STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 495 of 2016 
Date of institution:26.02.2016
Date of decision: 31.005.2016
Sh. Mohinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Ramji Lal Choudhary,

V&PO:Mehraj, Patti Soul,

Tehsil:Phull, Distt:- Bathinda. 




 
..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.




 

 

…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Sham Arora authorized by complainant.
                      For the respondent: Sh. Nirmalpreet Singh, MTP (97800-11881)
-------------

Heard through Video Conference

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 06.01.2016 whereby the information-seeker has sought information as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 26.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.05.2016 through video conference.
3.
Sh. Sham Arora authorized by the complainant states that the complete information has been received expect information on  point no.3. 
4.
Sh. Nirmalpreet Singh, MTP states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter dated 29.04.2016 mentioning 
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therein that the information on point no. 1,2,4 & 5 has been sent to the complainant  vide letter no. 786/RTI dated 11.03.2016 by registered post. He further adds that the information on point no. 3 has not been provided to the complainant being a third party information which is exempted under Section 8 (1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005.
5.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the requisite information on point no. 1,2,4 & 5 has been provided to the complainant by the respondent to the satisfaction of the former but on point no.3 has not been provided by the respondent being the third party information. I agree with the contention of the respondent that the information sought is about building plan of some other person which cannot be provided being a third party information and is exempted under Section 8 (1)(j) of the RTI Act, 2005. This issue has already been decided by the Commission vide its order dated 08.09.2008 in Appeal Case no.111 of 2008 in Nitin Partap V/s Municipal Corporation, Patiala Accordingly, the instant Complaint 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: 31.05.2016.


                             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. 854 of 2016
Date of instutition:25.02.2016

Date of decision:31.05.2016
Sh. Yodhishter Pal

S/o Sh. Keshav Rai,

Street No:5/1, ward No.5,

Ramma, Distt:Bathinda.









..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Bathinda.

. 

 

…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.
                      For the respondent: Sh. Harnek Singh, Deputy Director (8872621033)
-------------

Heard through Video Conference

ORDER

1. The RTI application is dated 24.09.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information on three points as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 23.11.2015 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 25.02.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.05.2016 through video conference.
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3.
A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no. 10670 dated 29.04.2016 mentioning therein that the correct information on first two points has still not been provided to him.  Another letter  has been relieved at diary no. 
13178 dated 25.05.2016 where he has stated that his presence may be ignored and the case be decided on merit in his absence.
4.
Sh. Harnek Singh, Deputy Director is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has been sent mentioning therein that the sought for information is very old and the same has been destroyed by the orders of the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda and that the appellant has been intimated accordingly vide letter dated 01.04.2016.  He further adds that the reply has already been sent to the appellant first on 22.01.2016 and then another reply has been sent vide letter no.RTI/1292/684-685 dated 01.04.2016.

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the sought for information as available on record has been provided to the appellant by the respondent vide letter dated 01.04.2016.   In wake of the 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. 

Chandigarh
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016.


                             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. 2483 of 2015 
Sh. Chranjeet Singh, (98882-03328)

R/o # 6834/3A, Street No.8, Mohar Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141008.
 






      ..…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.
2.  First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.


3. Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator GLADA, 

Ludhiana.







 …...Respondent

Present:   
Mrs. Deepti Saluja on behalf of the appellant.
For the respondent: Smt. Jaskiran Kaur, APIO (98530-31218) and 

Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Senior Assistant (81465-49355).
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1.
Mrs. Deepti Saluja on behalf of the appellant is present during the hearing though video conference and states that the information has yet not been provided to the appellant. 
2.
Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Senior Assistant states that the investigation is still under process. 
3.
Ms Kanwal Preet Brar, IAS, Chief Administrator GLADA, Ludhiana is hereby directed to look into the matter as considerable time has already been lapsed in 
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providing the information. The respondent no. 3 is hereby directed to attend the hearing at Chandigarh. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.07.2016 at 11:00 AM through video conference. 
4.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
        State Information Commissioner
CC:-

Ms Kanwal Preet Brar, IAS, 



(Regd. Post)
Chief Administrator GLADA, 
Ludhiana 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 359 of 2016
Sh. Harish Chander, (98146-94986)

Goyal Ayurvedic Store,

Chainan Bazar, Jaiton-151202.





 ……Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.,

Ferozepur. 
   



2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Local Govt.,

Ferozepur. 
 






…...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Sandeep Kumar on behalf of the appellant (98037-86101). 

For the respondent: Sh. Gursewak Singh, Joint Deputy Director (98159-55852) o/o Deputy Director Local Govt. Ferozepur.

-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1. Sh. Sandeep Kumar on behalf of the appellant states that a short adjournment may be given to him to file written submission in response to the letter dated 22.03.2016 of the respondent. 
2. Sh. Gursewak Singh, Joint Deputy Director states that the sought for information has already been provided to the appellant on 22.03.2016. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 29.06.2016 at 11:00 AM at Chandigarh.
3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 931 of 2016

Sh. Bhagwant Singh,

R/o H.No:5748 Street No:6 1/2,

Guru Arjun Dev Nagar, Ludhiana.






..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (EE),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer (EE),

Ludhiana.


. 

 



…...Respondent

Present:   
None present.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1. Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence.

2. The matter shall be heard at Chandigarh now on 30.06.2016 at 2.00PM.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 503 of 2016

Date of institution:26.02.2016

Date of decision:31.05.2016

Sh. Harjit Singh,R/o MIG:804, PHC,

Colony, Jamalpur, P.O: Focal Point,

Ludhiana.  








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supply Controller,

(East), Ludhiana.  

                                                                …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Harjit Singh, complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector (98766-33730).
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 08.09.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on three points as mentioned in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 26.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.05.2016 through video conference.
3.
The complainant states that after the lapse of eight months, no information has been provided to him. 
4.
Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission mentioning therein that the reply in response to the RTI application of the complainant has already been sent vide letter no. P.P(East)-2015/8185 dated 11.09.2015 that the 
Contd…p-2

Complaint Case No. 503 of 2016
sought for information relates to Indian Oil Corporation, Limited and the same comes under the jurisdiction of the Central Information Commission.  
5.
After hearing both the parties and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the sought for information has been provided by the PIO o/o Indian Oil Corporation, Limited vide letter dated 19.10.2015 with which the complainant is not satisfied.  Therefore, the Commission advises the complainant to file first appeal with First Appellate Authority against the order of PIO or file his complaint with Central Information Commission if he so desires, as this matter falls under the jurisdiction of Central Information Commission New Delhi.  In wake of the above, the instant Complaint 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: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 827 of 2016 

Sh. Vipan Kathuria,

S/o Sh. Krishan Kumar,

H.No.319, Ward No:24,

New Abadi, Tehsil:Khanna,

Distt:Ludhiana.








..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Project Director,

District Education Officer (EE),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Project Director office,

Ludhiana.

. 

 

…...Respondent

   Present:   
None present.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1. Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence.

2. The matter to come up for further hearing on now 30.06.2016 at 2.00PM at Chandigarh.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 828 of 2016
Date of institution:24.02.2016
Date of decision:31.05.2016
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

Chamber No.3, Civil Courts,

Phul Town, Bathinda.








..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Near Main Bus-Stand, Rampura Phool,

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Joint Deputy Director,

E-207, 1st Floor, Govt., of Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Bathinda.

. 

 

…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Balwant Singh, Sanitary Inspector (94655-04080). 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
2. The RTI application is dated 19.10.2015 vide which the appellant has sought information regarding property tax and Land acquiring proceeding of N.H-64 etc. as enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 12.01.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 24.02.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.05.2016 through video conference.
3.
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  
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4.
Sh. Balwant Singh, Sanitary Inspector is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission mentioning therein that the sought for information has already been provided to the appellant vide letter no.162 dated 15.02.2016 and has shown the acknowledgment in token of  having received the same. 

5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the sought for information has already been provided to the appellant by the respondent.  In wake of the 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. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 459 of 2016
Date of institution: 24.02.2016
Date of decision:31.05.2016
Sh. Davinder Sharma,

S/o Sh. Jai Ram Dass,

Gaushala Road, Mour Mandi,

Distt: Bathinda.







.…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal,

Govt., Sr. Sec. School, (Girls),

Rampura Phool, Distt: Bathinda.





…...Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Bansal, SLA (90411-60500).
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1.
The RTI application is dated 26.12.2015 whereby the information-seeker has sought information on two points as mentioned in his RTI application. He filed complaint in the Commission on 24.02.2016 under Section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).
2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.05.2016 through video conference.
3.
The complainant is absent without any intimation to the Commission.
4.
Sh. Ashwani Bansal, SLA is appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent to the Commission vide letter no. 767/16 dated 30.05.2016 mentioning therein that the sought for 
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information has been sent to the complainant on 04.01.2016 by ordinary post but on not receiving the same, they again sent the information to the complainant by registered post on 18.04.2016. 
5.
After hearing the respondent and perusing the file, it is ascertained that the sought for information on two points has been provided to the complainant by the respondent, first by ordinary post vide letter dated 04.01.2016 and then by registered post on 18.04.2016.  In wake of the above, the instant complaint case is hereby, disposed of and closed.
1. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 463 of 2016 

Sh. Tarun Goyal,

H.No.19208, Street No.7,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Bathinda.








..…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ferozepur.






 

……Respondent

Present:   
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Vikas Dhawan, APIO-Inspector (978000-9796) 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
2. Sh. Vikas Dhawan, APIO-Inspector appearing on behalf of the respondent  states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has been sent mentioning therein that the complainant has sought information on 8 points and they have already provided the complete information to the complainant vide  letter no.4434 dated 31.12.2015 in which he has pointed out that he is not satisfied with the information on point no. 2 and 8.  
3. Last opportunity is given to the complainant to follow up his case, failing which ex-parte decision shall be taken. 
4. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.07.2016 at 11:00 AM through video conference.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 1003 of 2016 

Sh. Kuldeep Singh (92165-44848)

S/o Sh. Raghunath Dass,

Bazar Vakilan Hoshiarpur.







..…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Headmaster, Govt. Middle School,

Harkhowal, Hoshiarpur. 

.First Appellate Authority

O/o Headmaster, Govt. High School,

Phalai, Hoshiarpur. 



 


                …...Respondent

Present:   
None for the appellant.  

For the respondent: Sh. Sunil Dutt, Head Master (81465-66022).
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1

The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
2.
Sh. Sunil Dutt, Head Master seeks an adjournment to file reply to the Notice of the Commission. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 30.06.2016 at 02:00 PM at Chandigarh.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       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. 2998 of 2015 

Sh. Satnam Singh Randhawa,   






  

S.C.O. No.88, District Shopping Centre,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.
   





  ……Appellant

Versus

1.  Public Information Officer,

 O/o Municipal Corporation,

 Amritsar. 

2.   First Appellate Authority,

 
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.        






 …...Respondent

Present:   
Sh. Satnam Singh Randhawa, appellant, in person (95010-27284) 

None for the respondent. 
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1. The appellant states that the information has yet not been provided to him by the respondent.

2. The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. 

3. A letter dated 25.05.2016 has been received from the Directorate Local Government, Punjab (Vigilance Cell) in the Commission at diary no. 13273 dated 26.05.2016 indicating that Chief Vigilance Officer has written to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar that during his visit Municipal Town Planner and Senior Town Planner were directed to trace the record which could not be done. He has further asked the Commissioner to locate the record within seven days and if the said record is not available in Municipal Corporation then fix the responsibility of the concerned for the loss of record and an FIR be lodged.
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4.
The absence of PIO or his representative during the hearing without any intimation has been viewed seriously by the Commission. It appears that the PIO in insensitive to the provisions of the RTI Act. The PIO is hereby directed to be present personally during the hearing next hearing failing which ex-parte proceedings shall be initiated against him. 
5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 01.07.2016 at 11.00AM through video conference. 
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh





      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016

                     
        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. 62 of 2016 

Sh. Major Singh Pardhan (M-9988851513)

Amritsar  Nagar Nigam,

Workers Union CITU, Town Hall,

Amritsar.








 ……Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Nagar Nigam, Amritsar.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Commissioner, 

Nagar Nigam, Amritsar. 





…...Respondent

Present:   
None present.
-----------------

Heard via Video Conference.
ORDER
1.
Neither the appellant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence.

2.
The matter to come up for further hearing now on 30.06.2016 at 2.00PM at Chandigarh.
3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 31.05.2016


                     
       State Information Commissioner
