STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Krishan Gopal Singla s/o Sh.Brij Lal,

Ward No. 16, B/190, Sangrur Road,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Inspector General of Police, Zonal,

Zone 1, Patiala.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2555 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Jaspinder Singh, Constable, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Krishan Gopal Singla, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding charging of Visa fee from foreigners. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 30-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 04-07-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 01-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 2063/RTI, dated 09.12.2016 from SSP Patiala vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present  without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector-76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Moga.








…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2459 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Jagraj Singh, Inspector, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri H.S.Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on 13 points regarding disclosing of RTI applications and appeals received and their responses, and decisions  in First Appeals, on the websites of the respective Departments.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 09-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 25-07-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the complainant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to some 
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other  engagements in the District Courts. He has further informed that no information 
has been supplied to him as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
4.

The respondent submits a written submission  dated 28.10.2016 from the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur vide which it has informed that no appeal has been filed in the office of First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Excise &Taxation Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send a copy of the first appeal to the First Appellate Authority, who is directed to decide the case after giving personal hearing to the appellant.

5.

Adjourned to  24.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ashok Kumar Joshi,

Shyam  Bhawan, Deewan Street,

Malerkotla-148023, Distt. Sangrur.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,  Sangrur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Baradari, Patiala.






…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2618 of 2016

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Ashok Kumar Joshi,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-01-2016 addressed to PIO sought action taken report on application, dated 23-11-2015,  under Section 182
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 01-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 02-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 02-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondents submits a letter No. 117/RTI, dated 14.12.2016 from SSP Sangrur  vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him on 09.11.2016. A copy of receipt taken from the appellant has also been sent, which has been taken on record. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mohammed Hanif,

Baldev Colony, (GTB Nagar), Nabha, Distt. Patiala.




…Appellant

                                    Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Superintendent of Police (D), Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Inspector General of Police, Zonal,

Zone (1), Patiala.






…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2646 of 2016.

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohammad Hanif, appellant, in person.
Shri Jaspal Singh, ASI; Shri Mewa Singh, H.C. and  Shri Jaspinder Singh
, Constable, on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Mohammed Hanniff,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-05-2016 addressed to PIO sought copies of action taken on FIR No. 14, dated 12-03-2016 in Police Station Sadar, Patiala. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  11-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 03-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  04-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 3004/RTI, dated 17.12.2016 from SSP-cum-PIO, Patiala vide which it has been informed that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that he has received some information but information regarding Points No. 1 and 2 is still pending. He points out the deficiencies in the provided information. Accordingly, respondent PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies point out by him, before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to 24.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mangal Singh s/o Sh.Kandhara Singh,

VPO: Bhangala, District:  Tarn Taran.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer (Operational),

PSPCL, Tarn Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Superintending Engineer, PSPCL,

Border Zone, Amritsar.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 2641 of 2016 

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Rakesh Kumar, SDO Amarkot, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Mangal Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 09-05-2016 addressed to PIO sought photocopies of Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 01-04-2014. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 18-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 03-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

3.

Today, the appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 20.12.2016 has been received from the appellant  informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

Shri Rakesh Kumar, SDO Amarkot, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submits that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. He makes a written submission to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available with them. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send this written submission to the appellant by registered post and a copy of the same is retained in the Commission file. 
5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village: Tura, PO: Kumbh,

Tehsil Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Amloh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2598 of 2016
Order

Present: 
Shri Gagandeep Singh Janjua, Appellant, in person. 



None for the respondents

Shri Gagandeep Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought copies of action taken report on his application dated 25/26-06-2014. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  17-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 30-07-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  02-08-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him 
as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents. However, a letter No. 394, dated 
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19.12.2016 has been received from First Appellate Authority-cum-Sub Divisional Magistrate, Amloh  seeking exemption from appearance as he,  being the Chairman of the Delimitation Board,  has to chair  a  meeting. He has requested to adjourn the case to a date after the poll in the light of  the ensuing Punjab Assembly Elections.  Accordingly, he is directed to supply the complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission as the RTI application  of the appellant is pending since 18.03.2016, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against the PIO. 
4.

Adjourned to  24.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Krishan Gopal Singla s/o Sh.Brij Lal,

Ward No. 16, B/190, Sangrur Road,

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Inspector General of Police, Zonal,

Zone 1, Patiala.






…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  2557 of 2016

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.



Shri Jaspinder Singh, Constable, on behalf of the respondents.
 
 

Shri Krishan Gopal Singla, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought information of charging fee for registration of foreign nationals. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  27-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 04-07-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on  01-08-2016 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 081.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 1863/RTI, dated 01.11.2016 from SSP Patiala vide which requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant is not present  without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlok Chand s/o Sh. Shiv Ram,

VPO: Sarna, Kulwala Mohalla, Ward No. 48,

Distt. Pathankot.






………….Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

City Division, Pathankot.






……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1397 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Tarlok Chand, Complainant,  in person.



None for the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 01-03-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Tarlok Chand,  sought attested copies of duty-record of Shri Tarlok Chand (lineman) for the period from 01-01-2005 to 30-09-2014.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tarlok Chand,   filed a complaint dated 20-07-2016 with the Commission, which was received in it on 27-07-2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 08.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the complainant without any intimation. Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the complainant within 20 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act will be initiated against him.
4.

Adjourned to  24.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-12-2016

                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO No. 88, New Rajinder Nagar,

Tehsil Road, Jalandhar.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2231 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.

Shri Sanjay Sehgal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 02-08-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on eight points regarding unauthorized construction of 42 rooms on the  backside of Hotel Indraprastha Palace.  

2.

The  case was last heard on 29.09.2016, when the appellant  was  not present. However, a letter dated 28.09.2016 was  received from him through e-mail informing that he was  unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He  further informed that provided information was incorrect and misleading. Accordingly, he was  directed to furnish the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. None was  present on behalf of the respondents  without any intimation. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant and explain the factual position of the case vis-à-vis reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 08.11.2016, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today again none is present on behalf of both the parties. However, a 
telephonic message has been received  from the appellant informing that he is not able 
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to attend hearing as he is busy in another case which is to be heard through Video Conferencing. He has requested to adjourn the instant  case to some other date. Despite the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, the PIO is not present without any intimation. Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to him to supply complete information to the appellant  within  25 days, under intimation to the Commission and explain reasons for delay in person on the next date of hearing failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
4.

A copy of the order is forwarded to Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Jalandhar to ensure the compliance of the orders.
5.

Adjourned to  24.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









 














Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
CC:

Regional Deputy Director,



REGISTERED


Local Government, Jalandhar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harpreet Singh,

# 355, Jassian Road, GT Road side,

Friends Colony, Ludhiana- 141008.





…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o PSPCL, Focal Point,

Ludhiana- 141010.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Chief Engineer, PSPCL,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana- 141001.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2152 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Gursatinder Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Harpreet Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-12-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information on eight points for the works undertaken during the tenure of Shri Rajinder (J.E.) till date.

2.

The case was last heard on 29.09.2016, when the appellant was  not present. However, a letter dated 29.09.2016 was  received from him through e-mail informing that misleading reply has been provided for  Paras 4 & 5. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to point out specific  deficiencies in the provided information in detail  to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission, failing which case would  be closed. The case was adjourned to 08.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent submits that complete information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 7313, dated 07.11.2016 after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. He submits a copy of provided information, which is taken on record. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar,

61, FF, Saraswati Vihar, 

Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.





………Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1248 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Mohinder Jaggi, Senior Assistant, office of Improvement Trust Jalandhar,  on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated nil  addressed to the respondent, Shri Raj Kumar sought various information/ documents regarding three transformers installed in Shri Ram Vatika Apartment Complex.

2.

Today, the complainant is not present without any intimation. The respondent informs that complete information has been supplied to the complainant vide letters No. 2769, dated 20.9.2016 and No. 4210, dated 04.10.2016. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

3.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not 
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been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

4.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

5.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20.12.2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Piyush Gagneja, Advocate,

Room No. 21, New Bar Complex,

High Court of Punjab & Haryana, Chandigarh.




…Appellant


                         Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Engineer, DS division,

PSPCL, Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Superintending Engineer,

DS Circle, PSPCL, Bathinda.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  2412 of 2016

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Additional SDO,  PSPCL, Mansa, on behalf of the respondents. 
 
Shri Piyush Gagneja  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding  Shri Gurjant Singh, retired Lineman.

2.

The case was last heard on 04.10.2016, when  Shri Parampal Singh, Additional S.E., PSPCL, Mansa, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that requisite information had  been supplied to the appellant by registered post vide letter No. 24099, dated 23.09.2016. The appellant was  not present without any intimation. Therefore, he was   directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 08.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent submits that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant and no observations have been received from him. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

District Courts, Sector: 76,

S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).



          
         

  …..Complainant
               Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.




………Respondent

Complaint   Case No. 2498 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant. 
Shri Amardeep Singh, Clerk,   on behalf of respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 21.09.2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri               H. S. Hundal sought various information/documents regarding Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217.

2.

Today, the complainant is not present. However, a telephonic message has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to some other  engagements in the District Courts. 
3.

The respondent submits that requisite complete information has already been supplied to the complainant. In case the complainant is not satisfied, his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) – Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another,  in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal 
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available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-12-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
