STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No.  903  of 2015 

Shri Tarsem Lal Jindal (M-9855151985) S/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No.306, 

Aastha Enclave,

Dhanaula Road, 

Barnala.








.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, Tapa,

District Barnala.





      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.   

For the respondent:  Sh. Shiv Kumar, Clerk (94177-94367).

ORDER
1.
A letter from the complainant has been received in the Commission at diary no. 13328 dated 26.05.2015 stating therein that on account of old age and ill health he cannot attend the hearing and also mentioned that he has yet not got the information.  
2.
Sh. Shiv Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that regarding the RTI application dated 24.02.2015, the information seeker was intimated vide letter no. 1229/RTI dated 07.04.2015 that the information sought is in question form and hence it is not covered under RTI Act, 2005.    

3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 25.06.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/- 
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No.  964  of 2015 

Shri Tarsem Lal Jindal (M-9855151985) S/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No.306, 

Aastha Enclave,

Dhanaula Road, 

Barnala.








.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, Tapa,

District Barnala.





      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.   

For the respondent:  Sh. Shiv Kumar, Clerk (94177-94367).

ORDER
1.
A letter from the complainant has been received in the Commission at diary no. 13329 dated 26.05.2015 stating therein that on account of old age and ill health he cannot attend the hearing and also mentioned that he has got the incomplete information.  

2.
Sh. Shiv Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that regarding RTI application dated 04.03.2015, the information seeker was intimated vide letter no. 1227/RTI dated 07.04.2015 that the information sought is in question form and hence it is not covered under RTI Act, 2005.    

3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 25.06.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No.  965  of 2015 

Date of institution: 08.04.2015
Date of decision: 29.05.2015
Shri Tarsem Lal Jindal (M-9855151985) S/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No.306, 

Aastha Enclave,

Dhanaula Road, 

Barnala.








.…Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S. Nagar.    





      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None present.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 27.02.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 08.04.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 29.05.2015.

3.
The complainant has intimated vide letter received in the Commission at diary no. 13344 dated 26.05.2015 mentioning therein that he has received the information.  

4.
The respondent is not present in the Commission at today's hearing.   

5.
After perusing the file, it is observed that the information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant who has affirmed in writing vide letter dated 16.05.2015. In wake of this, the instant Complaint Case is disposed of and closed. 

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint  Case No.  966  of 2015

Date of institution: 08.04.2015

Date of decision: 29.05.2015

Shri Tarsem Lal Jindal (M-9855151985) S/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

r/o Kothi No.306, 

Aastha Enclave,

Dhanaula Road, 

Barnala.








.…Complainant.

Versus

Assistant Public Information Officer,

O/o  Naib Tehsildar,

Dhanaula, Distt. Barnala.      



      
          …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant.
For the respondent:  Sh. Shiv Kumar, Clerk (94177-94367).

ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 05.03.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 08.04.2015 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing for 29.05.2015.

3.
The complainant has intimated vide letter received in the Commission at diary no. 13330 dated 26.05.2015 mentioning therein that he is unable to attend the hearing on account of old age and ill health.  

4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record stating therein that the information seeker has received the information under the receipt dated 26.05.2015 thereof.  He further requests that the complaint case may be disposed of. 
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5.
After perusing the file, it is observed that the information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant who has affirmed in writing vide letter dated 26.05.2015. In wake of this, the instant Complaint Case is disposed of and closed. 

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

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1312 of 2015
Shri  Surinder Singh (M-8437857289)

Village and P.O.  Jandoli, 

District Hoshiarpur.



Pin Code-146102.







.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Naib Tehsildar,

Mahilpur, Distt. Hoshiarpur.

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

Hoshiarpur.  

3. First Appellate Authority,
O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate, 

Garh Shankar.



  

          …...Respondent

 Present:   
None for the appellant.   

For the respondent:  Sh. Lakhwinder Pal Singh, Naib Tehsildar (98142-36906). 
ORDER
1.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
 2.
Sh. Lakhwinder Pal Singh, Naib Tehsildar is present in the Commission and files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. He states that the appellant Sh. Surinder Singh also called in the office on 18.05.2015 and was briefed about the situation in this case. He further states that in this regard the then reader Sh. Dilbagh Singh was also called in the office on 18.05.2015 in the presence of appellant. He further mentions that disciplinary action against Sh. Dilbagh Singh the then reader has been initiated.
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3.
A letter from Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur has been received in the Commission at diary no.  13231 dated 25.05.2015 mentioning therein that First Appellate Authority of PIO Naib Tehsildar, Mahilpur is Sub-Divisional Magistrate Garh Shankar. 

Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Garh Shankar, First Appellate Authority of PIO Naib Tehsildar, Mahilpur, is hereby impleaded as respondent no. 3. A fresh Notice be sent to the  Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Garh Shankar.
4.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.06.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1146 of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate (M-9878500082)

Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase - 3BI,

SAS Nagar -160059.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Revenue Officer,
Mini Secretariat,

Moga.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o  Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Genl.)

Mini Secretariat,


Moga.







          …...Respondent

  Present:   
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person.  

For the respondent:  Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Clerk (98553-77004).

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has received the information but there is deficiency in the information on point no. 1, 3 & 4 and that the respondent should be directed to remove the deficiency on these 3 points. 

2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission and copy thereof is given to the appellant. The respondent further states that the information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 293/RTI dated 20.02.2015. The respondent further submits that the deficiency in information pointed out by the appellant on point no. 1, 3 & 4 shall be removed within 10 days from today. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 10.07.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1148  of 2015 

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate (M-9878500082)

Chamber No.82,

District Courts, Phase - 3BI,

SAS Nagar -160059.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District  Transport Officer,

Mini Secretariat,

Moga.

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

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh- 160017.


          …...Respondent

 Present:   
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, appellant in person.  

For the respondent:  Sh. Arvind Kumar, PCS-DTO, Moga (97800-50508).

ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has not got yet received the information and requests that the respondent may be directed to provide the requisite information. 

2.
The respondent requests that an adjournment may be given to file reply to the Notice of the Commission mentioning therein facts of the case in detail. 

3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 10.07.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1166  of 2015
Date of institution: 06.04.2015
Date of decision:29.05.2015

Shri  Bhajan Singh (M-9466218077)

House No.1607/7 U.E.,

Kurukshetra-136118.

(Haryana )








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Patiala.

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

Patiala.






          …...Respondent

Present:   
Shri  Bhajan Singh, appellant in person.  

For the respondent:  Smt. Daljit Kaur, Junior Assistant and Mrs Jasvir Kaur, Clerk (0175-2311321).
ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 26.12.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 02.02.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 06.04.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.05.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that he has already received the information sent vide letter dated 30.01.2015 from Tehsildar-APIO, Patiala. He further states that he wanted to know as per revenue record whether Sh. Sajan Singh has executed a will or not. 
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4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record copy thereof is given to the appellant. The respondent states that the information as per RTI application has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 2511 dated 30.01.2015. She further states that as per revenue record no will executed by Sh. Sajan Singh is entered in the revenue record.

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is ascertained that the information has been provided to the appellant vide letter dated 30.01.2015. Besides the information as per RTI application, the respondent has also provided the information vide letter dated 28.05.2015 that no will has been executed by Sh. Sajan Singh as per revenue record. In view of above, the instant Appeal Case is hereby disposed of and closed.   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1171 of 2015
Shri  Ravinder Kataria (M-9463133590)
64, New Sant Fateh Singh Nagar,

Dugri Road,

Ludhiana.








.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Sangrur.

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

SCO No.177-178, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh- 160017.


  

          …...Respondent

Present:   
Shri  Ravinder Kataria, appellant in person.  

For the respondent:  Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, DTO (98155-03737) and Sh. Kuldip Sing, Steno. 
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that he has yet not received the information. 

2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant. The responded further requests that an adjournment may be given to file additional written submission.    
3.
The matter is adjourned for consideration on 06.07.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1174  of 2015
Date of institution: 06.04.2015
Date of decision: 29.05.2015
Shri  Nirmal Singh Dhiman (M-9588163411)

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

House No.895. Phase XI,
SAS Nagar -160062.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,
(Admn. III Branch), Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o  Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.  



  

          …...Respondent

   Present:   
Shri  Nirmal Singh Dhiman, appellant in person.  
For the respondent:  Sh. Harjinder Singh, Senior Assistant (97799-07480). 
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 04.11.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 05.12.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 06.04.2015 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 29.05.2015 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that copy of reply filed by the respondent has been given to him by hand today in the Commission. The appellant requests that an adjournment may be given to go through the reply. 
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4.
The respondent states that copy of first appeal against the order of the PIO in the instant appeal case has not been received by the First Appellate Authority and it was only through notice of the Commission that the copy of first appeal was received by the respondent.

5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the respondent has not received copy of first appeal. As such, First Appellate Authority has not passed any order on first appeal against which the appellant was expected to file second appeal in the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act. In the given circumstances, a copy of first appeal is given to the respondent with direction to decide the first appeal as per provisions of RTI Act, 2005. With this direction, the matter is disposed of and closed. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  1195 of 2015
Shri  Nirmal Singh Dhiman (M-9588163411)

S/o Shri Gurbax Singh,

House No.895. Phase XI,

SAS Nagar -160062.






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

(Admn. III Branch). Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,
O/o  Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.  



  

          …...Respondent

  Present:   
Shri  Nirmal Singh Dhiman, appellant in person.  
For the respondent:  Sh. Harjinder Singh, Senior Assistant (97799-07480). 
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that copy of the reply filed by the respondent in the Commission has been given to him by hand in the Commission. He requests that an adjournment may be given to file written submission to this reply.   

2.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant today by hand in the Commission.

3.
On the request of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 30.06.2015 at 02:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630060, Fax 0172-4630888

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal  Case  No.  3098 of  2014 

Date of institution:13.10.2014

Date of decision: 29.05.2015
Sh.  Sukhdev Raj Sharma, Inspector-2 (Retd.)








VPO Naushehra, Majitha Road,

Distt. Amritsar-143001.







.…Appellant.

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh. 

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh. 






         …...Respondent

Present: 
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO.

ORDER
1. The RTI application is dated 15.07.2014 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 25.08.2014 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 13.10.2014 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.11.2014 in the Commission.
3.
During the hearing on 19.11.2014 the respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission stating therein that the RTI application dated 15.07.2014 was received in the office of respondent and the case was processed by the RTI cell and sent to 
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concerned branch. The reply regarding this was received from concerned branch on 20/22.08.2014 and same was sent to the applicant vide letter dated 22.08.2014.


The respondent has further mentioned that the information asked by the applicant relates to Shahkot Centre of District Jalandhar where shortage of wheat was detected and thereby accused employees including D.M was suspended and also investigation by Vigilance Office is going on. To the knowledge of undersigned an F.I.R. has been lodged in this case and the accused are still absconding. Therefore, since the matter is under investigation, information cannot be supplied under Section 8 (1)(h) of RTI Act as it would adversely affect the investigation and impede the process of apprehension.     


In response to order dated 13.01.2015 of the Commission, it has been submitted by the respondent that the information asked by the applicant relates to Shahkot Centre of District Jalandhar, where shortage of wheat was detected and thereby accused employees including D.M were suspended and investigation by Vigilance office is under process. An F.I.R. has also been lodged in this case and the accused are still absconding. Therefore, the information to the appellant cannot be supplied under Section8(1) (h) of RTI Act as it will reveal the facts of sensitive nature related to the case which could be released only after the completion of the enquiry & that since the accused are absconding & police is in the process of tracking them down the same would be violation of Section 8 (1) (h) as it would impede investigation process. 
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4.
In his rebuttal to the reply of the respondent, the appellant has submitted the following:- 
a) That Hon'ble Commission vide its order dated 13.01.2015 directed PIO PUNSUP  as under:-



"The PIO is hereby directed to file written submission justifying the reasons in view of Section 8 (i) (h) of the RTI Act as to how giving information would adversely effect the investigation".  
b) That learned PIO did not comply the order and failed to give the point wise reply    as to how the provision of Section 8 (i) (h) is applicable and how it is going to impede the investigation. Thus willful disobedience of the Hon'ble Court exist for which PIO deserve be issued notice under Section 20(1) and 20 (2) of the Act. 
c) That it is pertinent to state that documents relates to the embezzlement of crores of rupees committed by the custodian with connivance of District Manager. PIO being incharge of the legal branch at HO Punsup is using delaying tectis to protect the accused.
d) That the prayed documents are the public documents which has been routed  through many hands. There is nothing confidential. Moreover as per the Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court verdict the information given in CWP 2233 of 2011 decided on 04.04.2011 observing that since the information cannot be denied to the parliament or the state legislature so, the same cannot also be denied to the petitioner/ applicant as well. 
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e) In view of the above, it is respectfully prayed to issue notice under Section 20 (1) & 20 (2) of the act to the PIO. It is further prayed that he may please be directed to furnish the information without further delay as it will be against the public interest.  
5.
Both the parties argued the matter on 20.04.2015.


The appellant argued that no logical reasoning has been given by the respondent despite Commission's direction dated 13.01.2015 to give justification for not providing the information. He also stated that his written rebuttal dated 16.03.2015 should be considered as written arguments.  He further argued that no contradiction has been done by the respondent qua point-wise information. He also brought to the notice of the Commission that a number of points such as b, c, d, e, g, h & i have no connection with Section 8 (1) (h) of the RTI Act. He also submitted that there is a delay of 267 days in providing the information to him. Therefore, action against the respondent under Section 20(1) 20 (2) should be taken. The appellant placed his reliance of the following judgments:- 
(a) Vinayak Sachdeva Vs PIO o/o District Mandi Officer, Amritsar in Complaint Case no. 341 of 2011 of State Information Commission, Punjab. 
(b) Union of India & ors. Vs Shantiranjan Sarkar in Civil Appeal No. 103 of 2009 of Supreme Court of India.
(c) Mehnga Singh & ors. Vs Gurdial Singh and ors. in Second Appeal No. 1083 of 2000 of Punjab & Haryana High Court.
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(d) Meghmala & ord. Vs G. Narasimha Reddy & ors. Civil Appeal No. 6656-6657 of 2010 of Supreme Court of India.

The respondent argued that the appellant has sought information about which the matter is still under investigation of the Vigilance Department and therefore, the information cannot be provided under Section 8 (1)(h) of the RTI Act. 
6.

After hearing the arguments of both parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the information has been sought about vide application dated 15.07.2014 and the respondent PIO intimated to the appellant vide letter dated 22.08.2014 that the information cannot be provided under Section 8 (1) (h) of the RTI Act. Therefore, the hinge of the appellant, that the information has been delayed by 267 days and that penal action against the respondent under Section 20(1) and 20 (2) of the RTI Act should be taken, is weak and has no strength.  I agree with the stance of the respondent that in this instant case an FIR has been lodged and the accused mentioned therein are absconding and also that one District Manager of the respondent organization has been suspended and furthermore investigation by the Vigilance Officer is going on. The respondent is justified in seeking exemption under Section 8 (1) (h) of the RTI Act by denying information to the appellant as it would certainly impede the process of investigation or apprehension or prosecution of offenders. 

In wake of aforementioned, the instant Appeal case is bereft of merit and as such, the case is disposed of and closed.      
7. Announced in the Court.  Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015


                     
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  143 of 2015 

Sh. Ravinder Kataria,

R/o 64, New Sant Fateh Singh Nagar,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.
      






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh. 



  

       ...Respondent

Present:
Shri Ravinder Kataria, appellant, in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Kulwant Rai, ADTO (96469-00658).

ORDER

1.
The matter to come up for consideration on 06.07.2015 at 02:00 P.M.

2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


 Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No.  145 of 2015
Sh. Ravinder Kataria,

R/o 64, New Sant Fateh Singh Nagar,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.
      






.…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Sangrur.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector-17, Chandigarh. 



  

       ...Respondent

Present:
Shri  Ravinder Kataria, appellant in person.  

For the respondent:  Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, DTO (98155-03737) and Sh. Kuldip Sing, Steno. 

ORDER
1.
The respondent PIO files written arguments which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the appellant.  

2.
The matter is adjourned for consideration on 06.07.2015 at 02:00 P.M.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.05.2015.


                             State Information Commissioner
