STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh Ghambir,

S/o Shri Iqbal Singh Ghambir,

C/o S. R. Sharma and Associates, 

51, Hide Market opposite Old Sabzi Mandi,

Near Asian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Excise and Taxation Department, 

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC -  752/2011

Present:
Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Ms. Manmeet Kaur, Excise Inspector and Shri Joginder Singh, System Analyst, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that some information running into 5 sheets was supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. RTI-09/2342, dated 21.12.2009. 

3.

During discussion/arguments held in the court today, some more information running into 3 sheets, excluding covering letter, is supplied to the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant  by the Respondent. 
4.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant submits that after studying the information he wants to submit his rejoinder and requests that  the case may be adjourned.
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5.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Ld. Counsel for the Complainant will submit his rejoinder to the PIO within a week with a copy to the Commission and the PIO will send his response to the rejoinder to the Complainant  with a copy to the Commission in the light of his original application dated 09.12.2009.

6.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 27.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh Ghambir,

S/o Shri Iqbal Singh Ghambir,

C/o S. R. Sharma and Associates, 

51, Hide Market opposite Old Sabzi Mandi,

Near Asian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner-cum-
Joint Director(Investigation),  Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC -  751/2011

Present:
Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that the Complainant  has asked for very simple information about the RTI applications received in the office of Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner-cum-Joint Director(Investigation) Jalandhar but no information has been received so far and none is present in the court today.
2.

Accordingly,  the  PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner      

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Verma,
51, Hide Market opposite Old Sabzi Mandi,

Near Asian Batteries, Amritsar – 143001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, 
Ferozepur Division, Mini Secretariat, Bathinda.



 Respondent

CC -  728/2011

Present:
Shri S. K. Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

None is present on behalf of the  Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Respondent, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
2.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 27.04.2011 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner      

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagir Singh Soni,

S/o Late Shri Inder Singh Soni,

VPO: Banur, Ward No. 12,

Tehsil: Rajpura, District: Patiala.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Distribution Circle, 

Punjab State Power Com. Limited, Mohali.



 Respondent

CC - 2720/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Smt. Harpreet Kaur, Additional S.E.-cum-APIO; Shri Vikas Gill, SDO, Banur and Shri Bhag Singh, UDC , on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Smt. Harpreet Kaur, Additional S.E.-cum-APIO, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant by the Assistant Executive Engineer, Banur vide letter No. 806, dated 11.04.2011 by registered post with a copy to the Commission. 
2.

The Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-supply of the information, which shows that he has received the information. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




          Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner
        

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh,
S/o Shri Inder Singh,

22, Flowerdale Colony,

Barewal Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation Division,

Gurdaspur.








Respondent

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation Division,

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

AC - 912/2011

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri  P.S. Rakwal, XEN and Shri R.P.Singh, XEN, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

In this case, the requisite information  had been supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent and  during hearing on 11.03.2011 he was directed to submit his observations, if any,  by 25.03.2011 to the PIO on the information supplied to him but no observations/comments have been received from him indicating that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.
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2.

The Respondent submits that since the requisite information has already been supplied to him as per his demand and nothing has been heard from him, the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 15. 04. 2011



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Verma s/o sh. Jagdish Kumar,

c/o SR Sharma & Associates,

51-Hide Market, Opp. Old Sabzi Mandi,

Amritsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissisoner,

Jalandhar-1, N.G.Road,

Opp. Ajit Newspaper, Jalandhar.





 Respondent

CC No. 725 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Ms. Rajwinder Kaur, ETO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld.Counsel on behalf of complainant, states that he has received the information and is satisfied with it and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Verma s/o sh. Jagdish Kumar,

c/o SR Sharma & Associates,

51-Hide Market, Opp. Old Sabzi Mandi,

Amritsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissisoner,

BMC Chowk,  Jalandhar.





 Respondent

CC No. 730 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Ms. Rajwinder Kaur, ETO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld.Counsel on behalf of complainant, states that he has received the information and is satisfied with it and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Verma s/o sh. Jagdish Kumar,

c/o SR Sharma & Associates,

51-Hide Market, Opp. Old Sabzi Mandi,

Amritsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissisoner,

Jalandhar-2, 

BMC Chowk, Jalandhar.





Respondent

CC No. 731 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Shri K.K. Bhatia, ETO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld.Counsel on behalf of complainant, states that he has received the information and is satisfied with it and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Verma s/o sh. Jagdish Kumar,

c/o SR Sharma & Associates,

51-Hide Market, Opp. Old Sabzi Mandi,

Amritsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissisoner,

Hoshiarpur.







 Respondent

CC No. 732 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Shri Daljeet Singh,  ETO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld.Counsel on behalf of complainant, states that he has received the information and is satisfied with it and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal Advocate,

House No. 539/112/3,St.1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO: Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-32, Juneja Building,

Sector 17C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1258 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of both the parties.
ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant as well as respondent.

2.

The case was decided on 15-03-2011 and a compensation of Rs. 4500/- (Rupees Four thousand five hundred only) was awarded to be paid to the complainant. However, none, on behalf of respondent, was present on 29-03-2011, 07-04-2011 and even today. The commission has taken a very serious view of this lapse on the part of respondent.

3.

The Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of local Government may direct the PIO/ public authority to comply with the orders of the commission dated 15-03-2011 within a week’s time. The case is adjourned and fixed for compliance of orders on 26-04-2011 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 
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84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner




CC:
(i)
Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, for directing the PIO to 



comply with the orders of the Commission.

(ii) Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,


Department of Local Govt. Mini Sectt. Sector-9,


Chandigarh.

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Verma s/o sh. Jagdish Kumar,

c/o SR Sharma & Associates,

51-Hide Market, Opp. Old Sabzi Mandi,

Amritsar.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissisoner,

Bhupendra Road, Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 733 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Shri Gurvinder Singh Sandhu,  ETO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Gurvinder Singh Sandhu, Excise and Taxation Officer, Rajpura, on behalf of Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Patiala Division, Patiala, states that the reply has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 4147, dated 19-01-2011 in which it is stated that the information relating to para No. 1 to 12 is not being maintained in the office of Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala Division.  However, the relevant act and rules are available on the website of the Department at www.pextax.com. The respondent further states that as the information is available with the respective assessing officers i.e. Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioners and Excise 
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and Taxation Officers of the districts falling within the jurisdiction of Patiala Division, the case may be adjourned and the requisite information will be got collected and supplied to the complainant within a period of ten days.

 3.

On the request of respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 27-04-2011 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Singh Nagpal,

c/o RTI Awarerness Forum,

Maikon ITI, Ist floor, 58-Pinkn Plaza,

o/s Hall Gate, Amritsar.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner-

Cum-Joint Director (Mobile), Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC No. 749 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Shri Ranjeet Singh, ETO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Since Shri Ram Singh Nagpal, complainant, has asked the same information in another case- CC-742 of 2011, which was heard by this Bench on 13-04-2011 and directions were given to the Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Incharge Information Collection Centre, Madhopur, District Gurdaspur to supply the requisite information by 27-04-2011. The Ld. Counsel on behalf of complainant, states that no doubt the same information has been demanded from the Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, ICC, Madhopur and from the Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Jalandhar, but  both of them are different public authorities. That is why he has demanded the same 
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 Information from the Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner- cum- Joint Director (Mobile), Jalandhar. However, after arguments, it reveals that case-CC No. 749 of 20011 has been transferred to the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Information Collection Centre, Madhopur, therefore, the case- CC No. 749 of 2011 is dismissed and the same information will be supplied in CC-742 of 2011, and CC-742 of 2011 has already been fixed for further hearing on 27-04-2011 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Information Collection Centre, Madhopur, District Gurdaspur.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner




CC:

Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,




Information Collection Centre, Madhopur, 




District Gurdaspur. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naveen Sehgal, Advocate,

c/o RTI Awareness Forum,

28 Katra Sher Singh, Scheme No. 1,

Amritsar-143001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner-

Cum- Joint Director, Mobile, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC No. 740 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Shri Ranjeet Singh, ETO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Naveen Sehgal, Advocate, filed an application with the PIO of office of Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner-cum- Joint Director, Enforcement- Mobile Wing, Jalandhar on 05-08-2009 and asked information on the following points :-


(a)
Name of the dealer, address of the dealer, Vat No. R.C. Number if 


any.

(b) Vehicle No. G.R.Number, Date of the G.R. Number, Quantity of the 


Goods, Weight of the goods and truck.


©
Name and designation of the persons who recorded the 



transactions and inspected the goods, detail of the immediate 


officer;


(d)
Bill no. date of bill, date of transaction recorded in the barrier.










Contd..p/2

CC-740/2011



-2-

After getting no information from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the commission on 19-02-2011 which was received in the commission office on 15-03-2011 against diary No. 4337.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Ranjeet Singh, Excise and Taxation Officer-cum-APIO on behalf of Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner-cum- Joint Director (Investigation) Jalandhar is present in the court and places on record the written submission from the PIO vide letter No. 429, dated 13-04-2011, one photocopy of the same, is handed over to the ld.counsel in the court.  In the said letter he has attached one annexure “A”, which is addressed to the complainant, in which it has been written that his application is being sent to the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Information Collection Centre, Madhopur, and has further directed the complainant to contact that PIO for the information. 

3.

On the perusal of the written submission it reveals that the PIO of office of DETC has not transferred the application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act and he should have transferred the application properly giving the address, name of the PIO and  contact number of the public authority from where he has to collect the information. Now the PIO is directed to transfer the application in proper way and the PIO of office of Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Information Collection Centre, Madhopur will attend the 
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proceedings in person along with the information to be supplied to the complainant on 27-04-2011 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner





CC:

Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner,





Information collection Centre, Madhopur,





Distt. Gurdaspur. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Kumar,

51,  Hide Market, Opp. Sabzi Mandi,

Near Asian Batteries,

Amritsar-143001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner-

Cum- Joint Director, Mobile, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC No. 741 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Shri Ranjeet Singh, ETO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Surinder Kumar filed an application with the PIO of office of Deputy Excise and Taxation commissioner-cum- Joint Director (Investigation) Jalandhar Division on 07-07-2009 and asked information relating to  Information Collection Centre, date from ICC posted/ located/ situated at Railway stations, Amritsar, Jalandhar and Ludhiana for the period from 01-04-2004 to 04-07-2009. The PIO replied to the complainant vide letter memo No. nil, dated nil in which he has stated that the ICC data is part of the return which is confidential in nature as per the provisions of section 69 of the Punjab VAT Act, 2005. As the information is confidential in nature and involves commercial confidence and trade secrets also there is no obligation to give information involving commercial confidence 
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and trade secrets as it enjoys exemption from disclosure of information as per 

provisions of section 8(d) of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Not satisfied with the reply of the PIO, the complainant filed a complaint with the commission on 14-02-2011 which was received with the prayer that necessary orders/ instructions be issued to provide information free of cost being belated information, penalty proceedings and disciplinary action against the PIO, compensation or any other relief.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Heard both the parties.

3.

The respondent places on record a written submission vide memo No. 435, dated 13-04-2011. The respondent has taken the plea of provisions under Section 69 of the Punjab VAT Act, 2005 and the information is confidential in nature and involves commercial confidence and trade secrets. 

4.

After arguments, it is directed that the PIO of office of Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner-cum- Joint Director (Investigation), Jalandhar will supply the copy of Punjab VAT Act, 2005 to the commission within a week. The Ld. Counsel will submit his written submission indicating that the information demanded by the complainant is not third party information and the same is available on the public domain of the public authority. The case is adjourned  and 
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fixed for further hearing on 27-04-2011 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Sharma, Advocate,

9-Block-A, New Kangra Colony,

Batala Road, Amritsar.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner-

Cum- Joint Director, Mobile, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC No. 747 /2011

Present:
Shri Surinder Kumar Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of 



complainant.



Shri Ranjeet Singh, ETO, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the case has been transferred to Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Information Collection Centre, Madhopur, who has been asked to supply the information to the complainant and the complainant has also been informed to contact the PIO of that office.

3.

It is directed that the application should be transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 giving the name, proper address and telephone number of the PIO/ public authority.  The case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on  27-04-2011 in room No. 4, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.   
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




            Surinder Singh

Dated: 15-04-2011


            State Information Commissioner




CC:
Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Information



Collection Centre, Madhopur, Distt. Gurdaspur.                  
