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 2016 

Date of institution:18.03.2016
Date of decision:28.06.2016

Sh. Naib Singh (98889-59170)

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

R/o H. No. 2-H, Kartar Singh,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana. 




            .…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ferozgandhi Market,

Ludhiana.






…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh., Naib Singh the appellant (9888959170)
For the respondent: Sh. Harmeet Singh, Clerk (7837966836)
 ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 17.07.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information about plot no. 2-H, Kartar Singh, Sarabha Nagar and layout plan as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 17.12.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 18.03.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.06.2016 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant states that he wants to have information about plot no. 2-H, Kartar Singh, Sarabha Nagar and layout plan because he is stake holder in this property which has been fraudulently sold by his maternal aunt.  

4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein that on the RTI application dated 17.07.2015, the intimation has already been given vide letter no. LIT/RTI/4016 dated 15.07.2015 that the present owner of the said plot has not given the consent to part with the information which is third party information.
5.
After hearing both the parties, I agree with the contention of the respondent that it is a third party information and the concerned party, the present owner, has not given his consent to the respondent to give the information to the appellant.  The Commission advises the appellant to procure the sale deed through copying agency of the revenue department following the procedure applicable therein.  No further action is required in this case. Accordingly, this Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.    
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        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. 1132 of 2016 

Date of institution:17.03.2016
Date of decision:28.06.2016

Sh. Sarabjit Singh s/o Sh. Hari Singh,

W. No. 8 Handiaya Now Near Mahavir Mandir,

Sangrur Road, Dhanaula,

District- Barnala. 







            .…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Collector Land Acquisition/ SDM, 

Barnala. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Collector Land Acquisition/ Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala. 







…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh., Sarabjit Singh the appellant (9417208418)
For the respondent: Sh. Harjinder Singh, Steno (9780007978)

 ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 13.11.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 02.01.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 17.03.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.06.2016 in the Commission.
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3.
The appellant states that he has wrongly been denied the information sought by him on the grounds that it is a third party information.  He contends that the information is in public domain and therefore he is seeking information as per right conferred upon him under RTI, Act 2005.
4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record.  He states that the information has been denied seeking exemption under Section 8(1) of the RTI Act.  He further adds that the information has been sought about particulars which are related to third party information.  He also brings to the Notice of the Commission that on the RTI application dated 17.11.2015 intimation was sent to the appellant vide letter no.1866/Rev dated 30.11.2015 that the information cannot be provided on account of third party information and that vide letter no. 1936/Rev dated 15.12.2015, the RTI application has been disposed of on the grounds of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI, Act .

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the reply filed by the respondent, it is ascertained that the information has been sought by the appellant about quantum of compensation, cheque no. and receipt thereof given by the owners of the land which is personal information and as such is third party information.  I agree with the contention of the respondent and the information sought by the appellant is exempted under Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.  In wake of aforementioned, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.   

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        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. 286 of 2016 
Date of institution:11.01.2016
Date of decision:28.06.2016
Sh. Manjit Singh,

Sr. President Anti Corruption 

Association of India, 137, Jan Sahayta Kendra,

Mini Sectt., Patiala.




  


  …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI (C),

Punjab, SCO:66-67,

Sector:17/D, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Higher Education, Sector:09,

Chandigarh.



    



               
3.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Govt. Mahindra College, 

Patiala.







…..Respondent

Present:   
Sh.Manjit Singh, the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Professor (94170-18144).
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 25.08.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information on ten points as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 19.10.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 11.01.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.06.2016 in the Commission.

Contd…..p-2

Appeal Case No. 286 of 2016 
3.
The appellant states that he has yet not been provided information by the respondent.  He also affirms that similar information has been sought by him in AC No:277 of 2016.
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been filed during the hearing on 30.05.2016.  He further states that similar information has been sought by the appellant in Appeal Case 277 of 2016 which is being heard by the Bench of Sh. Chander Parkash and the next date of hearing in that case is 29.06.2016.  
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on the file , it is ascertained that the similar information has been  sought by the appellant in Appeal Case No.277 of 201 which is being heard by the Bench of Sh. Chander Parkash and next date of hearing in that case is 29.06.2016.  No useful purpose shall be served by hearing the same case by two different Benches.  Therefore,  this Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  

6.

 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016
                             
       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. 1174 of 2016

Date of institution:28.03.2016
Date of decision:28.06.2016 

Sh. Tarsem Lal Jindal (Nilli Chhattri Wala)  (98551-51985)

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, Social & RTI Activist (Punjab),

R/o # 306, Aastha Enclave, Dhanaula Road,

Barnala.
  







            .…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Barnala. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala. 







…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.  

For the respondent: Sh.  Harjinder Singh, Steno (9780007978)
 ORDER
1.
Vide RTI application dated 23.11.2015 the appellant has sought information regarding action taken on letter dated 02.11.2015.  The first appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on 10.02.2016 and section appeal was filed in the Commission on 28.03.2016 under section 19 of the RTI Act 2005
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.06.2016 in the Commission.

3.
An OPD slip has been received by fax in the Commission at diary no. 16389 dated 28.06.2016 indicating the name of the patient as Tarsem Singh.
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Appeal Case No. 1174 of 2016

4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record.  He states that the RTI application dated 23.11.2015  has not been received in the o/o respondent-PIO.  He further states that the appellant filed first appeal whereby First Appellate Authority vide its order dated 04.02.2016 disposed of the first appeal on the ground that the RTI application has not been received in the o/o respondent-PIO.  
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the RTI application dated 23.11.2015 has not been received in the o/o respondent-PIO.  The order dated 04.02.2016 of the first Appellate Authority also indicates that the RTI application dated 23.11.2015 has not been received by the respondent-PIO.  In the given circumstances, that this case is remanded back to the PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Barnala to consider the RTI application dated 23.11.2015 a fresh for disposal as per provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  In wake of above, this Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        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.  1147 of 2016

Date of institution:21.03.2016
Date of decision:28.06.2016

Sh. Karamjit Singh s/o Jagir Singh,

R/o Village Rurki Kham, P.O. Palheri,

Tehsil Kharar, District S.A.S. Nagar.




            .…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Registration, Punjab, 

Jalandhar. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, Land Records, 

Pb. Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar. 







…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh., Karamjit Singh the appellant (9780741960)
For the respondent: Sh.Santokh Singh Sr, Assistant (9988733145)
 ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 30.11.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information about instructions for registrations work of Tehsildar and Naib Tehsildar pertaining to the year 1996.  On not satisfied with the information provided by the PIO, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 08.02.2016  and second appeal in the Commission on 21.03.2016  under Section 19 of the RTI Act 2005.
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.06.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant states that he has received the information vide letter dated 15.01.2016 but he has sought four certified copies of the information.  He states that the information provided to him by the PIO is not eligible also.  He further states that the 
respondent-PIO should be directed to transfer the RTI application under Section 6(3) of 
contd…p-2

Appeal Case No.  1147 of 2016

the RTI, Act to  R.E.I Branch of the department of Revenue, Govt., of Punjab.  
4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. R1/R2/105/382 dated 19.05.2016 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the appellant also.  He further states that the information sought by the appellant has been provided to him vide letter no.R2/RTI/17-105/396 dated 15.01.2016 as held on record.  

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant has been provided to him vide letter dated 15.01.2016.  The contention of the appellant that the RTI application should be transferred to the REI Branch of the Revenue is not tenable because the information has already been provided to him by the PIO.  However, the PIO is directed to provide four certified copies of the information to the appellant by registered post within a week.  In wake of this, the instant Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        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. 259  of 2016 
Date of institution:08.01.2016
Date of decision:28.06.2016
Dr. Amandeep Aggarwal,

S/o Late Sh. R.D.Aggarwal,

C/o Aggarwal General and Dental

Clinic, Longowal, Distt:Sangrur.


  


  …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sangrur.



    



               ...Respondent

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Jagpreet Singh, Clerk (98789-91624).

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 25.03.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information on fourteen points as enumerated in his RTI application.  On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 05.11.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 08.01.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.06.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant has sent written submission by e-mail received in the Commission at diary no.16127 dated 27.06.2016 mentioning therein that the revenue department has removed the illegal attachment note of property that formed the basis of this RTI application.  He has further stated that his appeal may please be closed /decided on merits.

Contd…p-2
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4.
The respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 946/CALA dated 01.04.2016 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the appellant also.    He further brings to the notice of the Commission that the information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 431/CALA dated 15.10.2015 and on filing first appeal with the Firs t Appellate Authority complete information has been provided vide letter no. 1702/Ah dated 28.12.2015.
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record, it is ascertained that the information has already been provided to the appellant by the respondent vide letter dated 15.10.2015 and 28.12.2015.  The appellant has also mentioned in his written submission that the revenue department has removed the illegal attachment note of property that formed the basis of this RTI application.  In wake of the above, this Appeal Case is hereby, disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.06.2016

                                       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. 664 of 2016

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, (99929-31181) 

House No. 1722, Sector-14, 

Hisar-125001.


 




    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Bathinda.








    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Naza Singh, Clerk (9880515252)
 ORDER
1.
The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 13179-MB/MC-3 dated 10.06.2016 mentioning therein that the information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 12963/MB dated 07.06.2016.
3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken.  
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 05.08.2016 at 11.00AM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        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. 651 of 2016

Sh. Gurpal Singh (98788-93656)

S/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

R/o Village Bholapur, P.O. Ramgarh Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Ludhiana Development Authority,  

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.
 




    ...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Amarjit Singh, AEE (9815629791)
 ORDER
1.
The complainant not present at today's hearing. However, he has intimated telephonically that he is unable to attend today's hearing on account of ill health. 
2.
Sh. Amarjit Singh, AEE appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent by registered post bearing memo No. PIO/GLADA/Ludhiana/2016/4221 dated 23.06.2016 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the complainant.  He further states that the RTI application dated 13.02.2016 was received on 11.03.2016 and information was provided to the complainant vide letter no. 2130-31 dated 05.04.2016 and that the complainant has again been intimated vide letter dated 23.06.2016 about the present status of the complaint dated 13.01.2016 qua which the information has been sought.  
Contd…p-2
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3.
On the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on  05.08.2016 at 11.00 AM.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        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.  1305 of 2016

Date of institution:29.03.2016
Date of decision:28.06.2016

Sh. Balbir Singh s/o Sh. Inder Singh,

Ward no. 11, Near Purana Thana, Lahira Gaga,

District- Sangrur.  







            .…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer, 


Sangrur. 
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur. 







…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Amarjit Singh, NSK (9915633504)
 ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 24.01.2016 whereby information has been sought about action taken on his complaint dated 15.04.2015.  On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 03.03.2016 and second appeal was filed on  29.03.2016  in the Commission under Section 19 of the RTI, Act 2005.
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.06.2016 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant has sent a written submission that he has received the information and the case may please be closed. 
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4.
The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 1361/NSK dated 23.06.2016 mentioning therein that the information has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 568/RTI dated 06.04.2016.  
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the record on file, it is ascertained that the information as sought by the appellant has been received by him vide letter dated 06.04.2016 with which the appellant is satisfied.  No further action is required in this case.  The instant  Appeal Case is, hereby disposed of and closed.  
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        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. 628 of 2016

Sh. Satprakash Goyal (98202-39110),

2-C Sarabha Nagar, Gurudwara Road, 

Ludhiana-141001.







    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mini Secretariat, Ferozepur, Ludhiana. 




    ...Respondent

Present:   
 None for the complainant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Jaspreet Singh, Reader (9876625348)
 ORDER
1.
A letter has been received from the complainant in the Commission at diary no. 16263 dated 27.06.2016 mentioning therein that he is unable to attend today's hearing as he is busy in some other case at Mumbai High Court and has sought an adjournment.  
2.
Sh. Jaspreet Singh, Reader appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no.63/RTI  dated  14.06.2016 and copy thereof has also been sent to the complainant.  
3.
On the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for hearing on 05.08.2016 at 11.00AM.

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






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:28.06.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
