
O/oTehsildar (West), Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West), Ludhiana.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1998 of 2015

Order

Present: 
 Shri Gagandeep Singh, appellant, in person.



None on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke 28-01-2015, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his letter No. 318, dated 04.07.2014  alongwith certain information regarding Sale Deed No. 7194 dated 21.06.2005  and Mutation No. 15735.

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  11-06-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that same information has been sought in AC-1999  of 2015. Therefore, the instant case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, on the request of the appellant,  the instant case is disposed of and closed. 



 





Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke,

SCO No.26, Shant Park, Main Sua Road,

Near Geeta Mandir Chowk, Threeke,

Ludhiana-142028.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar (West) Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),

Ludhiana.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1999 of 2015

Order

Present: 
 Shri Gagandeep Singh, appellant, in person.


None on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Gagandeep Singh Threeke 28-01-2015, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  , addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his letter No. 318, dated 04.07.2014  alongwith certain information regarding Sale Deed No. 7194 dated 21.06.2005  and Mutation No. 15735.
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  11-06-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
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3.

A letter No. 20-21, dated 27.07.2015 has been received from the PIO-cum-Tehsildar Ludhiana(West), vide which requisite information has been  supplied to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is unattested and incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply the remaining  information to the appellant before the next date of hearing  in the light of deficiencies, which will be provided by him  in due course of time. 
5.

Adjourned to  21.10.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasoolpur,

VPO: Rasoolpur (Mallah),

Distt. Ludhiana- 142035.







…Appellant








Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Magistrate, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Magistrate, Ludhiana.


3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,


Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.

4.
Public Information Officer,


Tehsil Welfare Officer, Jagraon,


District: Ludhiana.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2009 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri Iqbal Singh Rasoolpur, Appellant, in person.
Shri Yadwinder Singh, Steno, office of Tehsil Welfare Officer, Jagraon,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Iqbal Singh Rasoolpur , Appellant vide an RTI application dated  , addressed to PIO, sought action taken regarding non payment of Shagun Money to Shri Malkiat Singh of Agwar Gujran. 

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  05-06-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was 
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received in the Commission on 11-06-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter No. 2935-36, dated 17.08.2015, addressed to Tehsil Welfare Officer Jagraon, with a copy endorsed to the Commission,  has been received from Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Jagraon vide which Tehsil Welfare Officer, Jagraon has been directed to pursue the matter in the court of the Commission. 
4.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information is not available in the office of Tehsil Welfare Officer Jagraon. Accordingly, PIOs of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jagraon are directed to coordinate with each other and supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

A copy each of the order is forwarded to Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Jagraon  to ensure the compliance of the order.
6.

Adjourned to  21.10.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-32, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
CC:

Deputy Commissioner,



REGISTERED



Ludhiana.



Sub-Divisional Magistrate,



Jagraon, District: Ludhiana.


REGISTERED

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dinesh Jethi,

484/1, Street No. 5, near PF Complex,

Sham Nagar, Bus Stand Road, Ludhiana.



…Complainant


Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Govind Godham,

Partap Singh Wala, Hambran Road, Ludhiana.



…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  1468 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Sarwinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

 



Vide RTI application dated 05--05-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri                Diensh Jehti , sought various information/documents on 16 points regarding Constitution /Memorandum of Govind Godham,  Ludhiana.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Dinesh Jethi  filed a complaint dated nil  with the Commission,  which was received in it on  10-06-2015 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.

A letter dated 17.07.2015 has been received from the complainant  through e-mail requesting that his hearing in the instant case may be rescheduled through Video Conferencing in D.C. Office as he has been advised to avoid travelling.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent makes a written submission dated 25.08.2015 in which it has been asserted while quoting different  judgements of Hon’ble 

Supreme Court of India  that Govind Godham,  Hambran Road, Ludhiana is not a 
 Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of RTI Act, as it is  neither owned/controlled nor substantially financed by the State Government  or any other 
Government/State body. It has been further submitted that Gohind Godham, Hambran 
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Road, Ludhiana is being run and managed by Gow Sewa Samiti , Partap Singh Wala, Hambran Road, Ludhiana, which  is a society registered under the Societies Registration Act(Punjab). 

5.

In case the complainant is not satisfied with the plea put forth by the respondent, 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 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.

6.

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.

7.

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. 

8.

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:  26-08-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dinesh Jethi,

484/1, Street No. 5, near PF Complex,

Sham Nagar, Bus Stand Road, Ludhiana.



…Complainant


                   Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Gow Sewa Samiti, Partap Singh Wala,

Hambran Road, Ludhiana.






…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 1469 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.



Shri Sarwinder Goyal, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated  05-05-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Diensh Jethi sought various information/documents relating to 15 points regarding Constitution /Memorandum of Gow Sewa Samiti(Regd.) Ludhiana.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Dinesh Jethi  filed a complaint dated nil  with the Commission,  which was received in it on  10-06-2015  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.

A letter dated 17.07.2015 has been received from the complainant  through e-mail requesting that his hearing in the instant case may be rescheduled through Video Conferencing in D.C. Office as he has been  advised to avoid travelling.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the respondent makes a written submission dated 25.08.2015 in which it has been asserted while quoting different  judgements of Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India  that Gow Sewa Samiti, Partap Singh Wala, Hambran Road, 
Ludhiana is not a Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of RTI Act, as it 
is  neither owned/controlled nor substantially financed by the State Government  or any 
other Government/State body. It has been further submitted that Gow Sewa Samiti, 
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Partap Singh Wala, Hambran Road, Ludhiana is a society registered under the 
Societies Registration Act(Punjab). 
5.

In case the complainant is not satisfied with the plea put forth by the respondent, 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 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.

6.

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.

7.

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. 

8.

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:  26-08-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tajinder Singh s/o Shri Jaswant Singh,

House No. 353, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Colony,

Maksoodan,  Jalandhar City.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.    1477 of 2015 

Order
Present: 
Shri Tajinder Singh, complainant, in person.


None for the respondent.
 



Vide RTI application dated 08-04-2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Tajinder Singh  sought various information/documents on  six points regarding acquiring of land by Improvement Trust, Jalandhar. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Tajinder Singh filed a complaint dated  11-06-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 11-06-2015  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 complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. In these circumstances, attention of the complainant  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 information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the 
Contd……p/2

CC- 1477 of 2015 



-2-
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: 26-08-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Tajinder Singh s/o Shri Jaswant Singh,

House No. 353, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Colony,

Maksoodan, Jalandhar City.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o  Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  1478 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
Shri Tajinder Singh, complainant, in person.



None for the respondent.
  



Vide RTI application dated  30-03-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Tajinder Singh sought various information/documents on  seven points regarding non-construction fee waived of in Transport Nagar after 2005-2006.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tajinder Singh  filed a complaint dated  11-06-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 11-06-2015 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 complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. In these circumstances, attention of the complainant  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 information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the 
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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:  26-08-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parminder Singh Kapoor,
s/o Shri Jaspal Singh Kapoor,

H.No. 6837/3A, Gali No. 8, Mohar Singh Nagar,

Hargobind Marg, Ludhiana.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Nagar Council, Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  Regional Deputy  Director, Local Govt,,

Ferozepur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1777 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Parminder Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Kulwant Singh,  Clerk, office of Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Ferozeopur, on behalf the respondents.

Shri  Parminder Singh Kapoor , Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29-09-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain  general information on five points regarding hearing of a case by the competent authority. 
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 07-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  21-05-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.08.2015.
3.

On 05.08.2015, Shri Subhash Chander, Clerk, office of Nagar Panchayat Makhu  submitted  a letter No. 750, dated 30.07.2015 from the PIO-cum-E.O. , Nagar 
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Panchayat Makhu vide which it had  been informed that vide instant RTI application no information had been sought from Nagar Panchayat Makhu by the appellant.  Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Nagar Panchayat Makhu was   exempted from appearing in the instant case.

4.

Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Clerk, office of Regional Deputy Director, Ferozeopur, informed  that information had  been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1073, dated 29.01.2015. The appellant informed  that he was  not satisfied with the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant  was  directed to send his observations, on the provided information, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant  in view of his observations. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 1-DDLG-15/16682, dated 25.08.2015 from Joint Deputy Director, Local Government, Ferozepur informing that the information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1-DDLG-14/1073, dated 29.01.2015 and no observations on the provided information has been received from him. 

6.

The appellant informs that he is not satisfied with the provided information. Consequently, the RTI application submitted by the appellant is perused and discussed in detail and found that the sought information is in the form of a  questionnaire, which cannot be supplied as no specific document has been asked for. 
7.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015
          


   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Jagjit Singh, S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village Parach, PO- Mullanpur Garib Dass,

Tehsil Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.  




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Development & Panachayats Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1158 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the  Appellant.

Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the  respondents.

Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.12.2014 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding detail of works got executed during the tenure of Shri Ravinder Singh, Administrator and  a copy of report of action taken against him.

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 11.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 18.03.2015,   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  01.04.2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.

3.

On 24.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present for the respondents nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO 
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was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be taken against him. The case was adjourned to 23.07.2015.
4.

On 23.07.2015,  the respondent sought  some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was granted. On the request of the respondent, the case  was adjourned for today.

5.

A letter dated 19.08.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear in Mohali Court in connection with a  case. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 
6.

Today, the respondent again seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant.  Accordingly, one last opportunity is provided to the PIO  to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
7.

Adjourned to  21.10.2015   at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  26-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Jagjit Singh, S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Village Parach, PO- Mullanpur Garib Dass,

Tehsil Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.  




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar, District: SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Development & Panachayats Officer,

SAS Nagar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1157 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the  Appellant.

Shri Hakam Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the  respondents.

Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 19.12.2014,   addressed to PIO, sought copies of resolutions passed by Gram Panchayat Parach during the tenure of Shri Surjit Singh, Sarpanch alongwith detail of works got executed.

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  11.02.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  18.03.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 01.04.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 24.06.2015.
3.

On 24.06.2015,  the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present for the respondents nor any intimation had been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO 

Contd……p/2

AC-1157 of 2015    


-2- 
was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be taken against him. The case was adjourned to 23.07.2015.
4.

On 23.07.2015,  the respondent sought some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant, which was  granted. On the request of the respondent, the case  was adjourned for today.

5.

A letter dated 19.08.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear in Mohali Court in connection with a  case. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 

6.

Today, the respondent again seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant.  Accordingly, one last opportunity is provided to the PIO  to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 

7.

Adjourned to  21.10.2015   at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.










 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  26-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Singh,

S/o Shri Jatinder Singh,

R/o Gali No. 1, Gurpreet Nagar, Dhaba,

Ludhiana – 141014.








…..Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police,
Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director General of Police,

Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




……Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  242 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri Gurinder Singh,  Appellant, in person.
Smt. Surinder Kaur, Inspector and Shri Jobanpreet Singh, Constable, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Gurinder Singh, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 16.10.2014,   addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 13.08.2014 against Ms. Preeti, Shri Jagdeep Singh,  Smt. Harjit Kaur  and others.
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 17.11.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 03.01.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 05.01.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2015. 
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3.

This case was earlier heard by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner Punjab on 06.04.2015, 07.05.2015 and 10.06.2015.  On the last date of hearing i.e. 10.06.2015, during deliberations, the respondent ACP pointed out that in this case detailed inquiry was not conducted and the issues listed therein were not properly addressed and in these circumstances they were not in a position to supply the requisite information. Thus he sought more time to enable them to look into matter and  provide the requisite  information to the appellant. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to take immediate necessary action to supply the requisite information to the appellant and submit a report to the commission. It was also made clear that no more  time will be provided in this case especially in view of the assurance given by the respondent ACP. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter dated 15.07.2015, addressed to His Excellency,  the Governor of Punjab,  has been received from the appellant requesting for transferring of his case to some other Information Commissioner. Accordingly, this case has been transferred to this Bench. 
5.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. The respondent seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the appellant as the matter is being looked into. Accordingly, one last opportunity is provided to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. 
6.

Adjourned to 21.10.2015  at 11.00 AM for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 26-08-2015


             State Information Commissioner

