STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Mrs. Rajwant Kaur w/o Shri Ranjit Singh,

VPO: Raichak, Distt. Gurdaspur.




…….Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (Elementary ),
Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Director Public Instructions (Elementary )

Punjab School Education Board Complex, 

Sector: 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.



……Respondents


Appeal Case  No.   1405 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant

Shri Jasbir Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
Mrs. Rajwant Kaur ,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  09-09-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information  regarding appointment of ex-servicemen as teaching fellows up to June, 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  26-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 20-04-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-04-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that the requisite information has already  been sent to the appellant in AC-1332 of 2015.  The appellant is not present  without any intimation. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send her observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 15.09.2015  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: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shyam Singh, Advocate,

183/9, Jaimal Colony, Nabha,

District Patiala.







…..Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Nabha.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Nabha.






…….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.   1409 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Manmohan Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Nabha, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Shyam Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 23-01-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding allotment of land to 

Gaushala Nabha and certain other 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 26-02-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  23.4.2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

A letter dated 02.07.2015 has been received from the appellant informing the Commission  that he has received complete information. He has requested that the case may be closed. Today,   Shri Manmohan Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Nabha, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that complete information has been supplied to the appellant. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh s/o Shri Raghunath Dass,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur- 146001.




…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Education Officer (SE),
Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Hoshiarpur.






……Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1612 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri  Kuldeep Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   21-02-2015,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information on five points regarding deputing the teachers on deputation in the office of DEO(SE).. 

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  24-03-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  04-05-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06-05-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, a telephonic message has been received from the appellant informing that requisite information has been supplied to him to his satisfaction. A letter dated nil has also been received from the appellant informing that the information has been supplied to him by D.E.O.(SE) Hoshiarpur vide letter No. 10043, dated 13.07.2015. He has requested to close the case. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

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

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

Maha Singh Nagar, PO:Dhandari Kalan,

Ludhiana.








…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Office ,

(Ludhiana Div.), Ludhiana.




………Respondents


Appeal Case  No. 1613 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri Amarjeet Singh Dhamotia, Appellant, in person.
Shri Sumit Thapar, E.T.O. Ludhiana, on behalf of the 
Shri Amarjeet Singh Dhamotia, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 03-03-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 6 points regarding cases of Fake Bills caught since 2007-2008. 

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  03-04-2015under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  05-05-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   06-05-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015,  which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. The respondent informs that reply has been sent to the appellant that the sought information is voluminous and vague, which cannot be supplied. Consequently, the case  is discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties, 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: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhvir Singh, Advocate,

H.No. 477/4-A, Street No.,00,

Hargobind Nagar, Ludhiana.





…..Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Administration of Suvidha Centre,
Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development),

Ludhiana.







…..Respondents
Appeal Case  No.   1574 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant
Shri Jarnail Singh, Administrator-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Sukhvir Singh   Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-10-2014 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding procedure of registration of marriage which is applicable in Ludhiana. 

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  12-12-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 29-04-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06.05.2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

 Today, Shri Jarnail Singh, Administrator-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits a letter No. 567, dated 15.07.2015 vide which it has been informed that  requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 440, dated 10.12.2014. He submits a copy of provided information alongwith the said letter dated 15.07.2015, which is taken on record. 
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4.

A letter dated 29.07.2015 has been received through e-mail  on 30.07.2015 from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend  hearing today as he has to appear in District Court at Ludhiana. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date in the interest of justice. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

On the request of the appellant, the case is adjourned to 15.09.2015  at 11.00 AM  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Harwinder Singh s/o Sh. Nazar Singh,

Village: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

District:  Ludhiana- 141017.





…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer







o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.   1174 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
Shri Nazar Singh, on behalf of the complainant.

None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 22-01-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Harwinder Singh  sought various information regarding compensation to the village panchayat due to closure of Sabzi Mandi and Wine/ liquor shop.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Harwinder Singh  filed a complaint dated  04-05-2015 with the Commission,  which was received in it on   06-05-2015  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  16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Shri Nazar Singh,  appearing on behalf of the complainant, informs that no information has been supplied to the complainant so far. None is present on behalf of the respondent without any intimation. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant 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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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:  30-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harish Chander Goyal,

Ayurvedic Store,Channa Bazar,

Jaiton-151202.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Regional Deputy Director, 

Local Government, Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Regional Deputy Director,

 Local Government, Ferozepur.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 419 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the   Appellant.
 Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Clerk, office of Regional Deputy Director Local Government, on behalf of the respondents.



Shri   Harish Chander Goyal,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated   24-09-2014,   addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 25.04.2013 against officials and Municipal Councilors of Nagar Council Jaito.
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 24-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 17-01-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 22-01-2015  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

A letter No. 2 vv;;-15$4961, dated 20.04.2015 was received through FAX from Deputy Director, Local Government Ferozepur requesting for adjournment of case to some other date as he was  busy in a meeting at Ferozepur regarding Solid Waste and other officials were  on leave and one official was  away to Chandigarh to attend a Training Programme.  

4.

Shri Madan Lal, appearing on behalf of the  Appellant, informed  that no information had  been supplied to the appellant as yet. Accordingly, the PIO  was 
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 directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under 
intimation to the Commission. On the request of the respondent, the case was adjourned to 03.06.2015.
5.

On 03.06.2015, Shri Dinesh Kumar, Senior Assistant, office of D.L.G. informed  that First Appellate Authority in this case is Regional Deputy Director Ferozepur. Therefore, he was  impleaded as party.  Shri Rajinder Pal Singh, Clerk, office of Regional Deputy Director Local Government Ferozepur informed  that RTI application was transferred to Nagar Council Jaito under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 for supplying requisite information to the appellant. The appellant informed  that information supplied by Nagar Council Jaiton was  wrong and misleading. He further informed  that he had  furnished the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply correct information to the appellant within 30 days in view of the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
6.

A letter dated 23.07.2015 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has further informed that he has been supplied incorrect and misleading information. He has requested that penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and suitable compensation may be awarded to him.
7.

Today, the respondent submits a written submission from the representative of the appellant vide which he has informed that information regarding Points No. 3 and 4 has been supplied to the appellant  and the information regarding Point No. 5 is still pending. The respondent informs that the information regarding Point No. 5 has been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 247-248, dated 22.07.2015. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the recently provided information, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
8.

Adjourned to 15.09.2015  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: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.3402 Sector 71,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.160071.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Committee, Moga-142001.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Committee, 
Moga-142001.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 400 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P. Moga-cum-PIO,   on behalf of the respondents.


Shri  H.S.Hundal  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  14-11-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 5 points regarding approved Plan of Dutt Road, Moga including all its internal streets.

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  15-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  20-01-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 20-01-2015   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.04.2015.

3.

On 22.04.2015, none was  present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent nor any intimation had been received from them. Therefore, one more  opportunity was  afforded to them to pursue their case. However, the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 03.06.2015.
4.

On 03.06.2015,  the respondent handed  over a letter No. 105, dated 29.05.2015 to the appellant in the court containing reply to his RTI application vide 
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which  it had  been informed that since  Master Plan  of Moga  was  not available, information  regarding Point No. 1 could not  be supplied. It had  been further informed that the information asked for at Points No. 2, 3, 4 and 5 was  vague. Accordingly, Shri Baljit Singh Dhillon, Inspector-cum-PIO was  directed to explain the factual position of the case,  in person,  on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him till date. Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P. Moga-cum-PIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that the sought information is not readily available in their record and the same will have to be prepared after conducting a survey. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
6.

Adjourned to  08.09.2015  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: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  D.C.Gupta,

H.No.778, Urban Estate,Phase I,

Patiala-147002.







…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Punjabi University, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Punjabi University, 
Patiala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 3516 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri D. C. Gupta,  Appellant, in person.
Dr. B. M. Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the respondents.  



Shri  D.C.Gupta, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-08-2014,        addressed to PIO, sought following  information on  two points: 

(1)
The manner in which the information pertaining to Clause (b)(i) to (xvii) of the Section 4(1) has been provided and being updated regularly every year.

(2)
In case the information in respect of Clause 9b)(i) to (xvii) of the Section 4(1) has not suo moto provided as required then the information relating to these clauses may please be provided.

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 17-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application 

dated 22-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  27-11-2014   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2015.

3.

On 11.03.2015, the appellant informed  that the information  required to be uploaded on the Web-site under Section 4 of RTI Act, 2005  had not been updated by Punjabi University Patiala. Ld. Counsel for the respondents assured  that 
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the information regarding Salary and Remuneration would  be updated on the Web-site.  He further informed  that the information regarding transfer policy/transfers orders and regarding status of  RTI applications  was  not mandatory to upload on the Web-site  under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and a decision in this regard had  not so far been taken by the Syndicate of the University.  

4.

After hearing both the parties, the PIO  was  directed to update their  Web-site uploading  the information required under Section 4 of the Act ibid  within 30 days under intimation to the Commission and the appellant  was  directed to make a  written submission regarding status of the information uploaded on the Web-site of the University,  on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 06.05.2015.

5.

On 06.05.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents informed  that  the requisite information had  been uploaded on the Web Site of the University as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. 

6.

A telephonic message was  received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend the hearing on 06.05.2015 due to ill health. He  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.  However, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the status of provided information  to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  On the request of the appellant, the case  was adjourned to 09.06.2015.
7.

On 09.06.2015,  Ld. Counsel for the respondents   submitted  a letter No. 3140/S-4/816-14RTI Cell, dated 08.06.2015 from the PIO-cum-Registrar, Punjabi University, Patiala vide which it had  been   informed  that observations had   not been sent by the appellant on the status of the  provided information as per the directions of the Commission, issued on the last date of hearing. The appellant stressed  that there was  not need to send his  observations  on the status of the provided information as it was  mandatory on the part of the PIO to implement the provisions of Section 4 of RTI Act, 2005 within 120 days from the inception of the Act ibid but even after a lapse 10 years period, these provisions had not been implemented by the Public Authority. He submitted  that the PIO might be directed to upload the complete  information  as per the provisions of Section 4 of the Act ibid specifically regarding Salary and Remuneration of each employee on Web Site of 
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the University.  Since the provisions of Section 4 of RTI Act, 2005 had  not been 
implemented fully by the Public Authority for the  last  10 years, the PIO  was  directed to implement  completely  the provisions of  Section 4 of the Act ibid and explain the status and reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action as per the provisions of RTI Act,2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
8.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondents submits a letter No. 4250/S-4/816-14/RTI Cell, dated 14.07.2015 from the PIO-cum-Registrar, Punjabi University Patiala vide which it has been assured that as per the directions issued by the State Information Commission, Punjab, salaries of officers/officials of Punjabi University Patiala will be uploaded on the Web-site of the University on 15th of  every  month. The appellant expresses satisfaction. 
9.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. H.S Hundal, (Advocate)

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Committee,

Moga- 142001

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Commissioner, Municipal,


Committee, Moga.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 809 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.

Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P. Moga-cum-PIO,   on behalf of the respondents.
Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 06.12.2014,       addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10 points regarding the CLU case of Godawri Hyundai Car Dealers running a Car Agency on Ludhiana Road. 
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 nil   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 03.03.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 10.06.2015.
3.

A letter dated 09.06.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail seeking exemption from his presence.   He   informed that he had visited the office of PIO continuously but information had  been denied on one pretext or the other. He  requested that the respondents may be directed to provide complete point-wise information to him. He   also requested to adjourn the case to any date in the month of July, 2015.
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4.

The respondent submits a copy of letter No. 113, dated 09.06.2015, addressed to the appellant vide which the information regarding Points No. 1 and 10 had  been sent to the appellant. Regarding information asked for at Points No. 2 to 9, it had  been informed that this information  was  not available in the Building Branch of Corporation and the same might be obtained from PWD or D.T.P. Ferozepur. Accordingly, the respondent  was  directed to send this letter in original alongwith information  regarding Points No. 1 and 10 to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 16.07.2015, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
5.

Today, the appellant informs that no document, sought  by him vide the instant RTI application,  has been supplied to him till date  Smt. Monica Anand, A.T.P. Moga-cum-PIO, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that the sought information is not readily available in their record and the same will have to be prepared after conducting a survey. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
6.

Adjourned to  08.09.2015  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:  30-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
