STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi, Advocate,

# 18, Gian Market, Opp: Ramgarhia Guruduwara,

Miller Ganj, GT Road, Ludhiana.

…Appellant.


                                        Versus

 The Public Information Officer,





 Office of the Advocate General, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

FAA:  The Advocate General, Punjab,

Chandigarh.









…Respondent

AC No. 2366 of 2013

Date of hearing:1.7.2014
Date of decision:1.7.2014

Public Authority: Advocate General, Punjab, Chandigarh.

Present: -
Shri Anil Tewari on behalf of Shri Tarlochan Singh Sethi, Advocate, 

                      the appellant


Shri Sandeep Singh, Assistant Advocate General, Punjab,



on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:
 

At the last date of hearing on 1.4.2014 the respondent had filed written reply and a copy of the same was also provided to the appellant at the time of hearing. The appellant sought time to peruse the same and accordingly, the case was adjourned for today. Today the appellant is not present, however Shri Anil Tewari present on behalf of the appellant, states that the case may be decided on merits as no further submission has to be made by the appellant. The appellant has sent a letter dated 24.6.2014 which is taken on record. In this letter the appellant has prayed to quash the order dated 31.7.2013 passed by FAA. The respondent submits that his submission dated 1.4.2014 contains complete 
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facts of the case and he further submits that the First Appellate Authority has passed the order dated 31.7.2013 which is based on record and further, complete information as available in the record of the respondent, already stands supplied to the appellant. The respondent further submits that in his appeal before the FAA, the appellant did not allege that the information provided with respect to Appeal No. 275 of 2011 was  incorrect and misleading. The respondent further submits that the appellant was also the counsel in both the cases 275/11 and 276/11 and entire proceedings took place in his presence, in the VAT Tribunal. The respondent submits that instead of applying certified copy of proceedings from VAT Tribunal, the appellant has asked the information from the respondent. The appellant further submits that the information sought by the appellant in his RTI applications dated 20.9.2013 and 8.6.2013 essentially relates to the contents of the judicial record of the statutory authority under the Punjab VAT Act, i.e. the VAT Tribunal which passed orders in Appeal Nos. 275 & 276 of 2011, therefore the appellant ought to have applied for certified copies of the orders of the said Tribunal which is the custodian of the judicial record, instead of asking for the information from the office of the Advocate General Punjab. 
                       In view of the submission of the respondent and the fact that the information as available in the record of the respondent already stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.







       (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 01.07.2014      
           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Sharma,

President, 

Parsu Ram Sena, Head Office,

Parsu Ram Sena, Banga Road,

Phagwara.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office the Municipal Corporation,

Phagwara.





                                  …Respondent

Complaint Case No.3958 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Sanjeev Kumar complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the response given by the respondent in his written reply. The PIO, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Phagwara is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 
2.

To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11;00 AM. 

.








  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 01.07.2014

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Sharma,

President, 

Parsu Ram Sena, Head Office,

Parsu Ram Sena, Banga Road,

Phagwara.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

 The Public Information Officer,

 Office the Municipal Corporation,

Phagwara.





                                  …Respondent

Complaint Case No.3959 of 2013

Present: -
Shri Sanjeev Kumar complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:



The complainant states that he is not satisfied with the response given by the respondent in his written reply. The PIO, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Phagwara is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 

2.

To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11;00 AM. 

.








  (Narinderjit Singh)

Dated: 01.07.2014

                 State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
S. Gurbax Singh, Premier Complex,

Village Nichi Mangli, PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.








                       …Complainant

Versus

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Bathinda.





                       ….Respondent

CC No. 1120of 2012 

Present:          None on behalf of the complainant.

  Shri Nishant Joshi, Operator, office of DTO, Bathinda on   behalf     

  of the respondent.

Order:



At the last date of hearing on 1.4.2014 both Sh. Bhupinder Singh, PCS, SDM, Moga presently working as Assistant Commissioner (Grievances) Ludhiana and Sh. B.M.Singh, PCS (under suspension) came present. The Complainant was not present. Shri Bhupinder Singh, PCS had stated that he had recently been transferred from the post of Sub Divisional Magistrate, Moga and had joined as Assistant Commissioner (Grievances), Ludhiana and remained busy in his duty relating to general elections and so he could not prepare written explanation. Shri B.M.Singh, PCS had stated that he was under suspension and a police case was registered against him relating to the office of DTO, Bathinda. He stated that he has been advised by his counsel not to visit the office of the DTO, Bathinda during the pendency of the case and he had requested that DTO, Bathinda be asked to make available the record relating to this case to him so that he could file written reply  based on the record. The DTO, Bathinda was directed to provide access to the relevant record to Shri B.M.Singh, PCS, in the office of the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Accordingly, both the above named officers were given another opportunity to file written explanations by 1.7.2014.



Today Sh. Bhupinder Singh, PCS, SDM, Moga now Asstt.Commissioner (Grievances), Ludhiana and  Sh.B.M.Singh, PCS (US)  are not present. Both these officers are issued show cause notice as to why penalty may not be imposed upon them under the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. Both the above officers are given a last opportunity to be personally present at the next date of hearing as an opportunity to be heard before imposition of penalty failing which exparte decision shall be taken. 

 

To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11.00 AM.

 (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated: 01.07.2014                             State Information Commissioner 

CC:

A copy of the above order is sent to the Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat Chandigarh with the direction that presence of both the above mentioned officers be ensured in this Commission at the next date of hearing.i.e 20.8.2014.
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Ravinder Singh 

S/O Sh. Balwant Singh,

H.No.986, Near Hotel Dev,




Complainant.

Main Bazaar, Moga.
        


                                        Versus

The Public Information Officer,



…Respondent

Office of the Modern Central Jail,

Faridkot.












CC-2317 of 2013

Present: 

None on behalf of the complainant.




None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:




The respondent as well as the complainant is not present.  The PIO Shri Prem Kumar Garg, Deputy Superintendent, Modern Central Jail, Faridkot is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing failing which this Commission shall be constrained to issue bailable warrant under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005..
                                 To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11.00 AM.

                                                                        (Narinderjit Singh) 

Dated: 01.07.2014                            State Information Commissioner 

                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Vipan Kumar S/O Krishan Kumar,

# 319,  Ward No. 24,

New Abadi,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.   




…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the  Additional  Deputy Commissioner,

Khanna,

District Ludhiana.

.






                                    ….Respondent.

Complaint Case  No.181 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Vipan Kumar, complainant.



Shri Gurmit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Khanna on behalf of the 
                      respondent.

ORDER



 At the last date of hearing on 2.4.2014 the respondent had filed written reply which was taken on record. The complainant had stated that he was not satisfied with the written reply as there was no PIO appointed in the office of ADC, Khanna. The Additional Deputy Commissioner, Khanna was directed to depute an officer in this Commission on the next date of hearing with his written response relating to the submission of the complainant.


Today Shri Gurmit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Khanna came present on behalf of the respondent, however, no response regarding the submission of the complainant has been filed by the Additional Deputy Commissioner, Khanna. The complainant states that he has faced harassment and detriment due to delay in providing response by the Additional Deputy Commissioner, Khanna and therefore he may be compensated. Accordingly the Public Authority i.e. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Khanna is directed to pay an amount of Rs. 5000/- through bank draft to the complainant, on account of harassment and detriment suffered by him. The respondent is also directed to file the written submission in compliance with the order of this Commission dated 2.4.2014 within 10 days time.


To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
DATED:1.7.2014



(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nazar Singh S/O Sh. Joginder Singh,

Vill: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana..

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the  Block & Development Officer-II,

Ludhiana..






                                    ….Respondent.






                                    …

Complaint Case  No.199 of 2014  

Date of hearing:1.7.2014

Date of decision:1.7.2014

Public Authority: The  Block & Development Officer-II,Ludhiana..

Present:-
Shri Nazar Singh, complainant.



Shri Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the 
                      respondent.

ORDER





In compliance to the order of this Commission dated 2.4.2014, the respondent has filed letter No. 1848/RTI dated 7.4.2014. The respondent submits that copy of this letter has also been provided to the complainant. The complainant states that although he has received a copy of the written reply, however information relating to Para No.2 of his RTI application has not been provided. The respondent submits that the complainant has not mentioned number and date of the Resolution passed by the Panchayat relating to the information asked for in Para No. 2 of the application. The complainant states that he is not aware of the number and date of the Resolution, however, the same was passed in the year 2013. The respondent submits that no such Resolution was passed in the year 2013. The PIO is directed to confirm in writing the above stated position to the complainant within 10 days time. 

With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.

DATED:1.7.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nazar Singh S/O Sh. Joginder Singh,

Vill: Gobindgarh, PO: Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana..

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the  Block & Development Officer-II,

Ludhiana..






                                    ….Respondent.






                                    …

Complaint Case  No.200 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Nazar Singh, complainant.



Shri Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the 
                      respondent.

ORDER



At the last date of hearing, the PIO was directed to file written reply within 10 days time and a copy of the same be also sent to the complainant. The PIO has filed written reply vide letter dated 7.4.2014 however the same does not contain information asked for by the complainant in his RTI request. The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing and to file his reply in this regard within 10 days time. 


To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:1.7.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Naib Singh S/O Sh. Mewa Singh,

Janta Colony, VPO: Gill,

Teh. & Distt. Ludhiana.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the  Block & Development Officer-I,

Ludhiana..






                                    ….Respondent.






                                    …

Complaint Case  No.222 of 2014

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant. 



Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, office of BDPO Ludhiana-1 
                      on behalf  of the respondent. 
ORDER
The respondent has filed written reply vide letter dated 30.5.2014 which is taken on record. The respondent submits that a copy of the written reply has already been sent to the complainant. The complainant is not present, therefore as a last opportunity to the complainant, to raise his objection, if any, the case is adjourned to 20.8.2014 


To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:1.7.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Shailendra Jain S/O 

Sh. Gulshan Kumar Jain,

R/O: Opposite to House of  J.K.Thakur,

Ex-116, Basant Vihar, Street No. 4,

Noorwala Road, Ludhiana.

                             





…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the  Tehsildar (West),

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.





                                    ….Respondent.






                                    …

Complaint Case  No.225 of 2014

Present: -
None on behalf of the complainant 



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

The respondent as well as the complainant is not present. The PIO, Tehsildar (West), Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing. 


To come up on 20.8.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

DATED:1.7.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Nirmal Singh S/O Sh. Bir Singh,

VPO: Sarwali, Tehsil: Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.    
                         





…Appellant.





Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the  Forest Range Officer,

Aliwal,

Distt. Gurdaspur.
FAA: Office of the District Forest Officer,

Gurdaspur.





                                                  ….Respondent.   
Appeal Case  No.306 of 2014

Date of hearing:1.7.2014

Date of decision:1.7.2014

Public Authority: District Forest Officer,Gurdaspur.
Present:-
Shri Nirmal Singh, appellant.


Shri Wilbert Samsol, DFO, Gurdaspur and Shri Jarnail Singh, 
                      Range Officer, Aliwal on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER

                      The PIO has filed written reply vide letter dated 27.6.2014. The respondent submits that a copy of written reply has already been provided to the appellant. The appellant confirms that he has received a copy of the written reply. The respondent in his reply has submitted that information asked for by the appellant is third party information and the same cannot be supplied. The PIO further submits that APIO had earlier asked the appellant to deposit an amount of Rs.24495/-  as cost of supplying the information. The PIO submits that the appellant has failed to deposit the above amount. The PIO however submits that 
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he would provide personal information relating to the appellant, free of cost. Accordingly, the appellant agrees to visit the office of the PIO on the mutually suited date on 22nd July, 2014 during office hours and the PIO would provide copies of the information relating to the appellant. 


Accordingly the case is disposed of and closed.
DATED:1.7.2014




(NARINDERJIT SINGH)






 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER

