STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Prem Kumar Gupta, 

F/N Jagdish Chand,

 R/o 190-E, Kitchlu Nagar, 

Ludhiana – 141001.






   
…Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana - 141001. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana – 141001   



 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1507/2012

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference.  

Present :
Mr. Prem Kumar Gupta, appellant, in person.



Mr. Inderjit Singh, Clerk,  for the Respondents.

----    

RTI  application filed on

:   26.06.2012.

PIO replied



:   Nil.

First appeal filed


:   28.08.2012

First Appellate Authority’s order
:  Nil

Second appeal  received  in

: 17.10.2012.
State Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information regarding allotment of plots to local displaced persons during the last 20 years under the provisions of utilization of land and allotment of plots by the Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.

Grounds  for  appeal :  



No response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
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The  representative of the Respondent-PIO  is totally  oblivious of the facts of the case and could not reply.  Neither the PIO nor the First Appellate  Authority  had bothered to act  on the RTI application submitted   nearly 06 months ago  in gross violation  of the RTI Act, 2005.  



The  PIO - respondent  is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of persona hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him/her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.

Decision :



The case is adjourned to 09.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard  through video  conference  facility  of  NIC available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Rajinder Sharma,

R/o H. No. 2879, 

C.R.P. Colony, 

Dugri Road, 

Ludhiana. 







   …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Station House Officer, 

Dugri,  Distt – Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.  




 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1422/2012

ORDER 



Heard Via Video Conference.   

Present :
None for the appellant.

Mr. Darbara Singh, ASI,  for the Respondent.

---     

RTI  application filed on


:   24.03.2012.

PIO replied




:   Nil.

First appeal filed



:   17.05.2012

First Appellate Authority’s order
:  Nil

Second appeal  received  in

: 05.10.2012.
State Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  action taken report  on letter  No.816 dated 21.12.2010 till date.

Grounds  for  appeal :  



No response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.
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The representative  of the PIO submitted that the Appellant  has 
 sought  action taken report on his  complaint dated  21.12.2010 from the Executive Engineer, PWD B&R Provincial Divn. Ludhiana but the same was not  received  in the  Dugri police station.  He submitted  a report of the Munshi of the Police Station a copy of which was given to the  Co-ordinator.  Since the original complaint is not on record, information on the same cannot be supplied.

Decision :



In the light of  above, 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: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon (Retd.)

192 C Rajguru Nagar, 

Ludhiana. 



 



       …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, 


Ludhiana. 







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  3211/12 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference.

Present  :
Lt Col   D. S. Dhillon, complainant, in person.

None for the  Respondent.

----    

RTI  application filed on

:   09.09.2012.

PIO replied



:   14.09.2012.

Complaint  received  in State
:   17.10.2012.

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  photo copies of fee  receipts issued  for  deposit of admission fee in respect of all students admitted in year 2010 and 2011.  Also, seeks certified copies of all quotations received for printing of plastic ID cards issued to all students and staff   along with comparative statement made by evaluation committee finalizing  the vendor.

Grounds  for  appeal :  



Demand of exorbitant fee of Rs.4000/-. The complainant permission for inspection of  records.  However, the complainant had paid the fee through cheque yet refused to provide  any information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The Respondent is absent  without intimation to the Commission.
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The  PIO - respondent  is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of persona hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him/her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.

Decision :



The case is adjourned to 09.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard  through video  conference  facility  of  NIC available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.



      (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Harmeet Kaur, 

W/o Paramjit, 

# 29A, 

Dr. B.L. Kapur Hospital,

Old Sabzi Mandi,

G.T. Road, 

Ludhiana. 
 


 



            …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Station House Officer, 

Thana City Kotwali,

Choura Bazar, 

Ludhiana. 







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2479/2012 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference .

Present :
Ms  Harmeet Kaur, complainant, in person.

Mr. Bhajan Singh, ASI, for the Respondent.

   ----  



The  information has not been supplied to the  complainant  in response to her RTI application which dates back to  17.07.2012.  



The  PIO – Mr. Surinder Mohan,  SHO,  is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of personal 

hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him/her ex-parte. 
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  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.



The case is  adjourned to  09.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard  through video  conference  facility  of  NIC available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Mukesh Kumar Sood,

S/o Sh. Sant Ram, 

R/o H. No. 7/33,

Bhaura Colony, 

Near Jalandhar Byepass,

Ludhiana.  



 



       …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.  







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  3198/2012 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference .  

Present :
Mr. Mukesh Kumar Sood, complainant,  in person.



Mr. Suresh Kumar, HC, for the Respondent.

----   

RTI  application filed on

:   27.07.2012.

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Complaint  received  in State
:   18.10.2012.

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information  on  six  points related to his  application No.4046, dated  27.04.2012  submitted to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana against one Amit Kumar which was marked by him to  ACP (North).

Grounds  for  appeal :  



No response,  hence denial  of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The Respondent provided the requisite information to the  complainant during the course of hearing today.  The complainant has perused  the same  and is satisfied  but for its attestation.  The Respondent  assures that attested copies  of the information will be  given within  couple  of hours.
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The complainant has, however, pointed out  that there is inordinate delay  in supplying the information.  The Respondent is warned   to be more careful in future in  dealing with the  RTI applications and  respond promptly.

Decision.



With these directions, 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: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Harpreet Singh, 

S/o Sh. Kulbir Singh, 

R/o 355, Friends Colony, 

Jassian Road,(G.T. Road Side),

Ludhiana – 141008.


 



       …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Department (Ludhiana Circle-4),

Municipal Corporation Building, 

Gill Road, Ludhiana – 141003. 




          ..…Respondent

CC No.  3199/2012 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference.  

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

Mr. Tarsem Chand, Labour Inspector, for the  Respondent.

----  

RTI  application filed on

:   10.09.2012.

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Complaint  received  in State
:   18.10.2012.

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information   regarding  Regd. Instructions of Assistant Commissioner published in “ Jagvani dated 14.08.2012 Page 3, Ludhiana for challan against Lord Mahavir Homoeopathic College & Hospital, Kitchlu Nagar, Civil Lines,  Ludhiana.  The complainant seeks information on 04 points.

Grounds  for  appeal :  



No response,  hence denial  of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :


The   complainant  has not filed  the  first appeal as per provision  of the RTI Act, 2005.   The complainant is advised  to file appeal to the First Appellate Authority for adjudication. 
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Decision.



Accordingly, 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: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B, 

Near Gurdwara,  Ludhiana – 141003.


      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.      


 

3.
Public Information Officer,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana.    
 




 
…Respondents 

 AC No. 394/2012

      ORDER 

Heard Via Video Conference  

Present :
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal,  appellant, in person, at Chandigarh.



Mr. Khushkaran Singh, DRA and Mr. Harbahjan  Lal, Clerk,



o/o D.C., for the Respondent.






 ----    



The appellant states that he went to the office of the  PIO-respondent  but  to no avail as no record was submitted for inspection and  the Respondent had been unable to respond  to the RTI application.



The PIO, Dr. Neeru Katyal Gupta, Addl. Deputy Commissioner (General) should be personally  present at the next date of hearing 




The case is adjourned   to 16.01.2013  at 11.00 A.M. to be heard at Chandigarh.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B,

Near Gurdwara,

 Ludhiana – 141003.




      
   …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO  No.131-132, Sector-17 C,

Chandigarh.

2.
First  Appellate  Authority, 

O/o  Director Local Govt., Punjab,

SCO No.131-132, Sector-17 C,

Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Ludhiana.    
 





…Respondents 

AC- 391/2012 and AC-393/2012 

 
      ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference.

Present :
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal,  appellant, in person, at Chandigarh.



Mr. Khushkaran Singh, DRA and Mr. Harbahjan  Lal, Clerk,



o/o D.C., for the Respondent.






 ----    



The appellant states that he went to the office of the  PIO-respondent  but  to no avail as no record was submitted for inspection and  the Respondent had been unable to respond  to the RTI application.



The PIO, Dr. Neeru Katyal Gupta, Addl. Deputy Commissioner (General) should be personally  present at the next date of hearing 




The case is adjourned   to 16.01.2013  at 11.00 A.M. to be heard at Chandigarh.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



        (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Ind. Area B, 

Near Gurudwara, 

Ludhiana – 141003.





   
        …Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana. 





 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1279/2012 

ORDER



Heard  via  video conference.

Present :
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.



Mr. Suresh Kumar, ASI, for the Respondents.






-----   



The information  in response to the RTI application  has not  yet been provided  by the PIO-Respondent and it has been inordinately delayed.



The PIO, Mr. Bhupati, DCP,  is directed to be personally present  to explain the delay  at the next date of hearing.




The case is adjourned   to 09.01.2013  at 11.00 A.M. to be heard  through video  conference  facility  of  NIC available in the office of  Deputy Commissioner,  Ludhiana.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



           (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Navneet Singh,

75 Nagar Nigam Colony ,

O/s Gilwali Gate,

Amritsar – 143001 





   
        …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar. 
         
   



             ..…Respondents

AC No.  1055/12 

ORDER 

Heard Via Video Conference 

Present: 
Mr. Naveen Singh, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 



The respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission despite that a show cause notice have already been issued to him.. The respondent has neither  bothered  to provide the information nor to respond the show cause notice which amounts to willful denial of information and total disregard to the directions of the Commission. 
 

The respondent-PIO Mr. Jiwan Bansal, EO should be personally present along with the reply of show-cause notice on the next date of hearing. 

 

The case is adjourned to  19.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard   at Chandigarh.

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Anil Kumar Sood, 

532/VII-4,

Gali No. 3, 

Kalan Harnam Shah, 

Dhab Wasti Ram, 

Amritsar.   
 


 



            …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

Manager, Gyan Ashram,

Education Society, 

(Senior Secondary School)

Outside Chattiwind Gate, 

Amritsar. 







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2768/12 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference
Present: 
Mr. Anil Kumar Sood, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 



None is present from the respondent office. One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide the requisite information before the next date of hearing.



The respondent-PIO is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 
 

The case is adjourned to 09.01.2013 at 11:00 AM to be heard   via video conference facility of NIC available in the office of DC Amritsar.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Kanta Rani,

W/o Sh. Chanchal Kumar, 

Shop no. 112,

Bazar no. 7, Main Bazar,

Ferozepur Cantt - 152001

 



            …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.  







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  2899/12 

ORDER

Heard Via Video Conference

 Present: 
Mr. Kanta Rani, complainant in person.

 

Mrs. Darshan Kaur, Registration Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

 
 
The representative of the respondent-PIO was totally oblivious facts of the case. He could not explain the reasons why he has not providing the requisite information. 

 

The respondent-PIO Mr. Gurmail Singh, ADC, General should personally present on the next date of hearing. 


PIO-Respondent Mr. Gurmail Singh, ADC General o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.


The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.

   

In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not 
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file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
 

 The case is adjourned to  19.12.2012 at 11.00 A.M. to be heard   at Chandigarh.

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Daljit Singh,

No. 114-C, Type IV (D.S.)

RCF Colony,

Kapurthala-144602.





   
        …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Gurdaspur 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.
 




 
     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1107/12 

ORDER 

Heard Via Video Conference 
Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Yash Pal, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The APIO has submitted during the last hearing that the complainant had been provided with the information and the appellant was given the last opportunity to point out deficiencies, if any. 
 

Since nothing contrary is heard from the appellant, it is assumed that he has satisfied with the information provided. 

 

Since the information stands provided 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: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Gurmeet Singh, 

S/o Late S. Sardool Singh, 

Vill – Talwandi Bharath, 

PO – Aliwal, 

Tehsil – Batala, 

Distt – Gurdaspur.  


 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Gurdaspur.  







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  3131/12 

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference

Present: 
Mr. Gurmeet Sigh, complainant in person.
Mr. Jagdeep Singh, Range Officer O/o Forest Deptt. on behalf of the  respondent. 



The complainant has not exhausted the proper channel before filing the second appeal in the Commission. 



It is noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.


 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Gurdapur.  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 within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


 
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 according to the application dated 06.08.2012 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.
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If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Gurmeet Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.

 

With the above observations, 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: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Channan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Karam Singh, 

R/o VPO – Kotli Harchanda, 

Distt – Gurdaspur. 


 



       …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Gurdaspur.  







          ..…Respondent

CC No.  3129/12 

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference
Present: 
Mr. Channan Singh, complainant in person.



Yash Pal, Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the respondent. 



The complainant has not exhausted the proper channel he before filing the second appeal in the Commission. 



It is noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.


 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Gurdapur.  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 within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


 
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 according to the application dated 07.09.2012 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 
If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Channan Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
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With the above observations, 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: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Arun Garg, 

S/o Sham Lal Garg, 

R/o # 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, 

P.O. – Lalton, 

Distt -  Ludhiana – 142022






   …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent, 

Central Jail,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintendent, 

Central Jail,

Ludhiana 




 
   
   ..…Respondents

AC No.  1398/12

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference 

Present: 
Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Gurpreet Singh, Central Jail Jalandhar, on behalf of the  respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
09.05.2012
PIO replied




:    
21.06.2012
First appeal filed



:    
12.07.2012 
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
03.10.2012
Information sought :-
 

Seeks information on seven related to medical treatment of the appellant when he was in the jail.
Grounds  for the first  appeal

 :
No response, hence denial of 
 






information.

Grounds  for the second  appeal
 :
No decision by FAA. 
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :

 

The respondent submits the information to the appellant during the course of hearing. The appellant is advised to point out deficiencies, if any during the next two three days. 


The respondent is directed to make up for the same before the next date of hearing.  
Decision :-
 

The case is adjourned to 26.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. 
 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Arun Garg, 

S/o Sham Lal Garg, 

R/o # 40, Central Town,

V. Daad, 

P.O. – Lalton, 

Distt -  Ludhiana – 142022






   …Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Superintendent, 

Central Jail,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintendent, 

Central Jail,

Ludhiana 




 

     ..…Respondents

AC No.  1397/12

ORDER
Heard Via Video Conference 
Present: 
Arun Garg, appellant in person.

Mr. Gurpreet Singh, Central Jail Jalandhar, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:    
09.05.2012
PIO replied




:    
05.07.2012
First appeal filed



:    
21.06.2012
First Appellate Authority’s order
:  
Nil 
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:    
03.10.2012
Information sought :- 
 

Seeks information on nine points on the provisions for admission of child in jail with grand mother , father grandfather , custody period of child in jail etc.
Grounds  for first  appeal 

: 
No response, hence denial of 
 






information. 


Grounds  for second  appeal 

: 
No response, information awaited 


  







Contd…2/-

-2-

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :- 
 

The respondent submits the information to the appellant during the course of hearing. The appellant is advised to point out deficiencies, within two three days. 


The respondent is directed to make up for the same before the next date of hearing.  

Decision :-

 

The case is adjourned to 26.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. 

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



     (Surinder Awasthi)
  


Dated: 12.12.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.
