STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harmanjit Singh Deol,

H. No. 13/89,

Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road,

Sangrur – 148001    




      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sunam.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sunam.  
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 412/2012

   ORDER 

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Ruldu Singh, Naib Tehsildar, for the Respondents.





----


The  appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The  Respondent had already given the information to the appellant and the appellant was directed to peruse the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in the  information provided.



Since nothing contrary has been heard from the appellant, it seems he is satisfied with the information.



Since the  information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Bahadur Singh Saini,

S/o  Sh. Sher Singh,

VPO- Sahouran,

Tehsil- Kharar,

District- SAS Nagar.

  



         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar,

District SAS Nagar.





        … Respondent

CC- 868/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Bahadur Singh Saini, complainant, in person.



None for the  Respondent.





----



Complainant says that  information has not been supplied to him by the Respondent.



PIO-Tehsildar, Kharar, Mr.  Hari Lal, was issued  show-cause  notice  vide order dated  21.05.2012 under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and was directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of information to the applicant before the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to 13.06.2012. The PIO was further directed to furnish the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing and  to be personally present. None was present on behalf of the PIO-Respondent on 21.05.2012  and 13.06.2012 despite clear  directions  by  the Commission. Nor information has been given to the complainant. The Commission takes a very serious note of defiance of its directions by the PIO-Tehsildar.  



Giving one last opportunity to the PIO-Respondent to furnish the requisite information to the complainant and submit his written submission, the case was adjourned to  05.07.2012. Today again, neither the PIO-Tehsildar  has appeared  personally nor information has been provided to the  complainant in compliance with the orders of the Commission.



The Commission takes a very serious view of the adamant attitude of the PIO and non-compliance of its orders.  In this view of the matter, the Commission imposes a penalty of Rs.20,000/- (Rupees Twenty thousand only) upon  P.I.O., Mr. Hari Lal, Tehsildar, Kharar   under  the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Mr. Hari Lal is directed to deposit the penalty amount of  Rs.20,000/-  in the Treasury  under the relevant head of account and submit the receipt of the 






-2-

challan before the next date of hearing. The PIO-Tehsildar is further directed to furnish the requisite information as available on record, duly attested and legible, to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 



 A copy of this order be sent to the  Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar, by name, for ensuring that the amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of the  PIO-Tehsildar and deposited in the government treasury.  The Deputy Commissioner will also ensure that the requisite information is supplied to the complainant and the PIO appears before the Commission with a copy of the information  given  as well as copy of the challan depositing the penalty amount in the govt. treasury at the next date of hearing.


The  case is adjourned to  30.07.2012  at 10.30 A.M.  for confirmation.


Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.



Cc:




Mr. Varun  Roozam, IAS,

Deputy Commissioner,

SAS Nagar (Mohali ).

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

      SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ram Singh,

S/o Sh. Sant Singh,

R/o VPO- Kadma,

Tehsil- Guruharshaye,

Distt- Ferozepur- 152023




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Ferozepur. 





        

… Respondent

CC- 994/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Ram Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr. Kewal Krishan, Kanungo, for the Respondent.






----



Mr. Varinder Garg, PIO/APIO – Naib Tehsildar, Guru Harsahai, was issued show-cause notice vide order dated 12.06.2012 and was directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying  the supply of information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.  He  was further directed to furnish the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing and to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied.



Today, neither Mr. Varinder Garg,  Naib Tehsildar is present nor has he submitted his written submission.  Nor the information has been supplied to the complainant.  The Commission takes a very serious note of this lapse on the part of the Respondent.



The Respondent’s representative, after talking to Mr. Varinder Garg over the phone, makes a request for short adjournment.  One last opportunity is given to the Respondent to comply with the order dated 12.06.2012 of the Commission.



The  case is adjourned to 11.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

     SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Suraj Bhan Taneja,

C/o Sh. Kundan Lal,

Near Rajan Clinic, 

Batta Colony,

Fatehabad, Haryana 




     
    …Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Technical Education &

 Industrial Training, Punjab, 

Sector-36A, Chandigarh. 


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Techinical Education &

 Industrial Training, Pb. 

Sector-36A, Chandigarh.




         …Respondents  


AC- 489/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Rashpal Singh, Jr. Assistant, for the Respondents.






----



The appellant is absent without intimation.



At the last hearing  the appellant had pointed out some deficiencies in the information furnished  and the Respondent was directed to make up those deficiencies.  The Respondent submits that all deficiencies have been removed and a fresh set of information prepared which he intended to submit to the appellant during the hearing today.



Since  the appellant is absent, the Respondent is directed to send  this information through registered post within three working days to the appellant.  Moreover, Respondent offers that the appellant is free  to visit PIO’s  office on a mutually convenient date and time within the next 15 days  to inspect the record, identify any other part of the requisite information and Respondent would supply the same, duly attested.



With this direction, the case is disposed  of and closed.


Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  
Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tarsem Lal, 

S/o Sh. Kashmiri Lal,

Basti Tanka Wali, 

Street No -17,

House no -83,

Chowk Ladu Mal Wala,

Gora Dairy,

Ferozepur Cantt.








      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur
 

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur
 
 




…Respondents 

 AC- 488/2012

    ORDER

Present ;
Mr. Tarsem Lal,  Appellant,  in person.

Mr. Ram Singh, District Revenue  Officer-APIO, for the Respondents.



    ----



The appellant says that he has not been given information till  today.



There was no appearance on behalf of the Respondents at the hearing  on 11.06.2012 and the PIO o/o respondent was  issued a show-cause notice under Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The PIO was directed to  submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  The PIO was further  directed to furnish the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing  and also to be personally present at the next date of hearing.



Today, Mr. Ram Singh, DRO-APIO is present and submits written  reply of the PIO, Mr. Gurmel Singh, PCS, Addl. Deputy Commissioner. The same is taken on record. The Respondent states that the requisite record being sought by the appellant was not available in the office record.  The FAA, under directions from the then Ld S.I.C., Mr. Kulbir Singh dated 20.10.2011,  decided the case on merits vide order dated 11.01.2012 and a copy of the order was given to the  
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applicant.  He shows receipt given by the appellant.  The PIO in his affidavit has stated that on the directions of the Hon’ble Commission the decision of the FAA was  again conveyed to the appellant on 03.07.2012 through registered post which the appellant acknowledges  having received the same.



Moreover, PIO-Addl.D.C., Ferozepur, has stated in his affidavit  that the requisite information/documents were not available on record.  However, the appellant  insisted that he has the record with him that the PIO was denying which he can prove at an appropriate forum to seek redressal.



Regarding delay in responding to the Commission’s directions and absence at the last hearing, the Respondent submits that the concerned officer who was asked to attend hearing before the Commission had been transferred and he failed to communicate this to the Commission  on the last date of hearing on 11.06.2012.



Taking a very lenient view of this, the Commission is constrained  from imposing penalty upon the PIO.  However,  the Commission warns  the PIO concerned, Mr. Gurmel Singh, PCS, Addl. Dy. Commr.,  and cautions    him to be more careful in future in dealing with the RTI applications and ensure expeditious disposal  as mandated in the RTI Act, 2005 ad hering to the  time frame.  So far as supplying of information is  concerned, the case is closed. 



The appellant demands compensation for delaying the supply of information.  The Commission awards compensation amounting to Rs.4000/- 

(Rupees Four thousand only) to the appellant, Mr. Tarsem Lal,  and directs the public authority  to make  payment of compensation  to the appellant within three weeks  through Bank Draft.  A confirmation  be sent to the Commission  annexing therewith a copy of the Bank Draft through which payment is made.



The case is adjourned to 25.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M. for confirmation.

Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Yogesh Mahajan,

s/o Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President, Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot. 



  

Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Construction Division No. 1,

PWD (B&R), Roopnagar.





… Respondent

CC- 1147/2012

ORDER 

Present :
None for the complainant.



Mr. Harpreet Singh, S.D.E., for the Respondent.






----



The Respondent submits a copy of the letter dated 13.06.2012 stating therein that they received  a cheque of Rs.520/- on 13.06.2012 which they presented to the Bank but it has still not been encashed.  He says that the  concerned  bank told them that the  complainant has locked his account and hence the cheque has not been cleared.


If  this cheque is not encashed within 15 days then the complainant would forfeit his right to obtain information.  The complainant should ensure that the said cheque is encashed within the stipulated period otherwise he would be denied the information.



With this direction, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Tejinder Singh,
Village Bholapur, P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S.H.O.

Police Station Salem Tabri, 

Ludhiana. 






          ..…Respondent

CC No. 1177/12 

ORDER 

Present :
Mr. Tejinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Mr. Ashwani Kumar, A.S.I., for the Respondent.






----



Respondent submits that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant on 21.06.2012 through registered post.  Also the Respondent  submits remaining information to the complainant today during the hearing.  He submits a letter  dated 5.7.2012 which is taken on record.  Regarding delay,  he states that they have not received notice for video conference. The Respondent also states that show-cause notice was received  in their office on 25.06.2012 only.  Besides, S.H.O. being on leave, reply to the show-cause notice could not be furnished.  The Respondent pleads that there is no malafide in supplying  the requisite information to the complainant.  The delay has occurred due to communication  gap.



I am convinced that there is no wilful delay on the part of the Respondent in supplying the requisite information and, therefore, further action  on the show cause notice is dropped.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced in the open court.



Copies  of  the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com 
Nachhattar Singh, Sewadar Swarag Dham,

Village- Bhadalthuha,

Tehsil- Amloh,

Distt- Fatehgarh Sahib. 



         

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib. 





        … Respondent

CC- 779/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Nachhattar Singh, complainant, in person.

Mr. Daljit Singh Virk, D.D.P.O. and Mr. Gurpreet Singh, Panchayat Secretary,  for the Respondent.

---

 

The Respondent submits a letter dated 04.07.2012 and hands over the same to the complainant during the hearing today.  The Respondent says that they have  neither received the original RTI application nor with the notice of hearing  sent by the Commission.  Instead, they  produced a different application which is perhaps another RTI application filed by the same complainant of  the same date.



The Respondent assures that the requisite information would be supplied to the complainant within a week .  A copy of the RTI application dated 04.01.2012 is given to the PIO in the court today.



The case is adjourned to 30.07.2012 at  10.30 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  
Dated: 05.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Piara Singh Korey,

Block No.4, Lawyers Shed,

Districts  courts,

Patiala.








…Appellant 

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Principal Secretary

PWD B&R, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 
 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary

PWD B&R, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






 …Respondents 
AC- 813/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr.  Om Parkash Pilani, APIO, for the Respondents.






----

RTI  application filed on

:   27.10.2012.

PIO  replied



:    Nil.

First appeal filed


:   Nil.

First Appellate Authority’s order
:   Nil.

Second  appeal received  in
:   11.06.2012.

State Information Commission on.

Information sought :



The appellant  seeks information reg. detail of loss worked out (amounting to Rs.9000/-) while awarding punishment of recovery of Rs.4500/- i.e. 50% to the applicant etc.  The information sought is on  09 points.

Grounds for  appeals :



Information not provided.
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The appellant is absent  without intimation to the Commission.                



The  respondent  makes submission that the requisite information demanded is old and they are tracing out the record.  He seeks  adjournment.

Granted.

Decision :



 The case is  adjourned to  30.07.2012 at 10.30.




Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Manjit Singh @ Kaku,

s/o Sh.. Mohinder Singh,

# 288-A, Ward No. 18,

Near Pehli Patshahi,

Sunam (Distt. Sangrur) 





  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar-cum-Sub Registrar,

Sunam (Udham Singh wala)




… Respondent

CC- 1467/2012

ORDER
RTI application filed on 

:
15.10.2011
PIO replied



:  
Nil 
Complaint received in SIC

:
29.05.2012
SIC 

Information sought:- 
 Which party or individual marked their attendance in your office on September 30/2011, along with their addresses and documents submitted by them and also the value of court fee etc.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :
 Present: 
None for the parties. 



Both the parties are absent without intimation to the Commission. 

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to furnish the requisite information before the next date of hearing. The respondent – PIO shall remain present with the information at the next date of hearing while the complainant should point out deficiencies and the respondent would make up for the same  

 








Contd…2/-

-2- 
before the next date of hearing. The complainant should also give in writing that he has received the information as per his RTI application and was totally satisfied with it   

Decision:


The case is adjourned to 30.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pargat Singh 

s/o Sh.. Harnek Singh,

Village Bhedpuri, P.O. Kulara,

Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala-147101





  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Revenue Officer,

Patiala.







… Respondent

CC- 1483/2012

ORDER
RTI  application filed 

:
16.04.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in

:
30.05.2012
Complainant received in SIC 
: 

Ground for complaint
:  
No response, hence denial of 
information.





  


Information  sought
:



          The complainant seeks certified information regarding Naib Tehsildar Karamjit Singh, Samana. The information is sought on five and including his date of appointment, postings, salary and other perks, landed and other property, complaints filed against him along with the name of the complainant. And various other related questions.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

Present: 
None for the Complainant.

 

Mr. Madan Lal, Kanungo on behalf of the Respondent. 


The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The respondent states that the information has been already supplied. A copy of the same is submitted to the Commission which is taken on record. 
 








Contd…2/-
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Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Sh.Ranjit Puri

s/o Late Sh. Amar Puri,

No. 1134-A, Sector 35-B,

Chandigarh







        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police, 
Sangrur 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o I.G. Zonal,

Patiala.






 …Respondents 
AC- 775/2012

ORDER
RTI application filed on 

:
12.04.2012
PIO replied



:  
26.04.2012
First appeal filed on


:  
30.04.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
May 8/2012 :  The IG directed the              SSP to                 
furnish the information immediately and if it can’t be furnished, the appellant had to be informed of the reasons thereof within ten days.
Second Appeal in SIC 

: 
01.06.2012
Information sought :


The PIO has denied information on point number 13 &15.The PIO maintained that the case diary (zimini) can’t be given as advised by DA legal. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :

  Present: 
Mr. Ranjit Puri appellant in person.



Mr. Malkit Singh, S.I. on behalf of the Respondent. 

 









Contd…2/-
-2-


The respondent claims to have already been supplied substantial information but the appellant contests that the information furnished regarding point No 7 & 13  was incomplete and vague. Respondent assured that complete information on these two points would be provided within ten days after making up for the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant. 

             Regarding point no. 13 and 15 related to zimni’s notings (case filres), the  Respondent submits that these cannot be provided to the appellant as the DA (leagal) had advised against it.  However, the appellant contests this and makes a detailed submission citing various orders of the CIC, CIS Punjab which are taken on record. 
Under Section 8(h) of the RTI, the PIO is under no obligation to provide information which impedes the process of investigation, apprehension or prosecution of the offenders.  However, the respondent failed to explain how the disclosure or parting with the case files would affect the investigation of the case.

However, the commission would take a decision regarding supply of the case files on merit during the next date of hearing.  The respondent is free to take the assistance of the DA(L) who too can join the proceedings at the next hearing to explain why the case files can’t be supplied to the appellant. 

Meanwhile, the respondent would make up for the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant on point No 7 & 13 and should come along with the case files too so that these could be readily supplied if the commission decides in favour of supplying the requisite file to the appellant.  
Decision: 


The case is adjourned to 30.07.2012 at 10:30 AM.
Announced in the open court. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Sh. Harinderpal Singh Dhillon

No. 36, Sector 2,

Chandigarh-160001






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Rajpura 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.






…Respondents 

AC- 786/2012

ORDER
RTI application filed on 

: 
23.03.2012
PIO replied



:  
Nil 


First appeal filed on


:  
27.04.2012

First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
Nil 
Second Appeal in SIC

:  
05.06.2012
Information sought :
 Seeks information regarding a notification dated January 30/2012 by deputy secretary ministry of Road Transport & Highway GOI and seeks a copy of the land plan and all other details of land covered under the above said notification from stretch of land KM ).000 to KM 50.700 ( Zirakpur to Patiala section) of the National Highway No 64 in the state of Punjab.
Also, the appellant seeks Jamabandi/ Fards of Khasra No’s 25/16 & 25/2 of village Niamatpur, Tehsil Rajpura and also copy of gazette notification.

PIO’s reply :
Nil 
 








Contd…2/-
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Grounds for First appeal and second appeal: 

There was no response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :

  Present: 
Mr. Harinderpal Singh Dhillon, appellant, in person.

Mr. Basant Lal, SDE O/o Executive Engineer, CW Division & Mr. Bharat Bhushan, TRA O/o SDM Rajpura. 

 
 
The respondent demands fee for the documents to be provided. Since the demand of fee was raised beyond the prescribed time limit, the respondent is directed to provide the requisite information to the  complainant, free of cost, within a week.

 

Respondent assures the Commission that desired information will be supplied to the appellant within a week, through speed post.

Decision: 


The case is adjourned to 11.07.2012 at 10.30 AM.

Announced in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal

s/o Sh. Bachittar Singh,

201/100, Block J,

B.R.S. Nagar,

Ludhiana







             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh. 






…Respondents 

AC- 790/2012

ORDER
RTI application filed on 

:
13.03.2012 & 17.03.2012
PIO replied



:  
Nil 
First appeal filed on


:  
20.02.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
Nil 
Second Appeal received in SIC
:  No response deemed to have denied   information. 

Information sought :
Seeks information on number of points in both the applications.


Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :

 Present: 
Mr. Daljit Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.



None for the Respondent. 










Contd…2/-
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Respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. Appellant submits that he has received two letters from the respondent dated 25.05.2012 and 30.05.2012. The Respondent was prepared to supply part information while remaining was denied stating that it concerned the third party  and cannot be provided. 



Respondent is directed to send information free of cost as it was not supplied within stipulated period of 30 days also, it was not clear  whether third party was invoked at the right time or not .


The Commission is of the view that official documents are not personal documents and hence in no way barred under the RTI Act. 



Respondent is directed to provide the complete information before the next date of hearing. 



PIO / APIO should himself present on the next date of hearing. 

Decision: 


The case is adjourned to 30.07.2012 at 10.30 AM. 

Announced in the open court. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Tejinder Singh

Journalist,

Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana-141123. 






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o   Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o   Commissioner,

Patiala Division,

Patiala.






…Respondents 
AC- 825/2012

ORDER 
RTI application filed on 

:
06.03.2012
PIO replied



:  
Nil 
First appeal filed on


:  
09.04.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  Directed the PIO to supply the requisite I      information to the appellant.
Second Appeal received in SIC 
: 
02.07.2012
Information sought :
Information related to alleged embezzlement of Rs 5.37 lakh by Tehsildar in the o/o Sub-Registrar (W) ,Ludhiana with regard to which a news item too has been published in in Dainik Jagran. 




Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Jai Parkash, clerk, on behalf of the Respondent. 

  

 






Contd…2/-

-2-  

The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.

 

The respondent submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant on 04.07.2012. The appellant gives in writing that he is satisfied over the same and  gives an acknowledgement to that effect. A copy of the same is taken on record.
Decision: 
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Manjit Singh

No. 2877, Phase 7,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  SSP,

Mohali.

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o I.G. Zonal,

Patiala.






…Respondents 

AC- 799/2012

ORDER 
RTI application filed on 

: 
18.10.2011
PIO replied



:  
Nil 

First appeal filed on


:  
18.12.2011
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
Nil 
SIC 

Second Appeal in SIC

:  
08.06.2012
Information sought :
Complainant seeks copy of complaint filed by the Sh. Amrinder Singh to SSP Ropar dated 03.01.2005. He seeks queries regarding this complaint on nine points.



PIO’s reply :
Nil 
Grounds for First appeal and second appeal:

There was no response , hence denial of information..

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :

 








 
Contd…2/-

-2-

 Present: 
Mr. Manjit Singh, appellant, in person.
Mr. Darshan Singh, ASI and Mr. Lal Mohmad, HC on behalf of the Respondent.  
 

The respondent submits that requisite information which is sought by the appellant is not available in the records. 



However, he agreed to make yet another effort to trace the requisite information. 

Decision: 


The case is adjourned to 23.07.2012 at 10.30 AM.
Announced in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 05.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

