STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

Ayurvedic Medical Officer,

Incharge, Govt. Ayurvedic,

Dispensary, Bhanopli,

Tehsil: Nangal Township,

District: Ropar.




                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Ayurvedic & Unani

Officer, Roopnagar.



                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1799 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 8.7.2009 that his original application dated 28.4.2008 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by Complainant:- “A copy of report of the  Two Members Committee specially constituted by the District Ayurvedic & Unani Officer, vide order bearing Endst. No. DAUO (Estt) 07/1479-82, dated 1.78.2007 for investigating the charges leveled interse by Sarvshri Sukhwinder Singh, AMO GAD Bhanopli and Rulda Singh, Dispenser/ UP VAID.”


Today none is present on behalf of the Respondent. One more opportunity is granted to provide information to the Complainant within a period of 15 days under an intimation to the Commission and also came present on the next date, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act will be initiated. 





To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Gurjail Singh,

S/o Shri Harnam Singh,

Ex-Sarpanch,

Vill-Bahmna,Tehsil: Samana,

District: Patiala.




                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Samana.


                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1821 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Mohinder Singh, Office Kanungo-cum-APIO, on behalf of   Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 7.7.2009 that his original application dated 31.01.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: There is Khasra Number 120//15 which is in possession of Mewa Ram, S/o Kartara Ram, Paso Devi, W/o Mewa Ram, Asra Ram S/o Dara Ram.

  
 
Please provide certified copy of the land who is the owner of the land in possession, Panchayat or the above persons.”


The Complainant has been told verbally that only record of land is available in the office, which can be provided to him. If he wants to have the Nishandehi done, then he has to apply in a separate application to the Tehsildar, Samana.A Fax message has been received from the Complainant in the Court that he is sick, therefore, he is unable to attend the Court and requested to send him the information.


One more opportunity is provided to the Complainant to point out
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any deficiency or objection in this case.

 

To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

# 312, Phase-II,

Urban Estate, Patiala.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.
                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1829 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as     Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 8.7.2009 that his original application dated 4.12.2008 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: “List of licenses issued to the persons having Photostat, PCO,   typing, Computer, Draftsman, document-writer, Stamp Vendor etc. heretofore”.


None is present on behalf of the parties; one more opportunity is granted to them to pursue their case.



To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Jaspreet Singh,

H.No. 78, Gali No.2,

Dashmesh Colony,

Roopnagar.





                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ropar.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1835 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jaspreet Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 3.7.2009 that his original application dated 15.10.2008 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

1. “Certificate of Matriculation Examination of Shri Gurmukh Singh; 

2. Whether License renewed w.e.f. 2003 to 2008 of Shri Gurmukh Singh, Proprietor, Guru Nanak Motor Driving Traing School”,

 
 
The Complainant has given arguments during the course of hearing which proves that information about Shri Gurmukh Singh is of public interest. Therefore, directions are given to the Respondent to provide information within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.
 

To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
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After the hearing in the case is over, Shri Surjan Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent appears and states that Shri Gurmukh Singh has written in his application for a licence to engage in the business of imparting instructions in driving of motor vehicles, it is as follows :-

(a) Principal Subedar Gurmukh Singh holding heavy driving licence of  Motor Vehicle issued by the DTO Lucknow  No. G-1442 LCO year 1973 and having good knowledge in technical education. First Aid retired from Army medical Corps as a Junior Commissioned Officer/Nursing and having fine fighting knowledge and civil qualification is equivalent to Matric be working as Principal-cum-Lecturer of the School.
Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Jagwinder Singh Pandher,

# 34, Shakti Nagar, Pakhowal

Road, Ludhiana-141 002.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh. 
                                         ---Responden
C.C. No.1794 & 1795 of 2009 
ORDER

Present: -
Shri Jagwinder Singh Pandher, Complainant in person.
Mrs.Varsha Shukla, PIO-cum-Deputy DEO & Shri Balbir Singh    on   behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 8.7.2009 that his original application dated 2.4.2009, has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

A. How is it not an unambiguous case of discrimination and repression?

B. Why Mrs. Surachna has not been given posting as ordered by the Government when she has not given any refusal?

C. If action against DEO has been taken on the basis of my complaints, why the remedial actions to the points raised in my complaints have not been taken so far?
D. What is the status of the promotion of Mrs. Surachna and why?

  
 
The Dy. DEO-cum-PIO states that Superintendent is on leave because of his daughter’s marriage. Therefore, information will be provided to the
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Complainant within 15 days with compliance report to the Commission.  





To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh,

B-16, Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana- 141 012.

…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Medical Education &

Research, Punjab,SCO: 87, 

Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

A.C. NO.429 of 2009

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Shri Harvarinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent. 


Shri Ravi Chawla, Liasion Officer(Third Party)  on behalf of Baba Jaswant Singh, Dental College, Ludhiana,



The Respondent pointed out that similar information was sought by the appellant in AC No.315/2009 and AC No.273/2009. In both these cases the information was supplied by the Respondent vide letter dated 22.7.2009 and consequently both these appeals were withdrawn by the appellant before the Bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Er. Kulbir Singh on 17.08.2009.


In view of above, the present appeal is dismissed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 23.09.2009.



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 
Sh. Kuldeep Singh

S/o Sh. Avinash Lal

Plot No.171 Street No.6-1/2,

Santokh Nagar, Ludhiana. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2677 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant as well as Respondent.
 

A letter has been received from the Complainant that he is unable to attend today’s court as his Counsel Shri Surinder Pal is suffering from servicle problem and is not able to  travel to Chandigarh. It further stated that so far as supply of information by the Respondent/PIO is concerned, he has not made good the deficiencies in the information supplied. Hence the deficiencies are still persisting even today. 


A letter has also been received from the Respondent dated 23.9.2009 that he is unable to attend today’s hearing due to urgent piece of work, and requested for next date of hearing, but it does not excuse the PIO, O/o DTO, Ludhiana not to provide information sought by the Complainant. Therefore, directions are given that this information should be supplied to the Complainant within 15 days, otherwise action pertaining to show cause will be initiated.


 To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 23.09.2009.



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Smt. Amarjit Kaur,

R/o H. No. 292, Anand Nagar-A,

Near Park, Patiala. 

…..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Medical Officer,

Civil Hospital, Samana. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2966 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Dr. Amarjit Singh, PIO-cum-Senior Medical Officer, Samana and Shri Bhupinder Singh, Clerk, on   behalf of the Respondent.

Part information regarding Schedules of GPF Account have been obtained from the Respondent till April, 1989 and after April 1989, GPF Account has been shifted to the office of Accountant General, Punjab, Chandigarh and the Respondent has promised to procure it from the said office.
The Complainant is not present today. Directions are given to the Respondent that the documents presented in the Court, be sent to the Complainant by registered post. Smt. Amarjit Kaur should also point out specific deficiencies in the information supplied to her. The Respondent is also directed to provide this information to the Complainant within one month.

 
 
To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 23.09.2009.



        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gursharan Singh

R/o # 133-L Chandigarh Road,

Khanna.          



                                           …..Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o DEO(E),

Ludhiana     




                                        ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 208-A of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Gursharan Singh, Appellant in person.

Shri Nahar Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of   Respondent.



A letter has been presented which has been written by Principal, Senior Secondary School, Sherpur, District: Ludhiana which states that the record of enquiry should be in the office of DEO (E), Ludhiana and should be provided to the Appellant. The Respondent states that this record is not available in his office; it is only available in the DGSE. Therefore, directions are given to the Respondent that full enquiry report along with the documents should be provided to the Appellant either from his office or from DGSE. In case, it is not traceable in both the offices, then FIR should be registered with the concerned Police Station. As far as the delay is concerned, the Appellant states that innumerable delay has taken place. He demands that penalty should be imposed upon the PIO-Respondent for causing delay in the supply of information and compensation should be given to him for the detriment suffered by him.
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During course of hearing, information on all the seven points except enquiry report has been provided to the Appellant. The remaining information should be provided within 15 days to the Appellant. 
 
 The penalty and compensation will be decided on the merits of the case, after the complete information is provided to the Appellant.


 
To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12 Noon in the Chamber.


 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




                     (Mrs. Ravi Singh)
Dated: 23.09.2009.



       State Information Commissioner. 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. K.K.Bhatia,

General Secretary,

Struggle Committee for Justice &

Anti-Corruption Drive,

H.O. Amroh, District: Hoshiarpur.


                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Medical Officer,

Civil Dispensary, Gardiwala,

District: Hoshiarpur.



                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1800 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Dr. Sarup Singh, PIO-cum-Medical Office and Shri Ramji Dass   Rajput, Advocate on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 8.7.2009 that his original application dated 2.3.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding: 

i) Copy of MLR No. SS/54/08 dated 10.4.2008 in respect of Smt. Santosh Kumari, D/o Shri Gurmeet Singh,

ii) Simple injury on the patient and treatment given to the patient,

iii) Treatment given to Smt. Santosh Kumari during her admission in the Dispensary date-wise,

iv) FIR No.21- How many days the patient Smt. Santosh Kumari could be kept under treatment in the Dispensary?
v) Who looked after the patient during the stay in the Dispensary as the Door patient,

vi) FIR No.21-Could the injuries caused to the patient be treated within three days,
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Vii) 
How much money was received from the patient’s family for preparing the MLR?



The Respondent states that they have not received original application, therefore, photocopy is provided to him. He has requested for another date of hearing which is granted. Information should be provided to the Complainant within 15 days.



 

To come up on 09.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Alwinder Goyal,

S/o Shri Ashok Kumar,

R/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road, Mansa,

District: Mansa- 151 505.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1843 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 30.6.2009 that his original application dated 25.2.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:

1) vhHNhHUHwkB;k r[oihs f;zx gzB{, ghH;hHn?;H d/ d;ysK j/m fezB/ tjheb NoK;co ehs/ rJ/, dh fb;N fdZsh ikt/ ns/ fezB/ tjheb wkB;k fib/ s'A pkjo tkb/ ftneshnK d/ Bkw NoK;co ehs/ jB ns/ fezB/ wkB;k fib/ Bkb ;pzXs ftneshnK d/ Bkw ehshnK jB?
2) vhHNhHUHwkB;k r[oihs f;zx gzB{, ghH;hHn?;H tZb'A wkB;k fty/ fvT{Nh d"okB fezB/ N?e; ebhno?A; ;oNhfce/N ikoh ehs/ ,dh fb;N ikoh ehsh ikt/ ih?

None came present on behalf of the parties, one more opportunity is granted to them.
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To come up on 16.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh. Alwinder Goyal,

S/o Shri Ashok Kumar,

R/o Babu Kundan Lal Street,

New Court Road, Mansa,

District: Mansa- 151 505.



                              ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.




                                         ---Respondent

C.C. No.1844 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the parties.



The Complainant filed a complaint on 30.6.2009 that his original application dated 20.2.2009 has not been attended to. 



The information sought by him is regarding:

1)
vhHNhHUHwkB;k r[oihs f;zx gzB{, ghH;hHn?;H d/ d;ysK j/m pD/ j?th bkJh;z;K   dk t/otk fdZsk ikt/?

2)
vhHNhHUHwkB;k r[oihs f;zx gzB{, ghH;hHn?;H tZb'A fezBhnK j?th thebK dh ofi;No/;B ehsh rJh j?, Bzpo fdZs/ ikD.

3)
fezB/ vokJhftzr Nq/fBzr ;e{bK d/ bkJh;z; ikoh ehs/ rJ/?

4)
LTV and HTV license bJh nmthA gk; io{oh j? iK BjhA, i/eo jK sK n?eN/nkovo dh ekgh s;dhe ;[dk fdZsh ikt/ ?
None came present on behalf of the parties, one more opportunity is granted to them.
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To come up on 16.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Punnu Ram 

H.No.336/30, Mistriawali

Gali No.1, Patti Malonki, 

Moga. 




                                      …..Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E), (Regd.)

Moga.





                                        ….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2183 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Major Singh Sandhu, PIO-cum-DEO (E) on behalf of the Respondent.  



The Respondent presented a letter dated 22.09.2009 in which it has been mentioned that the Complainant has not bothered to deposit the requisite fee amounting to Rs.26400/-. So the Respondent is unable to provide the information to the Complainant. He has requested to dismiss the case in the interest of justice.  


The Complainant is not present today, one more opportunity is granted to him to obtain the information after depositing the requisite fee.



To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Lakh Singh S/o

Gopal Singh Vill Jawinda 

Kalan Distt. Tarn Tarn

PO Lohka Tarn. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2699 of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Lakha Singh Complainant in person.



Shri Pardeep Sabharwal, PCS, ADC on behalf of the Respondent.



A letter has been presented by the Complainant dated 28.4.2009, from the office of Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar, addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran which states that the documents regarding information sought by the Complainant in his original application dated 1.9.2008, has not been provided by the Deputy Commissioner Office, it should be provided to the Complainant immediately under intimation to the Commissioner Office, Jalandhar.


A letter has been sent by Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran to the Commissioner, Jalandhar Division, Jalandhar, vide No. ;e$B;e$ 601, dated 25.8.2009 which states that if there is any amendment is to be made in the charge-sheet drafted as per the enquiry report, that may be made at their own
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level, as all the relevant documents have already been sent. Another letter has also been sent by the Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran to Commissioner, Jalandhar to expedite the matter so that the enquiry regarding “Khasra No.125 fe;w rbh dh fB;kBd/jh” against Shri Gurbinder Singh, Kanungo (Now Naib Tehsildar, Attari, Distt. Amritsar) be completed. A copy of the order be sent to the Commissioner, Jalandhar.


 
 
To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

Sh.Ravinder Kumar,

Lecturer in Math,

Vill- Chhatwal,

Dalhousie Road, Pathankot.

                                        ---Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, SMDRSD College, Pathankot.                                   ---Respondent

C.C. No.1827 of 2009

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ravinder Kumar, Complainant in person.



Shri R.S.Minhas,APIO  on behalf of Respondent.


The Complainant filed a complaint on 8.7.2009 that his original application dated 2.6.2009 for information was not attended to by the Respondent.  A notice of hearing was issued on 24.8.2009 to hear the complaint on 23.9.2009 at 12 Noon.


The Complainant sought the following information “To provide photocopy of the Certificate issued by Post Master, Pathankot which was produced before the Punjab and Haryana High Court”.


The Complainant stated that the letter dated 3.1.2005 was delivered at his address on 4.1.2005. He demands the photo-copy of letter A-122, dated 3.1.2005, regarding registered A.D. The Respondent has given no reply to the query made by the Complainant. He is directed to supply the required information to the Complainant within a week under intimation to the Commission.
 

To come up on 05.11.2009 at 12:00 Noon in the Chamber for confirmation of compliance.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kirpal Chand,

S/o Sh. Krishan Lal,

Vill. Bhagat Pura Rubbwala,

P.O. Qadian Teh. Batala.

Distt. Gurdaspur. 

…..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions (SE),

Punjab, Chandigarh. 

….Respondent

C.C. NO. 2328  of 2008

ORDER 

Present: -
Sh. Kirpa Chand, Complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the Respondent.



Arguments heard on behalf of the Complainant and record was seen carefully.



The Judgment is reserved.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Chandigarh





        (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009
                                       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB.

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

Sh. Sanjeev Soni,

Legal Advisor,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







    
…..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.    
                                                                                   ….Respondent

A.C. NO. 265 of 2008

ORDER


 
This case was heard on 15.07.2009 when Sh. V.K. Sandhir, Advocate on behalf of Appellant and Sh. D.P. Bhardwaj, Assistant Commissioner-cum-APIO and Shri Hardeep Singh who has been impleaded as Respondents in the appeal were present.  After hearing both the parties orders were reserved.



Sh. Sanjeev Soni filed an appeal under Section 19 of RTI Act 2005 before the Commission on 11.4.2008. It was registered as Miscellaneous Reference No.36 of 2008 and heard by the Bench of Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab on different dates. In the end vide order dated 9.7.2008 it was decided that Miscellaneous reference be converted to a Second Appeal. Accordingly, it was registered as Second Appeal and notice of hearing for 25.8.2008 was issued by the CIC Bench consisting of Sh. Rajan Kashyap CIC and Sh. R.K. Gupta SIC. No hearing could be held and after the superannuation of Hon’ble CIC Sh. Rajan Kashyap on 31.7.2008, it was transferred to this Bench 
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On 29.9.2008, it was heard on 24.4.2009, 3.6.2009 and finally on 15.7.2009. From the perusal of the case file it is revealed that the present appellant has challenged the order dated nil communicated by Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar on 27.3.2008 disposing of First Appeal dated 3.1.2008, under the RTI Act, filed by Sh. Hardeep Singh S/o Sh. Ishar Singh vide which he has requested for supply of information sought by him under the RTI Act 2005 vide his application received in the office of PIO, Municipal Corporation on 28.11.2007. Sh. Hardeep Singh vide application dated 28.11.2007 had requested for bringing into the notice of Hon’ble High Court regarding more than 10 years pendency of RSA No.1585 of 1997 titled Punjab State Versus Sanjeev Soni. In the same application in para 7 & 8 the appellant Sh. Hardeep Singh had complaint against the misbehavior done by Sh. Sanjeev Soni Legal Advisor with the applicant Sh. Hardeep Singh as well as use of filthy language. He also complained against the insult of the Turban of the applicant done by Sh. Sanjeev Soni. Later on vide application dated 17.1.2008 the applicant withdrew his demand for information contained in paras 1 to 6, the enquiry being conducted by the Vigilance Department against Sh. Sanjeev Soni. However, he opted to pursue his demand for information contained in para 7 & 8 of the said application. The first Appellate Authority has finally decided the First Appeal as under:- 

“After observing the conduct of Shri Sanjeev Soni, Legal Adviser, it   was  observed that heated exchange took place between them which was not
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 was not appreciable and immediately directed Shri Sanjeev Soni to keep quiet and maintain the office/court decorum and to have cordial relations with the general public. While disposing of the remaining appeal about the contentions raised by the appellant mentioned by him in para Nos. 7 & 8 of his appeal. I again direct Shri Sanjeev Soni, L.A. to be more careful and to have more cordial relations with the general public.

A copy of this order be issued to Shri Sanjeev Soni, Legal Adviser against proper reveipt for strict compliance. A copy of this order be also issued to Shri Hardeep Singh Appellant/Applicant against proper receipt.

In the application dated 28.11.2007 under the Right to Information   Act of Sh. Hardeep Singh para 7 & 8 relating to information is reproduced as under:-

(7) ;ziht ;'Bh d/ j";b/ fJsB/ p[bzd jB fe fJj ekB{zB B{z i/p ftZu oydk j? fi; d/ ;p{s tZi'A  RTI Act, 2005 nXhB nghb nEkoNh dh jkioh ftZu nkg ih d/ cso eZYhnK rkbK ns/ w/oh gZr bkj[D dh Xweh ns/ Xweh B{z g{ok eoB dh e'f;; nkg ih tZb'A wBk eoB d/ pkti{d g{o/ f;Zy ;wki dk wkwbk j? s/ pdwk;K tkbhnK joesK eodk fojk ns/ nkg ih th r[o{ f;Zy gfjb/ pD/ ns/ nghb nEkoNh pknd ftZu dh jkioh ftZu f;Zy gzE fto'Xh nkg nXhB w[bkiwK s/ ekotkJh BK eoBk  d';h d/ j";b/ p[bzd eoBk ns/ r[o{ ;kfjp ih tZb'a ;ikJh d;sko dk ngwkB j? ns/ t[; tb'A nkg ih dh ji{oh ftZu w?B{z
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pb?e w/bo, f;ekfJsh, pdwk;, nfXekoh ns/ M{m/ gou/ pBkD tkbk  w[edw/pki fiBK ftu'A fszB e/;K dh g?oth ;ziht ;'Bh( w/o/ tZb')A ehsh ik ojh j? ns/ w/oh p[zv gkVB Bkb w/oh gZr bkj[D dh Xweh ns/ gZr bkj[D dh e'f;; Bkb ;BwkfBs ehsk frnk T[; ;w/A w/o/, nkg ih d/, bhrb nvtkJhio, ;ziht ;'Bh s'A fJbktk e[M j'o b'e th w"i{d ;B dh jkioh ftZu fJj eKv j'fJnk.

(8) RTI Act, 2005 nXhB e'Jh Xkok fJ'j' fijh j? fe gpfbe  tZb'A  fds/ N?e;K ftu'a gpfbe ;ot?AN; B{z sBykjK fJ; bJh fdZshnK iKdhnK jB fe nghb nEkoNh dh jkioh ftZu rkbK ykD ns/ gZr b[jkT[D dh Xweh d/ e/ T[; B{z g{ok eoB dh e'f;; eoe/ gpfbe B{z p/fJis eoBk j? iK fJB;kc b?D d/ Bkw s/ dcso p[bk e/ fJBN?o'r/N eoBk j? fJ; soQK sK IPC Act nXhB JMIC dh e'oN ftZu th BjhA ehsk iKdk. p/Bsh eodk jK fe ;kv/ Bkb fJB;kc eoe/ wkB:'r jkJh e'oN fty/ i' sZE g/; BjhA ehs/ eoe/ d';h B{z T[; tZb'A ehs/ ezwK dh pDdh ekB{zB nB[;ko ;ik fdbtkJh ik ;e/. 




Sh. Hardeep Singh later on again filed the Second Appeal before the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, challenging the above order communicated vide letter dated 27.3.2008 of First Appellate Authority-cum-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. After hearing both the parties Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar held that he does not have the powers under Section 19(3) of RTI Act to hear Second Appeal or review the orders of the First Appellate Authority, hence he rejected the same vide his order dated 14.12.2007. In the present Second Appeal before the Commission, the 
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Appellant has prayed for setting aside the order dated 27.3.2008 of the First Appellate Authority. After hearing arguments on behalf of both the parties and carefully scrutinizing the case file, I have come to the conclusion that point 7 & 8 of the application for information dated 28.11.2007 does not constitute any information under the Right to Information Act which may be based upon the official record in the custody of Respondent. Therefore, the present Second Appeal is dismissed. However, the Appellant is at liberty to challenge any derogatory or defamatory remarks passed against him by any other person before the appropriate authority under the law.



With the above orders, the present appeal is disposed of.


Pronounced in the open Court today.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-

Chandigarh




                    (Mrs. Ravi Singh)

Dated: 23.09.2009                                         State Information Commissioner.

