STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Dr. Yogeshwar Saini,

S/o Lt. Sh. Bhagat Ram Saini,

70-C, Taylor Road,

Amritsar.




   

 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue) Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2877/14
Order

Present:
None for the parties.
RTI  application filed on


:   
12.03.2104

PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
19.05.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
17.09.2014
Information sought : 



Seeks  ATR on the inquiry conducted by Senior Superintendent Vigilance  Burea, Amritsar who submitted his findings to Director Vigilance ,Punjab  in a complaint filed by the appellant against forging of revenue records.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
NO response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



Both the parties are absent. And the case could not taken up in their absence.
Decision :

The case is deferred to 13.11.2014 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sukhchain Singh,

S/o Ajit Singh,

Sannan Mohalla, Ward No. 11,

Fatehgarh Churian, Batala 
 


 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Mohali

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Mohali

 






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2891/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Sukhchain Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Harjeet Singh, Asst. Engg., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
14.02.2014

PIO replied




:   

First appeal filed



:   
28.07.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
18.09.2014

Information sought : 


Seeks information regarding allotment of about 180 booths in Phase 11, Mohali. initially, the RTI application was addressed to  MC, Mohali , who  transferred the application after 20 days to PIO o/o GMADA.  Subsequently, when the appellant filed his first a Regional Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies, the same was transferred to  FAA GMADA on 28.07.2014.  Since then nothing is heard from PIO o/o GMADA.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No  response, hence denial of 








information.











Condt…2/-
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Appeal Case no. 2891/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


The representative of the PIO was not well conversant with the facts of the case and failed to assist the commission in discharging its  duties. He was unable to explain the case. The RTI application was filed on 14.02.2014 and the appellant is still awaiting right response from the PIO.


The appellant had come all the way from Fatehgarh Churian to attend today’s proceeding. To ensure his presence at 10’AM, he had to stay overnight at Chandigarh and incurred expenditure .Yet he failed to get the information because the respondent PIO failed to turn up and his representative was oblivious of the facts of the case. The commission grants a compensation of Rs. 3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) and the PIO is directed that the compensation be paid to the appellant out of the funds of the public authority before the next date of hearing. 

                   Keeping in view the total apathy of the PIO in responding and dealing with the RTI application, the commission is constrained to issue show cause notice to the PIO. 

             Respondent – PIO Ms. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer, GMADA., is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit her reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the 
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Appeal Case no. 2891/14
applicant before the next date of hearing.



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



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



In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 20.11.2014 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Sachin Kumar,

S/o Lt. Sh. Mangat Ram,

H.No. 7002, Ranjit Press Gali,

Mehna Chownk, Bathinda. 



   
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Bathinda.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2615/14

ORDER

PRESENT: 

Mr. Sachin Kumar, complainant in person. 

Mr. Manoj Kumar, Clerk and Mr. Ashok Kumar, Reader, for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 


:
09.103013
PIO’s  response



:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
16.09.2014
Ground for complaint


:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on backward class certificate issued on 14.04.1985 on No 308.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



The PIO has  failed to provide the requisite information till date.  The Commission takes a serious note of this gross negligence of the respondent PIO and is constrained to issue a show cause notice to the respondent PIO. 

 

The   PIO Mr. Damanjit Singh Maan, SDM o/o SDM, Bathinda is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the 
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Complaint Case No.- 2615/14

information is actually  furnished.  



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



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



  The respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice and a copy of information as per his RTI application.

Decision:- 
 

 
The case is adjourned to 13.11.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Sachin Kumar,

S/o Lt. Sh. Mangat Ram,

H.No. 7002, Ranjit Press Gali,

Mehna Chown, Bathinda.  





 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar, 

Bathinda. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2631/14

ORDER

PRESENT: 

Mr. Sachin Kumar, complainant in person. 
Mr. Manoj Kumar, Clerk and Mr. Ashok Kumar, Reader, for the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
28.07.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
16.09.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 

  
Seeks information regarding 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  




The representative of the respondent PIO provided partial information to the complainant during the course of hearing. One more opportunity is provided to the respondent-PIO to provide the remaining information to the complainant before the next date of hearing failing which the Commission would invoke stringent provisions as prescribed under the RTI Act. The PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the reply of the RTI application.
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Complaint Case No.- 2631/14

Decision:

 

The case is adjourned to 13.11.2014 at 10.00 AM.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 12, Street No 2, Kartar Nagar,

Near Mann Market, Amloh Road,

Khanna, District – Ludhiana. 



    

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Directorate of Local Government Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17 C,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary to Government Punjab, 

Department of Local Government Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2887/14
Order

Present:
None for the parties. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
12.04.2014


PIO replied




:   
15.07.2014
First appeal filed



:   
13.08.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
17.09.2014
Information sought : 


Regarding information on query No 1, the case had been transferred to the PIO MC, Khanna  which had demanded a fee of Rs. 1300  which were duly deposited yet the information had not been supplied.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
Information received but it was not 







certified but the PIO had sought Rs. 18/ 







thought as per the calculation and 







information furnished, the PIO should 







have demanded Rs. 14.
Ground for the IInd appeal


:
The PIO failed to supply information 







despite the money was deposited. The 







FAA failed to act on the first appeal.
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Appeal Case no. 2887/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



Both the parties are absent. The PIO is absent without intimation to the commission. However, the appellant has made a written submission which is taken on record. 
Decision :



The case is adjourned to 13.11.2014 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Ms. Rekha Rani,

W/o Sh. Mangat Ram,

H. No. 4102, Kila Road, 

Bathinda. 






   

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Bathinda.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 2629/14
ORDER

Present: 

Mrs. Rekha Rani, complainant in person. 

Mr. Manoj Kumar, Clerk and Mr. Ashok Kumar, Reader, for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
10.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 

:
16.09.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.
Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information on the caste certificate issued to Rekha Rani before her marriage.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  




The representative of the respondent PIO provided the partial information to the complainant during the course of hearing. One more opportunity is provided to the respondent-PIO to provide the remaining information to the complainant, before the next date of hearing failing which  the Commission would invoke stringent provisions as prescribed under the RTI Act. The PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith the reply of her RTI application.
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Complaint Case No.- 2629/14
Decision:

 

The case is adjourned to 13.11.2014 at 10.00 AM.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Vijay Walia,

S/o Sh. Ishar Singh Walia,

Vijay Lodge, Rajbaha Road, 

Near Heera Motors,

Patiala – 147001






   
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer, 

PWD Branch,

Patiala

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Engineer (Central), 

PWD B & R Branch,

Patiala







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1779/14

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Mr. S.P. Singh, XEN (Legal) and Mr. Pawan Kumar Kapoor, Supdt.-cum-PIO (Present), on behalf of the respondent. 
                      The information has already been provided in the case. The commission was to adjudicate on the show cause notice issued to the respondent PIO  after hearing him.  

                    The PIOs arguments were heard and his response to the show cause notice too was taken into consideration. 


For pronouncement of the orders, the case is adjourned to 11.11.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road

Ind – Area B, Miller Ganj

Ludhiana, 141003



   


 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana., 141008.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana. - 141008






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 887/14

ORDER
Present: 

Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant in person.

None for the respondent. 

 
The respondent-PIO has sent a fax message diarized in the Commission on 03.11.2014 wherein he had stated that the appellant inspected the records and identified the information. Subsequently, the information has been sent to the appellant by registered post. 

            However, the appellant maintained that he is yet to receive the information. Perhaps, it is in transit.



The appellant is advised to intimate the commission of the receipt of the information. Also, the PIO is directed to ensure his or his representative’s presence along with a copy of the information at the next date of hearing so that it could be provided to the appellant if he had not received the information till then.

The Case is adjourned to 20.11.2014 at 10.00 AM. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Balwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Dalip Singh,

R/o Dod, Tehsil – Jatioo,

District – Faridkot.  






   
 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jaitoo, District – Faridkot.






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2349/14
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Harinder Singh, Patwari, on behalf of the respondent, Tehsildar Jaito.. 


The complainant is absent without intimation to the commission. The RTI Application was addressed to the SDM Jaitoo who  transferred the same u/s 6(3) to o/o Tehsildar Jaitoo. The representative of the PIO  i.e. Tehsildar, Jaito submitted a letter from the PIO wherein he had stated that the information had been provided to the complainant on 15.08.2014.            

                 Subsequently after receiving the notice of the Commission, the same information had been provided again by hand to the complainant on 14.10.2014. The complainant is advised to peruse the information and point out deficiencies if any. And approach the first appellant authority (FAA) i.e SDM, Jatioo.


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Susheel Chawla,

57/14, Friends Colony,

Opposite DAV College,

Jalandhar






    

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal, Montgornery Guru

Nanak Public School, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal, Montgornery Guru

Nanak Public School, Adarsh Nagar,

Jalandhar.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1272/14

 





ORDER  
Present:
None for the appellant. 

Mr. Gaurav Tangari, (Adv) for the appellant. 



The case is deferred to 13.11.2014 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jiwan Garg,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg.

H. No. B-1/473-A,

Opp. Old Bombay Palace, Jakhal Road, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur. – 148028 


   

 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1015/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Jiwan Garg, appellant in person.



Mr. Ashok Kumar, Jr. Asstt. and Mr. Vishal Goel, Ahlmad, for the 



respondent. 



The representative of the respondent PIO was oblivious of the  facts of the case and failed to assist the commission is discharging his duties. The PIO Mr. Gagandeep Singh, DRO-cum-PIO, is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing to ensure speedy disposal of the case.


The case is adjourned to 02.12.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Gurmej Singh,

S/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

St. No. 10/19 A, Saini House,

Barnala Road, Bathinda. 






    … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food Supplies & Controller,

Gurdaspur. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2407/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Gurmej Singh complainant in person. 



Mr. Hariman Jamwal, D.F.S.O-cum-APIO, on behalf of the rspondent. 



The APIO provided the remaining information to the complainant during the hearing itself. The entire information has been provided except one document which the PIO stated was not in the 15 years old file. 



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Vibhor Aggarwal,

S/o Sh. Ashok Kumar,

H. No. 22, Pritam Enclave,

G.T Road Bye Pass,

Amritsar. 







   
 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.  








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2411/14
Order
Present:
Mr. Kamal Kishore, for the complainant.



Mr. S.K Sharma (Adv), & Mr. Arvind Sharma, EO-cum-PIO, one behalf of 


the respondent. 



Substantial information had been provide to the complainant and the remaining was provided during the hearing itself. 
                  The complainant is advised to peruse the information, point out deficiencies if any and the respondent is duty bound to make up  for the same. The complainant is frat liberty to approach the first appellant authority (FAA) i.e. Deputy Director, Local Urban Bodies, Amritsar within fifteen days if not satisfied with response of the PIO. 
In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Harmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

R/o Village – Motte Majra, 

Tehsil & Distt. – S.A.S Nagar.





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Kharar. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2393/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Arif Quresh, (Adv) for the complainant.



Mr. Lal Chand, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent. 



The information was provided to the complainant during the hearing itself. If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he can approach the first appellant authority (FAA) i.e. DDPO, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 04.11.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

