STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Yashpal Wadhwa,

Post Box 23, Yamunanagar (Haryana)- 135001.



…Appellant


                            Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Anandpur Sahib,

District: Ropar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.

SCO No. 131-32, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  328 of 2016

Order

Present: 
 None for the appellant.
Shri Simranpal Singh, APIO-cum-Accountant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Yashpal Wadhwa,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 25-04-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding plot in Khuhwala. 

2.

The case was last heard on 28.07.2016, when  the respondent informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informed  that provided information was  incomplete. He pointed  out deficiencies in the provided information. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the respondent  informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 22.09.2016 after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. He submits a  copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. The appellant is not present without any intimation. Accordingly, he is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to 03.11.2016   at 11.00 A.M.





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pritpal Singh Babbar s/o Sh.Kartar Singh,

12- Green Model Town, opp.Sunrise

Apartments, Jalandhar.






…….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.





……..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 964 of 2016

ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondents.
Vide RTI application dated 02-03-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Pritpal Singh Babbar sought certified copy of property No. EQ-45, Saidan Gate, Jalandhar. 

2.

The case was last heard on 27.09.2016, when  the complainant submitted  that the requisite information had been denied by the PIO, being relating to third party. None was  present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation nor any reply had  been sent to the Commission. Viewing this callous and lackadaisical attitude of the PIO seriously, he was  directed to explain the facts of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that it could be decided whether the  sought information related  to third party or not. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondents. However, a Memo. No. 771/MTP, dated 26.09.2016 has been received through FAX from Shri Rupinder Singh Tiwana, APIO, MTP Department, M.C., Jalandhar  informing that information could not be supplied to the complainant as Shri Sham Sunder, ATP, who was dealing with this case, has been placed under suspension by the Government. Shri Tiwana has assured that  the requisite information shall be   supplied to the complainant as early as possible. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
4.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 03.11.2016 at  11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-09-2016 


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bolapur Jhabewal, PO :Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhdiana.







…..Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Engineer, Zone-B, PSPCL,

Ajnala Road, Amritsar- 143001.





……..Respondent

Complaint Case No.   887 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.


Shri Randhir Singh, Additional S.E.(Civil),PSPCL  Amritsar, on behalf of the respondent. 

Vide RTI application dated 04-02-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Jasbir Singh sought information regarding residential quarters constructed for PSPCL employees at Power Colony, Kukranwala, Amritsar. 

2.

Today, Shri Randhir Singh, Additional S.E.(Civil),PSPCL  Amritsar, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informs that he has brought the information for handing over the same to the complainant. He submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record.  Since the complainant is not present without any intimation, the respondent  is directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the information, 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.
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3.

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.

4.

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. 

5.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






   (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-09-2016 


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Padma Aggarwal w/o Sh. Ram Dev,

C/o Aggarwal Clinic near bus stand,

Longowal, Distt. Sangrur- 148106.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Superintending Engineer, DS Circle,

PSPCL, Sangrur-148001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, DS (South),

PSPCL, D-2, Shakti Vihar, Patiala-147001.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2166 of 2016

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.

Ms. Padma Aggarwal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought information regarding load enhancement for electric connection bearing No. S43MG130434H for the period from 01-01-2003 to 01-01-2010.

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 22-04-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 25-06-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 28-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

A letter dated 26.09.2016 has been received through e-mail from Addl. S.E., DS Division, PSPCL, Sangrur informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. A letter dated 26.09.2016 has been received  through e-mail from the appellant informing that,  following the intervention of State Information Commission, she has received the information through e-mail to her satisfaction. She has requested that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kulwant Kaur,

H.No. 403, Block-1, BRS Nagar,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.






…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Superintending Engineer,

o/o  Chief Engineer Central Operation,

PSPCL, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Chief Engineer, Central Operation,

PSPCL, Ludhiana.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2165 of 2016 

Order

Present:
Smt. Kulwant Kaur, appellant, in person. 
Shri Gurpreet Mohinder Singh Sidhu, Addl. S.E., on behalf of the respondents.
 
Ms. Kulwant Kaur,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.02.2016,  addressed to PIO sought certain information on eight points regarding charge sheet No. 355, dated 16-11-2002.
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 25-04-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 28-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 28-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Gurpreet Mohinder Singh Sidhu, Addl. S.E., appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. He makes a written submission dated 27.09.2016 to the effect that information has been supplied to the appellant and no more information regarding
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 instant RTI application is available with them. This written submission is handed over to the appellant and a copy of the same is retained in the Commission file. 
4.

The appellant submits that she has suffered a lot of harassment and loss in obtaining the information in the instant case since 15.02.2016. She requests that she may be suitably compensated. In view of the loss and detriment suffered by the appellant during this long period of more than 7 months, I find full justification in awarding her a suitable compensation. Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005,  a compensation of Rs. 1000/-(Rupees one thousand only) is awarded to Smt. Kulwant Kaur, appellant, to be paid by the Public Authority, i.e. Superintending Engineer,  Central Operation, PSPCL, Ludhiana, through a Bank Draft, within 30 days and confirmation to this effect will be furnished to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to 03.11.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC

Chief Engineer, Central Operation,

PSPCL, Ludhiana.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pritpal Singh,

Opp. Dharmpal Bakerh,

Mustfabad, Batala Road, Amritsar.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Director, Local Govt. Punjab,

Municipal Bhawan, Sector 35A, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2140 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Pritpal Singh, Appellant,  in person
 alongwith Shri Rajiv Kumar.
Shri Narinder Sharma, Assistant Town Planner and Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Pritpal Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22-12-2015 addressed to PIO sought attested copies of NOC issued to M/S Dimplex Factory, Mustababad, Batala Road, Amritsar. 

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 dated18-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  14-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Narinder Sharma, Assistant Town Planner,  appearing  on behalf of the respondents, makes a written submission dated 27.09.2016, alongwith copies of provided information,  vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 660, dated 04.02.2016 and letter No. 1350, dated 23.09.2016. He hands over the information to the appellant in 
Contd……p/2

AC -  2140 of 2016


-2-
the court today. After perusing the provided information, the appellant  informs that the provided information is incomplete.  Accordingly, he 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, which will be furnished by him in due course of time.  
4.

Adjourned to 03.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ajay Sharma,

H.No.882, Gobind Nagar near Gugga Mari,

NAC Naya Gaon, Distt. SAS Nagar.





…Appellant



Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Naya Gaon, Distt. SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Municipal Bhawan, Sec-35, Chandigarh.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2149 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Ajay Sharma, Appellant, in person.



Shri Jawahar Sagar, SDO, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Ajay Sharma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 10-12-2015 addressed to PIO sought copy of action taken on his registered letters dated 29-10-2015 and 02-12-2015.

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 dated25-01-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  14-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Jawahar Sagar, SDO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, hands over requisite information to the appellant, who after perusing the same informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to furnish 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, which will be furnished by him in due course of time. 
4.

Adjourned to 03.11.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Virpal Singh, 

Basti Bahmanan, PO; Bahmanan,

Distt. Patiala.









…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zone-1, Patiala.






…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2134 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Madhwa Nand,  S.I. office of SSP Patiala and Shri Bhagwant Singh, H.C.-3121, Incharge Chowki Gajewas,  on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Vir Pal Singh,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 28-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought action taken report on the last statement made by Shri Gurjail Singh son of Shri Harnam Singh on 02-08-2014. 

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 15-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 20-06-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  24-06-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Madhwa Nand,  S.I. office of SSP Patiala,  appearing   on behalf of the respondents, submits a letter No. 1598, dated 15.09.2016 from SSP Patiala informing that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant who is in judicial custody in a criminal case registered against him vide FIR No. 141/16 under section 306 of IPC at Police Station Sadar Samana. He submits a written statement by the appellant dated 10.09.2016 stating that he has received the requisite information and does not want to pursue the case further.  
4.

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: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jai Pal Singh,

22, Inder Vihar Colony near Balaji da Mandir,

Noorwala Road, Ludhiana.






….…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjab State Power Coprn. Ltd.,

The Mall, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, PSPCL,

Transmission, Urban, Ludhiana.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2135 of 2016 

Order

Present:
Shri Jai Pal Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Gurpreet Mohinder Singh Sidhu, Addl. S.E., on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Jai Pal Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-01-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on eight  points regarding his letter dated 28-12-2015.

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 05-03-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  23-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 24-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. After discussing the sought information and hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to  03.11.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parveen K. Kataria, Advocate,

H.No. 258, MDC, Sector-4, Panchkula.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Lalru, Distt. SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Lalru, Distt. SAS Nagar.


…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  2193 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri Mukesh Kumar, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant.


Shri Gurbakshish Singh, E.O., N.C., Lalru, on behalf of the respondents. 
 

Shri Parveen K Kataria, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on eleven points relating to elections held on 15-01-2016 of Penta VIP Towers Residents’ Welfare Committee, Zirakpur.

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 07-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  30-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 30-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Gurbakshish Singh, E.O., N.C., Lalru, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs  that the information, available in their record, has been supplied to the appellant by hand vide letters  No. 1692 and 1694,  dated 
 08.08.2016, which has been duly received by him  and the information regarding the election of PENTA HOMES  is not available with them. He submits a written submission dated 27.09.2016 in this regard alongwith copies of provided information, which are  taken on record. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Karnail Singh s/o Sh. Harbans Lal,

Mohalla Aranhali, Rahon, Distt. SBS Nagar.-144517.



…Appellant

                                               Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Council, Rahon,

Distt. SBS Nagar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Municipal Council, Rahon,

District:  SBS Nagar.





…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2167 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Karnail Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Akshay Kumar, Inspector and Shri Ajay Vashisht, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Karnail Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 24-11-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information on five points regarding development fees for the construction of houses. 
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 01-03-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  14-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 14-06-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

A letter No. 1240-1241, dated 14.09.2016 has been received from the PIO  vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant confirms it while stating that he has received the information.
4.

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: 27-09-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Poonam Khosla w/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

225/16-B, Street No. 8, Krishna Nagar,

Balkishan Road, Hoshiarpur.




………..Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1246 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Paramjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government, Punjab,   on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 01-02-2016  addressed to the respondent, Ms. Poonam Khosla, sought various information/ documents relating to property No. 3068/12 falling in Katra Parza Scheme.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Ms. Poonam Khosla,  filed a complaint dated 17-06-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 22-06-2016   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, Shri Paramjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, informs that requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant by the PIO-cum-Superintendent, L.A.C., Improvement Trust, Amritsar vide letter No. A.I.T/L.A.C/6687-6689, dated 06.09.2016. The complainant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, 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 
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CC - 1246 of 2016



-2-
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.

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)

Dated: 27-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Randhir Singh,

H.No. 23, Gadhram Kalan,

PO: Bhakoo Majra, Distt.SAS Nagar.




……..Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Roopnagar.








………..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1276 of 2016

ORDER
Present:

None on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 12-05-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Randhir Singh sought various information/ documents relating to application No. 1158/DIG, dated 06-04-2016.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Randhir Singh  filed a complaint dated nil  with the Commission, which was received in it on 27-06-2016   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.

A letter No. 1595/RTI, dated 05.09.2016 has been received from SSP, Roopnagar enclosing a letter from the complainant vide which he has submitted  that requisite information has been supplied to him on 31.08.2016 and the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 27-09--2016


                        State Information Commissioner

