STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma

Advocate, House No. 585,

Phase-2, Mohali- 160055

M: 9463950619                                                                                                --------Complainant



            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, SAS Nagar                                                                                  -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1079 of 2016

Present:-
Shri Pawan Kumar Sharma complainant in person.



Shri Ravinder Kumar, Tehsildar, SAS Nagar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 18.7.2016 vide which the respondents were directed to provide information within 15 days.
2.

In compliance to the previous order, the respondent-PIO appears personally and supplies the information to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.  The complainant states that the information provided is unattested.  The respondent-PIO is directed to attest the same.  He attests the information during the hearing.  The complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  The complaint case filed in the Commission on 18.05.2016 is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 26.08.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harbhaj Ram, 

VPO Garle Daha, Tehsil Balchaur,

District SBS Nagar.






_________ Appellant.

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary, Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.

FAA-Punjab School Education Board,

Mohali.







__________ Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2222  of 2016

Present:-
Shri Harbhaj Ram appellant in person.



Shri Varinder Madan, APIO on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER


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 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 04.07.2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

2.

The respondent places on record written statement enclosing a copy of self speaking order passed by the First Appellate Authority dated 1.08.2016 that the information cannot be supplied to the appellant as it relates to third party who has given in writing that his information should not be provided to the information-seeker.

3.

After hearing both the parties it has come to light that the information sought by the Appellant is third party information and also personal information as contemplated under Section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act.  As per case decided on 03.10.2012 by Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in SLP (civil no. 27734 of 2012) titled “Girish Ram Chandra Deshpande vs. CIC, New Delhi and others”, it has been held that information which relates to personal information the disclosure of which has no relationship to any public activity or interest, the PIO is not bound to give such information In the instant appeal case also there is no public interest involved in supply of information demanded by the appellant.

4.

In view of the above, the case filed in the Commission on 04.07.2016 is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 26.08.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, 2nd Floor, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Surinder Pal s/o

Shri Harbans Lal r/o House No.1225,

Fair Land Colony, Fatehgarh Churian Road,

Amritsar.







_________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.







________ Respondent

Complaint Case No.1326  of 2016

Present:-
Shri Surinder Pal Shubham Mehta advocate on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Bhagwant Singh, ASI 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 Surinder Pal filed a complaint with the Commission, 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.
2,

This is the complaint case, therefore, the attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in its order dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP (C) No.32768-32769/2010 ), wherein it has held that while adjudicating 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 per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has  power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (Section 18(1)(b) or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e)} or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)}.

Contd….2.

Complaint Case No.1326  of 2016

-2-

3

Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 19.01.2016 for certain information. He received reply from the PIO which he has found unsatisfactory. Complainant has, therefore, filed a complaint with the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act 2005. The respondent filed his reply vide letter dated 17.8.2016 stating that complainant has not used the alternative remedy of the first appeal under Section 19(1) RTI Act 2005. Consequently, the first appellate authority has no chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under RTI Act 2005.  The complaint case filed in the Commission is disposed of and closed with advice to the complainant to file First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority and file Second Appeal before the Commission, if he does not receive the information.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 26.08.2016


                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

