STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road, Industrial Area-B,


Near Gurdwara, Ludhiana-141003.





…Appellant







Versus 




1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab,  Sector-34, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab,  Sector-34,  Chandigarh.




……..Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  855 of 2012

Order
In this case, information was sought by the appellant regarding his complaint against Dr. B.L. Kapur Hospital. During hearing on 21.11.2012, a Show-Cause Notice was issued to the PIO for the delay in the supply of information. On 12.12.2012 a compensation of Rs. 2000/- was awarded to the appellant. On11.04.2013, the respondent handed over a Demand Draft No. 316148 dated 09.04.2013 for Rs. 2000/- as compensation to the appellant in the court
 and the case was reserved.
2.

The PIO submitted vide letter dated 24.01.2013 that the Show-Cause Notice was not addressed to the PIO by name and therefore it could not reach  him. The PIO explained reasons for delay in the supply of information personally. The appellant informed that complete information had not been supplied to him whereas the PIO submitted that the information available on record had been supplied. 
3.

Since the information available on record had been supplied and compensation amount of Rs. 2000/- had been paid to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 




 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-A,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Municipal Corporation, Zone-A,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents









Appeal Case  No.  1707 of 2012

Order
In this case, the appellant sought Action Taken Report  on 3 points vide RTI application dated 23.08.2012 regarding complying  with the directions issued by Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  in COCP No. 1299 of 2009(O & M) under Paragraphs 9(b) & (c). Some information was supplied to the appellant by APIO, Zone-A vide letter No. 3100/ATP/A, dated 26.09.2012. Having not received  complete information, the appellant filed First Appeal  with  the First Appellant Authority -cum-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 01.10.2012. Again some information was supplied by the APIO/PIO vide letters No. 134/ATPB, dated 05.10.2012; No. 369/APIO-C/DRG, dated 10.10.2012;  No. 3224/ATRO, dated 10.10.2012 and No. 1429/ATRO/RTI/D, dated 10.10.2012. Having not fully satisfied with the provided information, the appellant filed second appeal with the Commission on 21.11.2012 and the case was fixed for hearing on 26.02.2013. Before first hearing on 26.02.2013, some more information was supplied by the APIOs of Zone-A and Zone-B vide letters dated 16.01.2013. 
2.

On the first hearing on 26.02.2013 in the Commission, the respondents assured that remaining information will be sent  within a week’s time by registered post. 
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Since no one was present on behalf of PIO of Zone-D, Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS, Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-D, Ludhiana was issued a Show-Cause Notice for imposing penalty. After that, some more information was supplied to the appellant by the APIO of Zone-A, Zone-B and Zone-D vide letters dated 26/27-02-2013.
3.

During hearing on 16.04.2013 while observing  that no reply to the Show-Cause Notice was received from Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS,  one last opportunity was afforded to her to submit response to Show-Cause Notice issued to her whereas reply dated 10.04.2013  had already been received in the Commission  vide Diary No. 9033, dated 15.04.2013 from her.  The case was adjourned to 08.05.2013. On   08.05.2013 a written submission dated 07.05.2013 was received from Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS and  the order was reserved.  
4.

In this case, following information was sought by the appellant:-
(1)
Please provide the information regarding the total number of matter reported to the local police by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
(2)
Please provide the information regarding  the total number of encroachers on whom penalty of Rs. 500/- per day has been imposed by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
(3)
Please provide the information regarding the total number of encroachers on whom penalty not less than Rs. 10,000/- per week has been imposed by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
5.

A perusal of the sought information very clearly reveals that no  documents, available in the record, have been asked for by the appellant but certain  statistical figures have been sought which could  be made available by searching the record, which was  a time consuming process.  Even then the information was supplied to the appellant by the APIOs of different Zones regularly after collecting from the field.  No malafide or complacency on the part of the PIOs has come  to the notice of the Commission. So far as the issue of Show-Cause Notice to Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS, is 
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concerned, it was issued on the very first hearing in the Commission as none was present from Zone-D but  reply to the same was received in the Commission before the next date of hearing stating clearly that the entire information had already been supplied to the appellant. However it was observed otherwise inadvertently.  
6.

After going through the documents placed on record  vis-à-vis the reply to the Show Cause Notice received from Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS, the then Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana,  Commission  arrives at the conclusion that the information, though not available in the material form,   was supplied to the appellant regularly without any complacency and reply to the Show-Cause Notice was also not delayed. However, the delay occurred in the supply of information was rather procedural but no intentional. Since no malafide on the part of the PIO is proved and the information stands provided,  the Show-Cause Notice issued to Ms. Isha Kalia, IAS, is hereby dropped and the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2017       


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karandeep Singh,

7, Indira Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana- 3.









…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



…Respondents
.











Appeal Case  No.  1750 of 2012

Order


In this case, the information was sought by the appellant on 5 points pertaining to sealing orders issued against various buildings & other related matters in Zone-A since January, 2002.
2.

During hearing on 30.01.2013, the respondent informed that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant. Accordingly, the appellant was advised to file his objections, if any, to the information provided, with the respondent, who shall thereafter, within a fortnight, remove the same. 

3.

On 20.03.2013, a Show-Cause Notice was issued to the PIO to explain reasons for delay in the supply of the information to the appellant and he was also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing. 
4.

On 09.05.2013, the PIO explained in detail the reasons for delay and consequently it was observed that no malafide was proved on the part of the PIO. After hearing both the parties, the  order was reserved. 

5.

Since no malafide is proved on the part of the PIO for the delay in the supply of information, the Show-Cause Notice issued to the PIO is dropped. Besides,  no observations have been received from the appellant on the provided information, which shows that he is satisfied with the provided information.

6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 




 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03-01-2017          


          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, Advocates Chambers, 

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District & Sessions Judge,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District & Sessions Judge,

Patiala.







…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1627 of 2012

Order
In this case the information was sought by the appellant relating to a complaint made by Shri Harsharanbir Singh dated 123.07.2012 to the Hon’ble Acting Chief Justice of Punjab and Haryana High Court and to the District and Sessions Judge Patiala for not supplying the judgement dated 12.07.2012on the same day in case FIR No. 68 dated 05.09.02 P.S. Vigilance Bureau Patiala decided on 12.07.2012 in which conviction orders were passed by the Hon’ble Special lJudge Patiala Shri K. C. Gupta. 
2.

During hearing on 18.07.2013, it was observed that the directions of the Commission had duly been complied with by the respondents and that complete information as per RTI application of the appellant stood provided by the respondent to the appellant. It was however, noted that action taken on the representation submitted by the appellant on 04.11.2012, had  still not been provided to him by the respondent for which one more opportunity was afforded.
3.

On 22.08.2013 the appellant was not present. The respondent submitted that even the remainder information had been provided to the appellant vide letter No. 
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4615, dated 27.07.2013, a copy whereof was placed on record. However, the appellant vide his communication dated 22.08.2013 sought adjournment. 
4.

On 30.10.2013, the appellant was again not present without any intimation. The respondent reiterated the  earlier stand that the complete information as per RTI application dated 13.08.2012 stood provided to the appellant. Submission of the respondent were taken on record and the order was reserved.
5.

Since the information available on record stands provided to the appellant and no observations have been received from the appellant, which shows  that he is satisfied with the provided information. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Mohinder Pal Kaur,

House No. 102, Sector 125,

Gulmohar Complex, SAS Nagar (Mohali).




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17A, Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh.





…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2530 of 2013

Order



In this case, Mrs. Mohinder Pal Kaur vide RTI application dated 04.09.2013 sought photocopies of all the pages  of file in respect of Plot No. D-140, Phase-7, Industrial Area, Mohali since the allotment of the plot till date of application i.e. 04.09.2013. 
2.

During hearing on 26.02.2014, Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO submitted two affidavit, one from Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO and other from Shri Ram Dutt Khulbe, Senior Assistant-cum-Record Keeper and Shri Vijay Gupta, Senior Assistant-cum-Dealing Assistant in which they have stated that the photo copy of entire correspondence file of Industrial Plot No. D-140, Phase:VII, Focal Point was supplied to her vide letter No. PSIEC/APIO/RTI/13/9784, dated 15.11.2013. . They have further stated that the information as available on official record has been supplied to the appellant and nothing has been kept confidential as such. Ld. Counsel for the appellant stated that the affidavits submitted by the respondents were completely false as he had some documents in his possession relating to the said plot which are not available in the original file brought by the respondents. 
Contd……p/2

AC -  2530 of 2013


-2-

3.

On 22.07.2014 Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed the Commission that the following documents had not been supplied to the appellant as they were missing in the record of PSIEC:-


(1)
The original lease deed



(2)
Show-Cause Notice that is sent prior to cancellation of plot


(3)
GPA of either J.P. Gupta or Amrit Gupta



(4)
Building Plan, the revised Plan and the sanctioned Plan.

Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply the above mentioned documents to the appellant within 30 days and in case these were missing in their record then an FIR be lodged with the Police. 

4.

On 26.11.2014, it was observed that despite the clear cut directions issued by the Commission, no action had been taken so far against the then delinquent officials responsible for the loss of relevant file/record nor an FIR had been lodged with the police to locate the missing record. Ld. Counsel for the appellant submitted that suitable compensation be awarded to the appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by her. Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 6000/- was awarded to the appellant.
5.

On 06.01.2015, Ld. Counsel for the appellant informed that compensation amount of Rs. 6000/- had been paid to the appellant. Shri Amrik Singh, Superintendent –cum-APIO, submitted a copy of letter No. PSIEC/Estate/10455-458, dated 05.01.2015 addressed to S.H.O., Police Station,  Sector: 17, Chandigarh from Estate Officer-1, PSIEC, Chandigarh to register an FIR for the loss of fie pertaining to Industrial Plot No. D-140, Phase-VII, Focal Point, Mohali, a copy of which was handed over to Ld. Counsel for the appellant. Accordingly, it was directed that a copy of FIR be supplied to the appellant as well as to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 04.03.2015, when none was present and the order  was reserved.
6.

A copy of DDR for the loss of file pertaining to Industrial Plot No. D-140,
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Phase-7, Focal Point Mohali issued by ASI, Police Post: Neelam Cinema Sector: 17, Chandigarh was supplied to the appellant as well as to the Commission vide letter No. PSIEC/APIO/RTI/14/17511, dated 11.02.2015. 
7.

Since the information, available on record, vis-à-vis a copy of DDR stands  supplied to the appellant and compensation amount of Rs. 6000/- has been  paid to the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed. 







 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03.01.2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh s/o Sh. Baldev Singh,

Village: Surajpur, PO: Kale Majra,

District: Patiala.







……….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Officer (Commercial),

PSPCL, Nabha, Distt. Patiala.





……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1067 of 2016

ORDER
Present:

None for the complainant.


Er. Ashok Sharma, SDO, Sub-Urban Sub Division, Nabha on behalf of the     respondent. 




Vide RTI application dated 08-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasvir Singh sought information regarding Motor Account No. AP-38-561 and two others. 
2.           Er. Ashok Sharma, SDO, Sub-Urban Sub Division, Nabha,  appearing on behalf of the   respondent, submits a letter dated 30.12.2016 from the complainant vide which he has informed that he does not want to pursue this case further and the same may be closed. 
3.            Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 
76










Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03-01-2017


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri S.Kumar,

H.O.Parshuram Sena Banga Road,

Shiv Bari Chowk, Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthala.







……….Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.





………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1068 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant,



Shri Pardeep Sehgal, Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 12-04-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri S.Kumar  sought various information/ documents on five points regarding encroachment on Municipal Land and unauthorized construction thereon. 

3.

Today, Shri Pardeep Sehgal, Building Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly  received by him on 28.11.2016.  A copy of provided  information alongwith a copy of receipt taken from the complainant has already been received in the Commission. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-



Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03-01-2017


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Vijay Walia,

Vijay Lodge, Rajwaha Road, 

Near Hira Motors, Patiala- 147001.




…………Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o General Manager, PSPCL,

Mall Road, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD, PSPCL,

Mall Road, Patiala.





…………Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1669 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri Vijay Walia,  appellant, in person. 

Shri Rajinder Singh Maansahia, Nodal Officer(RTI); Shri Harjit Singh Saluja, PIO-cum-Deputy Chief Engineer and Shri  B. S. Gurm, APIO-cum-Deputy Secretary I.R.,  office of C.E. South, Patiala, on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Vijay Walia Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-02-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding Contractors and their staff working with the PSPCL. 

2.

Today,  the PIO hands over requisite  information to the appellant, who seeks time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
3.

Adjourned to 02.02.2017 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  R.C.Verma,

A-76, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,

SCO No. 66-67,  Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,

SCO No. 66-67, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2951 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Shri R. C. Verma,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Surinder Pal, Deputy Director-cum-PIO and Shri Sukhminder Singh,  Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondents.



Shri  R.C.Verma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  04-07-2014,      addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on his representation dated 24.05.2014  regarding fixation of pay of Shri Arun Mehra of Hindu College, Amritsar and sanction of his salary grant under 95% Salary deficit Grant-in-aid Scheme. 

2.

The case was last heard on 14.09.2016, when  Shri Ashok Kumar,  Senior Assistant, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informed  that   comments  regarding Point No. 2  had  been sought from the college,  which had  not been received as yet. He  further informed  that reminders were  being sent to the college for sending the comments. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 01.12.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the PIO seeks some more time and  assures that the requisite information will be furnished to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
4.

Adjourned to 18.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017

           
  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 18, Street No. 2, Kartar Nagar,

Amloh Road, Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana- 141401.




…Appellant


                          Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Nangal, District:  Roopnagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, DC Office Complex, Ist Floor, Ludhiana.

…Respondents










Appeal Case  No.  305 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, Appellant, in person.

None on behalf of pellant as well as the respondents. 
Shri Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia , Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 15 -07-2015 addressed to PIO sought copies of documents of Societies alongwith certified samples.

2.

The case was last heard on 06.10.2016, when none was  present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. However, a letter dated 03.10.2016 was  received through e-mail from the appellant requesting for adjournment of the case  to some other date till the time a complaint filed by him with the Hon’ble Governor and CIC Punjab etc. is  decided by them. He has also informed that deficiencies in the provided information have been sent to the PIO but no reply has been received and partial information provided to him  has also not been certified. The case was adjourned to 01.12.2016, which was further postponed for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that deficiencies have already been handed over to the PIO but no information has been supplied to his as yet. None is present on behalf of the respondents  without any intimation. Therefore, PIO is directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that  requisite information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay.
4.

To come up for further hearing on   02.02.2017   at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01--2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala.





…Appellant


Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1060 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Sampuran Singh, Junior  Assistant,  office of DTO Patiala, on behalf of the  respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding number of licences renewed for the period from 21-04-2015 to 15-05-2015. 

2.

Today, the respondent informs that the requisite information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant expresses dissatisfaction. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties and with their mutual consent, the appellant is directed to inspect the record in the office of the PIO on 06.01.l2017 at 11.00 A.M. to identify the specific documents required by him and the PIO is directed to supply the same on the spot. 
3.

Adjourned to  18.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road,

Patiala. 









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   961 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh,  appellant, in person.
None for  the  respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought information regarding issue of copies to school buses after opening their special road tax accounts. 

2.

The case was last heard on 19.10.2016, when  Shri Raj Kumar, Senior Assistant,  office of DTO Patiala, appearing on behalf of the  respondents, submitted  that he had  brought information for handing over the same to the appellant. Since the appellant was  not present, the respondent was  directed to send this information to the appellant by registered post and the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 01.12.2016, 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. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant by registered post and bring one copy on the next date of hearing for handing over the same to the appellant.
4.

Adjourned to  07.02.2017  at 11.00 A.M. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road, Patiala. 






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  962 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh,  appellant, in person.

None for  the  respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding number of transport companies operating in Patiala district. 

2.

The case was last heard on 19.10.2016, when  Shri Raj Kumar, Senior Assistant,  office of DTO Patiala, appearing on behalf of the  respondents, submitted  that the sought information related  to the office of Regional Transport Authority, Patiala. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite  information to the appellant after collecting from the office of Regional Transport Authority, Patiala, before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 01.12.2016, 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 without any intimation. Viewing the callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him.
4.

Adjourned to  07.02.2017  at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road,

Patiala. 









…Appellant


Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  964 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh,  appellant, in person.

Shri Sampuran Singh, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15-05-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding allotment of No. PB-11-K-0018  to which vehicle along with name of its owner.

2.

Today, the respondent hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court, who after  perusing the same, expresses satisfaction. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh s/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

H.No. 388/3, Bahera Road,

Patiala. 









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o  State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  965 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Manjit Singh, appellant, in person.
 Shri Sampuran Singh, Junior Assistant and Shri Harwinder Singh, Clerk,  office of DTO Patiala, on behalf of the  respondents.
Shri Manjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding number of vehicles registered during the period from 01-07-2015 to 31-08-2015. 

2.

Today, the respondent hands over requisite information to the appellant in the court, who seeks time to study the provided information. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.
3.

Adjourned to  07.02.2017  at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1295 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,  appellant, in person.


None  on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 14-01-2016  addressed to PIO sought copies of work order alongwith specifications for laying Bitumen on roads in Krishna Square-II, Amritsar during December, 2015. 

2.

Today, the appellant informs that Test Report of Samples has not been supplied to him as yet. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply the Test Report to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, will be initiated against him. 
3.

Adjourned to 18.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 03--01-2017




State Information Commissioner
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4.

After the hearing is over and appellant has left, Shri Kewal Krishan, J.E. appears before the Commission. He informs that samples in the presence  of the appellant were taken and have been sent to PWD Testing Laboratory and Test Report has not been received as yet. He assures that as ad when Test Report is received from the Laboratory, the same will be supplied to the appellant. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 03--01-2017




State Information Commissionerf

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tirath Singh Grewal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 129,

District  Courts, Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Dev),

Patiala.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1201 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.
Shri Tirath Singh Grewal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-07 2015  addressed to PIO sought particulars of Sarpanches of Village Ghalori, District: Patiala elected during the last 10 years. 

2.

The case was last heard on 25.10.2016 when  Shri Rajesh Mittal, PIO-cum-Assistant Project Officer, appearing on behalf of respondents, informed  that the information relating to his office had  been supplied to the appellant and a part of sought  information  was  available in the office of SDM-cum-Divisional Electoral Officer,  Patiala. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant after collecting from the office of SDM-cum-Divisional Electoral Officer,  Patiala and a copy of the order was  forwarded to SDM-cum-Divisional Electoral Officer, 
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Patiala to send the requisite information to Shri Rajesh Mittal, PIO-cum-Assistant Project Officer, Patiala for further transmission to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 01.12.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents without any intimation. However, a letter No. 3119-3121/APO(M), dated 20.12.2016 has been received from ADC(D), Patiala vide which DDPO Patiala has been directed to attend the hearing in the Commission alongwith a copy of requisite information but he is not present without any intimation. Viewing his callous and lackadaisical attitude seriously, he is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him and the concerned PIO. 
4.

Adjourned to    02-02-2017 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner

CC:

SDM Patiala-cum-




REGISTERED



Divisional Electoral Officer,



Patiala.



District Development and 


REGISTERED



Panchayat Officer, Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harjit Singh s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

Plot No. 11, Gali No. 6, Main Bazar,

New Gurnam Nagar,Sultan Wind Road,

Amritsar.









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Police Commissioner, Amritsar.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  701 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Harjit Singh, Appellant alongwith her Counsel Smt. Sunint Kaur.
Shri Balwinder Singh, ASI and Shri Surinder Singh, Dealing Assistant on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Harjit Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated  nil addressed to PIO sought attested copies of (DDR) Daily Roznamcha dated 24-11-2013, 25-11-2013 and 26-11-2013. 

2.

Today, the respondents submit that complete information has already been supplied to the appellant. The appellant, while expressing dis-satisfaction submits that the record has been tampered with. Since the information, available in record, stands provided,  the appellant is advised to redress his grievances in a competent court of law.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)
Date: 03-01--2017          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dal Chand  Pawar,

W/2 – 408, JAITO,

District: Faridkot.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Headmistress,

Tilak Girls Middle School,

JAITO, District: Faridkot.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  2188 of 2015   

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Sanjay  Jangra, Advocate, on behalf of Counsel for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 16.04.2015,    addressed to the respondent, Shri Dal Chand Pawar  sought various information/documents regarding number of Scheduled Caste students class-wise alongwith income/expenditure statement of the school and Bank Balance.

2.

This case was   last  heard on 01.11.2016, when  Shri Munish Inder Singh, Counsel for the respondent,  requested vide letter dated 22.09.2016 to adjourn the case to some other date during  second consecutive hearing.  Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action would  be initiated against her. The case was adjourned to 01.12.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today Shri Sanjay Jangra, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Counsel for the respondent, submits a letter dated 03.01.2017 vide which he has informed  that Shri Munish Inder Singh, Counsel for the respondent is unable to attend hearing today due to ill health of his wife.  He has requested   for adjournment of the case to some other date.
4.

On the request of representative of the Counsel for the respondent, the case is adjourned to 02.02.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 03-01-2017

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Chander Shekhar,

House No. 2012, Bazar Babian, 

Gali Murli Wali, Amritsar.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority-cum-Executive Officer,






O/o Improvement Trust,  Amritsar.



…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2761 of 2015

Order


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



Shri, Chander Shekhar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 06-01-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding plot No. 1286/10 in Kucha Panditan. 

2.

The case was last heard on 06.12.2016, when  the appellant informed  that compensation amount of Rs. 2500/- had not been paid to him till date. None was  present on behalf of the respondents. However a copy of letter No. AIT/SS(RTI)/10175-78, dated 05.12.2016 was  received through e-mail from the PIO-cum-Superintendent Sales, Improvement Trust Amritsar vide which it was  informed that compensation amount of Rs. 2500/- had been sent to the appellant through a Bank Draft No. 608588, dated 05.12.2016. It was  noted with concern that reply to the Show-Cause Notice, issued to the PIO on 25.07.2016, had  not been submitted by him till date. Viewing the lapse on the part of the PIO, seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to him to submit reply, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which action for imposing penalty would  be taken ex-parte. The case was adjourned for today.
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3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the respondents. However, a letter dated 03.01.2017 has been received from PIO-cum-Superintendent Sales, Improvement Trust, Amritsar wide which reply to the Show-Cause Notice has been sent. Before considering his reply, he is afforded an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, falling which action for imposing penalty will be taken ex-parte. 
4.

Adjourned to  02.02.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 03-01-2017          


          State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Arvind Sharma,



REGISTERED

Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

