STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Avtar Singh,

H.No.703, Sector:69, Mohali.
                                                                                                                      --------Appellant


                                 
     Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator,

GMADA, Mohali.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Administrator,

GMADA, Mohali.
                                                                                                      -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3660 of 2016

Present :  
(i) Sh. Avtar Singh, the appellant.


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Sukhpal Singh, A.E.
ORDER

The RTI application is dated 18.05.2016 vide which the appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority (hereinafter FAA) on 30.06.2016 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on 08.11.2016 under Section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 (hereinafter RTI Act).

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 28.12.2016 in the Commission.
3.
The appellant states that no information has been provided to him by the respondent till date.

4.
The respondent files reply to the Notice of the Commission with a copy to the appellant.  

5.
The appellant is advised to go through the same and revert back to the authorities, in case of any deficiency found in the information, so provided.  On receipt of the rebuttal, the respondents are directed to remove the deficiencies before the next date of hearing.

Contd…p-2

Appeal Case No. 3660 of 2016

6.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Jasneet Kohli,

H.No.3108, Phase-7,

Mohali.

           






    
--------Complainant.




            

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

GMADA, Mohali.
                                                                             


-------Respondents

Complaint Case No.  1644 of 2016

Present :  
 (i) Sh. Davinder Singh Kohli, on behalf of the complainant.


(ii) Sh. Sukhpal Singh, A.E on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 22.11.2016 vide which the respondent was directed to file proper point-wise that how did he dealt with the RTI application. 

2.
Sh. Davinder Singh Kohli is appearing on behalf of the complainant and states that no response has been given by the respondent till date.

 3.
The respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.  Copy of the same is handed over to the representative of the complainant. 

4.
The attention of the complainant is drawn to the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos.10787 – 10788 of 2011 titled Chief Information Commissioner and Another Vs. State of Manipur and Another (arising out of SLP © No.32768-32769/2010) wherein it has been held that while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners 

Contd…p-2

Complaint Case No.  1644 of 2016
have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.  As per the above decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, the Information Commission has a power to receive and enquire into the complaint of any person who  has been refused access to any information requested under this Act (section 18 (1)(b)} or has been given incomplete, misleading or false information under the Act (Section 18(1)(e) or has not been given a response to a request for information or access to information within time limits specified under the Act (Section 18(1)(c)).

5.
In the complaint cases, it is to be seen whether the intention of the respondent-PIO is clear or not. In this case, the complainant has filed her RTI on 12.05.2016 but till today, the respondent has not filed any formal reply even after the directions of the Commission during the last hearing. 

6.
Last opportunity is given to the respondent to file point-wise formal reply that how the respondent-PIO have dealt with the RTI application of the complainant. This reply be filed on the next date of hearing. 
7.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30AM.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Dated : 28.12.2016
 ( S.S. Channy)


                                                                                Chief Information Commissioner
                        
 
Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Karamjit Singh

s/o Sh. Jagir Singh

r/o Village Kham, PO Palheri

Tehsil Khara, Distt. Mohali 

             






    
--------Appellant




            

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Kharar.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Kharar, Distt. Mohali
                                                                               


-------Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2331 of 2016
Present :  
 (i) Sh.Karamjit Singh, the appellant


(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Harinderjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Kharar and Sh. Manoj Kumar, Jr. Assistant

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.11.2016 vide which respondent was directed to bring original record i.e. (i) original vasika no. 52 of 1996 (ii) Registry fees pasted and deposited alongwith vasika in the concerned register (iii) concerned Intkal, in the Commission.
2.
The appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided by the respondent because there is a discrepancy of date in the registration of sale deed document and the date of actual certification thereof.

3.       Sh. Harinderjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Kharar and Sh. Manoj Kumar, Jr. Assistant are appearing on behalf of the respondents and state that they have brought the original registers. They further state that the sale deed No. 52 was registered on 08.04.1996 and not on 04.04.1996 and that complete information has been provided to the appellant.
Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 2331 of 2016

4.
After hearing both the parties, it is ascertained that the information sought by the appellant has been provided by the respondent. From the original register, it is clear that correct date of registration of Vasika No. 52 is 08.04.1996 and that due to clerical mistake it has been mentioned as 04.04.1996 and the information has accordingly been provided to the appellant. The perusal of the file shows that the appellant has already received the same information in the Court of Hon'ble former SIC, Sh. Parveen Kumar in AC: 1676 of 2015 and in the Court of former SIC Sh. H.P.S Mann in AC: 2020 of 2015.
5.
Since, the information, as available on record, has been provided to the appellant, the appeal case is hereby disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016





        (S.S. Channy)









  Chief Information Commissioner
                        




            Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Mohali -160059


             






    
--------Appellant




            

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District and Session Judge, Judicial Complex,

Roopnagar

First Appellate Authority

o/o District and Session Judge,

Roopnagar

Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Engineer

Provincial Division, PWD (B&R)

SAS Nagar

                                                                               


-------Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2457 of 2016

Present :  
 (i) Sh.H.S Hundal, the appellant

(ii) Sh. J.S. Sidhu, SDE and Sh. Kuljit Singh,  Jr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.11.2016 vide which respondents were directed to file appropriate reply.
2.
Sh. J.S.Sidhu, SDE is appearing on behalf of the respondent files the reply as directed during the last hearing. 

3.
Appellant states that a copy of reply has been given to him by hand today in the Commission and requests that a short adjournment may be given to him to file his rebuttal. 

4.
On the request of the appellant, one opportunity is given to the appellant to file rebuttal, if any, before the next date of hearing with a copy to the respondent. The matter to come up now on 31.01.2017 at 11.30 AM.
Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 2457 of 2016
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016




         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Achru Bansal,

Journalist Punjabi Jagran,

State Bank Street, Samana

District Patila
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Dean Academic

Punjabi University, Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Vice Chancellor

Punjabi University, Patiala 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3597 of 2016
Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant



(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which respondents were directed to provide information free of cost to the appellant.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 31747 dated 26.02.2016 that he is unable to attend today's hearing due to attack on account of diabetic problem. 

3.
During the last hearing, respondents were directed to provide information free of cost to the appellant. But today it is observed that the respondent has sent information to the Commission office vide diary no. 31975 dated 27.12.2016 but has not sent the same to the appellant. 

4.
Respondent is again directed to send complete information to the appellant free of cost through registered post within ten days. The appellant is advised to revert back to the authorities in case he is not satisfied with the information. On receipt of the deficiencies, the respondents are directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

Contd…P-2
Appeal Case No. 3597 of 2016

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016




         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Achru Bansal,

Journalist Punjabi Jagran,

State Bank Street, Samana

District Patiala
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Punjabi University, Patiala 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3594 of 2016
Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 



(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which the appellant was advised to point out the deficiency in the information, if any, and the respondent was directed to remove the pointed out deficiency before the next date of hearing.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 31745 dated 26.02.2016 that he is unable to attend today's hearing due to attack on account of diabetic problem. 

3.
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate states that the information pertaining to deficiencies pointed out by the appellant has been sent to him on 26.12.2016.

4.
Respondents are again directed to send the same to the appellant through registered post. Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case, failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the response of the respondent.
Contd…P-2

Appeal Case No. 3594 of 2016

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016




         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Achru Bansal,

Journalist Punjabi Jagran,

State Bank Street, Samana

District Patila
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Dean Academic

Punjabi University, Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Vice Chancellor

Punjabi University, Patiala 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3596 of 2016
Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant



(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which respondents were directed to provide information free of cost to the appellant.

2.
Appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 31748 dated 26.12.2016 that he is unable to attend today's hearing due to attack on account of diabetic problem. 

3.
During the last hearing, respondents were directed to provide information free of cost to the appellant. But today it is observed that the respondent has sent information to the Commission office vide diary no. 31977 dated 27.12.2016 but has not sent the same to the appellant. 

4.
Respondent is again directed to send complete information to the appellant free of cost through registered post within ten days. The appellant is advised to revert back to the authorities in case he is not satisfied with the information. On receipt of the deficiencies, the respondents are directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

Contd….P-2

Appeal Case No. 3596 of 2016

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016




         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. N.B.Bansal, Advocate

Chamber No. 169, Opposite Mini Secretariat

Patiala - 147001
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o  Punjabi University

Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Punjabi University

Patiala 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3595 of 2016
Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant



(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which the respondent was directed to give copy of DDR dated 09.08.2016 to the appellant qua the information.

2.
Today, appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 31744 dated 26.12.2016 that he is unable to attend today's hearing due to attack on account of diabetic problem. 

3.
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate is appearing on behalf of the University states that the information has already been provided to the appellant.

4.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case, failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the response of the respondent.

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016




         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Ms. Paramjit Kaur,

W/o Sh. Jagjit Singh,

H.NO.991, Jagraon Patti,

Village:Malak Jargraon,

Ludhiana.

                                                                                                                        --------Appellant


                                                      Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

S.Govt., College of Science Education

And Research, Jagraon.

First Appellate Authority

O/o DPI (Colleges), Punjab,

SCO:66-67, Sector:17/C,

Chandigarh.


                                                                                                        -------Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 3472 of 2016

Present: 
None for the parties 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which the appellant was advised to file rebuttal.

2.
A letter has been received from the respondent vide Commission diary no. 37893 dated 27.12.2016 alongwith acknowledgment given by the appellant in token of having received the information. 
3.
Moreover, appellant has also informed on telephone that she is satisfied with the information provided.

4.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016




         (S.S. Channy)









    Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          

   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Phone: 0172-4630050-51

Sh. Achru Bansal,

Journalist Punjabi Jagran,

State Bank Street, Samana

District Patiala
……Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar

Punjabi University, Patiala 

First Appellate Authority

o/o Vice Chancellor

Punjabi University, Patiala 
…..Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3600 of 2016
Present :  
(i) None is present on behalf of the appellant 



(ii) For the respondent- Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate 

ORDER
This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 29.11.2016 vide which the appellant was advised to point out the deficiency in information on point no. 5 within 15 days and the respondent was directed to remove the deficiency before the next date of hearing. 

2.
Today, appellant is absent. He has sent a letter vide Commission diary no. 31746 dated 26.12.2016 that he is unable to attend today's hearing due to attack on account of diabetic problem. 

3.
Sh. Vikrant Sharma, Advocate appearing on behalf of the University states that the information pertaining to point no. 5 has already been provided to the appellant.

4.
Last opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case, failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the response of the respondent.

Contd…p-2

Appeal Case No. 3600 of 2016

5.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 08.02.2017 at 11.30 AM.

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 28.12.2016





         (S.S. Channy)









  Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
   Punjab
