STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurmail Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Hari Ram,

Village Kadiana P.O & Block Adampur,

Distt-Jalandhar.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SHO,

Police Station, Adampur,

Distt-Jalandhar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1744 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


In the hearing dated 23.09.2011,  SSS, Rural, Jalandhar was directed to direct Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO, Jalandhar to file a reply in response to the order showing cause and also direct Sh. Bharat Masih to be personally present on the next date of hearing.  It is observed that Sh. Bharat Masih has not attended the hearing on 04.11.2011 and 18.11.2011 nor he has filed any reply in response to the order showing cause.  SSP, Rural, Jalandhar has informed the Commission that Sh. Bharat Masih, is now posted at Babowal, Distt. Kapurthala.  SSP, Kapurthala is directed to direct Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO, Kapurthala to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.  
2.
The facts and circumstances of the case justify the imposition of the maximum amount of penalty upon Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO (Earlier posted as SHO, Adampur, Dist. Jalandhar) but taking a lenient view as the information has been provided.  A penalty of Rs. 2000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) is imposed on Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO. This amount shall be paid by Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO, as his personal liability. Since, Sh. Bharat Masih is presently posted in Kapurthala district, SSP, Kapurthala shall ensure that this amount of penalty  is deducted from the salary of the Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO, and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head. Representative of the SSP, Kapurtla will information the Commission on the next date of hearing regarding recovery of penalty amount from the salary of Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO on the next date of hearing.  
3.
Adjourned on 20.12.2011 (at 11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties through registered post.  


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


CC:-
(i)  SSP, Rural, Jalandhar.


(ii) Sh. Bharat Masih, SHO, C/o SSP Kapurthala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pritam Chand,

Village & P.O. Mehatpur,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director,

Land Department,

O/o Secretary,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Mini Sectt., Sector-9, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1754 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Pritam Chand, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Gurmail Singh, Suptd and Sh. Paramjit Singh, BDPO on behalf of the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has pointed out deficiencies today in the Commission. Respondent has agreed to provide the inforamtion regarding deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant before the next date of hearing. Since, the Complainant is an old man and is unable to come to Chandigarh to attend the hearing. He is exempted from further appearance.
3.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Prem Chand,

Ward No.9, Karnail Singh Wali Gali,

Budhlada, Distt-Mansa.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (EE), Pb,
SCO-32-34, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3006 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 
                         (ii) Smt. Sushma kaushal, Asstt. Director on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that information sought by the Complainant is in the form of queries, and information as exists in the record has already been provide to the Complainant vide their letter dated 11.11.2011.  The perusal of the RTI application of the Complainant shows that most of the information is in the form of queries, which is not covered under the RTI Act.  Complainant is absent.  Copy of the information as submitted by the Respondent today in the Commission be sent to the Complainant alongwith the order.  Since, the information as exists in the record has been provided.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Natha Singh,

S/o Sh. Suba Singh,

R/o Sikhan Wala Road,

Near Patwari da Bhatha,

Kotkapura, Distt-Faridkot.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director State Transport Officer,

Jeewan Deep Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2982 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Surinder Garg, Advocate on behalf of the complainant 

(ii) Sh. Gurmejar Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf o the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent has submitted that Complainant has been informed vide their letter dated 23.08.2011 and 14.11.2011 that the sought for information is not specific.  It is not clear from the application for information to which office the sought for information relates.  He should clarify the matter, so that, further action be taken to provide the information.  
3.
It is observed that, Complainant has not replied to the letter of the Respondent.  Complainant has agreed to clarify the matter.  He is advised to clarify the matter, as sought by the Respondent by his letter No.117-200/Appeal/RTI/6744 dated 23.08.2011.  Respondent is directed to provide the complete information on receipt of reply from the Complainant.   

4.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Manna Singh,

R/o Village-Machike,

Tehsil Patti, Distt-Tarn Taran.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Tarn Taran.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Border Range, Amritsar.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 988 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Sukhdev Singh, the Appellant.

(ii) Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, SI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that information as sought by the Appellant
does not relate to their office.  This information is to be provided by the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran.   Respondent states that he will provide the sought for inforamtion to the Appellant at his on level after collecting the same from the deputy Commissioner, Taran Taran.  

3.
Adjourned to 09.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Randhir Singh,

S/o Sh. Ram Singh,

Village-Puhir, P.O.Khanna Khass,

Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secy.,

Home Affairs & Justice,

Branch-7, Sectt., Pb, 

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2985 of 2011
Present:
Nemo for the parties. 

ORDER


Complainant filed an application for information on 10.05.2011, to the PIO O/o Home affairs and Justice, Pb regarding action taken on his application.   APIO O/o Home Affairs and Justice, Pb has informed the Complainant that his application for inforamtion has been transferred to the SSP, Ludiana vide their letter dated  14.11.2011 regarding further action.  Since, the information as per record has been provided on behalf of the PIO O/o Home Affairs and Justice, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Naib Singh,

S/o Sh. Mewa Singh,

V & P.O.Nogawan,

Tehsil-Rajpura, DIstt- Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Gram Panchayat/Secy.,

Nogawan, Tehsil-Rajpura,

Distt-Patiala.

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Patiala 
CC No. 2992 of 2011
Present:            (i) Sh. Naib Singh, the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard
2.
The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO on 29.08.2011. On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

3.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
4.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 29.08.2011 to the Complainant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Naib Singh will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

2. Copy of RTI application dated 29.08.2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mukhtiar Kaur,

H.No.284/C, Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,
Malerkotla

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2993 of 2011
Present:            (i) Sh. Satnam Singh, H/o the Complainant 

(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed application for inforamtion with PIO, O/o Director Land Record Settlement and Consolidation and Land Acquisition Jalandhar on 27.06.2011. The PIO transferred his application to Tehsildar, Malerkotla on 30.06.201. After three months, Tehsildar has informed me to contact the SDM, Malerkotla in this regard. I have been harassed by the office of Tehsildar as no information was provided even after my personal visit to his office many times.  My application for inforamtion was also  not transferred under Section 6(3) to the concerned office. Penalty should be imposed on the PIO for causing inconvenience and undue harassment. Monetary relief may also be granted for causing loss to me in attending the hearing in the Commission.

3.
In view of the above, Tehsildar , Malerkotla is directed to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005 and why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. Tehsildar and other person in the O/o Tehsildar, responsible for the delay are directed to file the reply in response to the order showing cause before the next date of hearing.

4.
Since, the information was to be provided by the PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Malerkotla.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Malerkotla may be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Tehsildar, Malerkotla should transferred the application for information to the concerned office under intimation to the Complainant.
Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village-Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P.O.Ramgarh, Distt-Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2977 of 2011
Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. J.S.Brar, PIO, the Respondent

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been sent to the Complainant on 06.07.2011. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the inforamtion provided.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Sh. Jasbir Singh,

C-18, Gali No.3, Officer Colony,

Sangrur.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Secy., Pb,

Civil Sectt, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2979 of 2011

Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 

(ii) Smt. Usha Devi, Suptd on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the information sought by the Complainant is priced document available in the market.  Complainant is advised that he should purchase the document either from the market or he should deposit the money as demanded by the Respondent to get the necessary document.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Paramjit Singh,

# 34/10, Raj Nagar,

Basti Bawa Khel, Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tehsil Complex, Jalandhar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2965 of 2011
Present:            (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Tejinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that he has brought the inforamtion to personally deliver it to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is absent.  He has informed the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing.  Respondent is directed to send the same to the Complainant within ten days by registered post.  Complainant is advised to go through the information and point out deficiencies, if any,  in the inforamtion provided to the Respondent after getting the same.  
3.
Adjourned to 20.12.2011 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. C.L.Premy,

R/o HIG NO.24,

Sector-71, Near IVY Hospital,

Mohali.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sector-62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Rural Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sector-62, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 997 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Manish Joshi, Adv. On behalf of the Appellant
                        (ii) Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 24.02.2011, but after the lapse of eight months, no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that PIO and First Appellate Authority had denied the information as the matter was under investigation.  He further states that now the case is in the Court.  Since, all the investigation has been completed and the case is pending in the Court.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Appellant.

3.
Adjourned to 09.12.2011 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vikas Kumar,

S/o Sh. Raj Kumar,

R/o # 847/10, Shanit Nagar,

Jandoo wali Gali, Moga,

Distt-Moga.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb,

Jeevan Deep Building, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.
…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2969of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.

ORDER

2.
The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO on 26.05.2011. On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

3.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
4.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
Contd…P-2

-2-

5.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 27.08.2011 to the Complainant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Vikas Kumar will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

3. Copy of RTI application dated 26.05.2011.
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. J.S.Palial, Distt-Convener,

State Executive Member, RTI Activists,

Federation, Pb, Village-Palli, P.O.Bhater,

Tehsil-Mukerian, Distt-Hoshiarpur.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Mukerian,

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.

…………………………..Respondent

APPEAL  REMANDED TO : 

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur
AC No. 1013 of  2011

Present:            (i) Sh. J.S.Palial, the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Varinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 24.10.2006 to the PIO O/o Director Land Record, Jalandhar.  On not receiving the information, he filed first appeal to the Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.  He further states that FAA i.e Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur has failed to provide the complete information to the Appellant.  It is observed that FAA has acted as a post office by asking the PIO to provide information. This only adds to unnecessary paper work and serve no purpose so far as supply of inforamtion is concerned. 
3.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA i.e Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
4.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 27.08.2011 to the Complainant.  In case PIO failed to provide the information after the direction of the FAA.  It is recommended that disciplinary action should be taken against the PIO as per service rules.  
5.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

2.      Copy of RTI application dated 24.10.2006
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sadajit Kalia, Retd.Sr. Assitt.,

Village &P.O.Kaler Kalan,

Distt-Gurdaspur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

Sh. Avtar Chand Sharma, PCS

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o DPI(SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2956 of 2011

Present:            Nemo for the parties.
ORDER

2.
The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO O/o Secretary Education, Pb on 25.04.2011.  Suptd. O/o Secretary Education, Pb transferred the application of the Complainant to the PIO O/o DPI (SE), Pb vide their letter no. 3925 dated 13.05.2011.  On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act.  Neither the PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing from the O/o DPI (SE), Pb.
3.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
4.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
-2-

5.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 27.08.2011 to the Complainant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Sadajit Kalia will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

3. Copy of RTI application dated 25.04.2011.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Har Amrit Amol Singh,

S/o SH. Inder Singh,

H.No. Ward No. 51,

Basti Danishwandan,

Jalandhar City.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce,

Pb, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce,

Pb, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 980 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Har Amrit Amol Singh, the Appellant
                        (ii) SH. R.S.Rana, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that whatever inforamtion relates to their office has been provided to the Appellant.  The perusal of the RTI application of the Appellant shows that Appellant has demanded interrogatory information, which is not covered under the RTI Act 2005.  Appellant is advised to file fresh application and seek specific information.  He should also file separate application for inforamtion relating to rehabilitation department. Since, the information as exists in the record stands supplied.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI(SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

COMPLAINT REMANDED TO : 

Sh. Avtar Chand Sharma, PCS

First Appellate Authority-cum-

O/o DPI(SE), Pb,

SCO-95-97, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.

CC No. 2957of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Sham Lal Singla, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Varinder Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
The Complainant had filed a RTI application with the PIO on 27.08.2011. On not receiving any reply, the Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission under section 18 of the RTI Act. 

3.
It must be noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that the Complainant has failed to avail the same in the instant case. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision as envisaged under the RTI Act.
4.
In view of the aforesaid, the instant matter is remanded to the FAA. The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act after giving all concerned parties an opportunity to be heard.
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5.
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of. In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information in reply to the RTI application dated 27.08.2011 to the Complainant. 

6.
If not satisfied with the information provided on his appeal, Appellant –Sh. Sham Lal Singla will be free to move a second appeal before the Commission as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
7.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of. Copies of this decision be sent to the parties through registered post.


Sd/-


(Kulbir Singh)






                 State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th  November , 2011

Enclosed:  
1. 
Copy of complaint to the Commission;

4. Copy of RTI application dated 27.08.2011

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurbachan Singh,

# 354, Sector-65, SAS Nagar,

Mohali.

…………………………….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Industries & 

Export Corporation, Ltd,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17,

Chandigarh..

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2962 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Gurbachan Singh, the Complainant
                         (ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 19.07.2011, but complete information has still not been provided to him.  Respondent states that information as exists in the record has been provided to the Complainant.  The perusal of the record shows that information as exists in the record has been provided. 
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and  closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizen Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Minister,

Pb, Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Minister,

Pb, Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1015 of 2011

Present:            (i) Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira, the Appellant
                         (ii) Sh. Major Singh, Deputy Secy.,-cum-PIO, the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant states that he filed an application for information on 21.07.2011, but after the lapse of three months, Respondent has denied the information without any specific ground.  Respondent is directed to provide the sought for information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.  Respondent is also directed to provide authenticated inforamtion to the Appellant.
3.
Adjourned to 09.12.2011 (11.00 AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)






               State Information Commissioner
Dated: 18th November, 2011


