STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

126, Model Gram, 

Ludhiana.  





 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
 






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 499/2015

ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Chander Parkash, Draftsman, on behalf of the respondent. 



In compliance to the Commission’s order dated 06.05.2015, the respondent  PIO has already provided the compensation vide cheque no. 023985 dated 25.06.2015  to the  appellant. The requisite information had already been provided.
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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
 






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 176/2015

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



Both the parties are absent. The respondent PIO had already provided the information to the satisfaction of the appellant. Therefore, the appellant was not expected to attend today’s proceedings. 
                       The show cause notice was issued to Mr. Jasdev Singh Sekhon on 22.04.2015. He had filed his response to the show cause notice which was not satisfactory and consequently he was permitted to file an additional affidavit explaining the inordinate delay in providing the information. 
                    But neither the respondent PIO Mr. Sekhon filed his additional affidavit nor turn up today despite the repeated warnings. Mr. Jasdev Singh Sekhon has preferred not to attend the Commission’s proceedings for the last three consecutive hearings. 


The Commission takes a serious note of it. If Mr.Jasdev Singh Sekhon preferred not to turn up at the next date of hearing, it would be assumed that he had nothing more to offer on the issue and the Commission would be free to invoke stringent penal prevision under section 20(1) of the RTI Act.


Mr. K.P Singh PIO Head Quarter is also directed to submit before the next date of hearing a list of PIO since filing of RTI application i.e. 31.07.2014.
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Appeal Case no. 176/2015


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 23.07.2015 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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal (Advocate),

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

SAS Nagar, Phase 3 B-1, Mohali. 



 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone C, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1663/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
14.02.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
25.03.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
12.05.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on ten points regarding file of Chadha Supercars Radiant  Tyota.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The respondent PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. However, he has sent a letter No. 79/PIO/DRG-C dated 23.06.2015 diarized in the Commission on 29.06.2015 stating that the information has been provided to the appellant. But the appellant contested that the information provided to him was related to calendar year 2013 while he was seeking information related to 2014-2015, which was the subject matter of RTI application. 
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Appeal Case no. 1663/2015


The respondent PIO is directed to provide the point wise information as per his RTI application before the next date of the hearing. 

Decision :


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 23.07.2015 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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal (Advocate),

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

SAS Nagar, Phase 3 B-1, Mohali. 



 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.   







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1666/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Chand Singh, Food and Supply Officer, and Mr. Mulkhraj Dealing 


Hand, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
01.03.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
31.03.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
12.05.2015
Information sought: 


Seeks information on nine points regarding NOC granted to petrol pump at village Salina.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

:
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The representative of the PIO provided the information during the hearing itself. Earlier too, the representative of the PIO had sent the information through registered post on 02.07.2015. The appellant is advised to peruse the information and point out deficiencies, if any, within next three four days  and the respondent PIO is duty bound to make for the same before the next date of the hearing.   
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Appeal Case no. 1666/2015
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 23.07.2015 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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gurpreet Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurjant Singh,

R/o Mehraj, New Confined in District Jail,

Mansa Through his Counsel Ajitpal Singh Mander,

Advocate, Chamber NO. 8, Civil Court Complex,

Phul Town – 151104. 






   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Bathinda.  


 




…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1624/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Gurdarshan Singh PPS, DSP & Mr. Lakshman Singh, HC on behalf of 


the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
26.03.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
08.04.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
08.05.2015
Information sought: 

Seeks information regarding the deployment of the security personnel on the last day of submission of nomination forms in sub-division Phul for local bodies’ elections.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
No information was furnished though the 






appellant had sought information within 







48 hours as it related to life and liberty.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the PIO stated that the information had been provided to the appellant 
through registered post on 20.04.2015. Since the appellant is absent and the case could not be decided in his absences. 
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Appeal Case no. 1624/2015
Decision :


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 23.07.2015 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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

R/o 126, Guru Ram Dass Colony,

Near St. Francis School, Batala. 




 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Gurdapsur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary, Punjab Government,

Department of Home Affairs, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1626/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Kamal Singh, DSP on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
16.09.2014


PIO replied




:   
13.02.2015

First appeal filed



:   
No documents attached 

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
07.05.2015
Information sought: 
Enquiry report by SP(D) against the appellant which led to his dismissal.
Ground for first appeal


: 
No documents attached .

Ground for second appeal

: 
Incomplete information supplied by the 







PIO.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information had been provided from time to time to the appellant and there was nothing more which could be furnished to him. A copy of the same was submitted to the Commission during the hearing itself which was taken on record. 
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Appeal Case no. 1626/2015
Decision :


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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Lakha Singh Azad,

S/o Sh. Mangal Singh, VPO: Raiya (Khurad), 

Tehsil: Baba Bkala Sahib., District: Amritsar. 



    … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Superintendent,

Central Jail, Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police,

Prisoner, Chandigarh.





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1715/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Johar Singh, Assistant Superintendent on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
07.02.2015


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
26.03.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
18.05.2015
Information sought:


Seeks information on seven points related to one interned Navneet Kaur and dispute with fellow prisoners in women ward of the Jail.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been provided to the appellant on 03.07.2015 by hand and a copy of the same was diarized in the Commission on 06.07.2015.  Since the appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission, it is assumed that he is satisfied with the same. 
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Appeal Case no. 1715/2015
Decision :


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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Advocate,

C/o M/s Jaskaran Computers,

Chamber No. 320-D, New Courts, 

Jalandhar.

 



 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

 





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1633/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Balwinder Kumar, ASI on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
19.01.2015

PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
09.03.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
11.05.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on some points related a particular case.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The appellant is absent. However, he has sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 06.07.2015 stating that he is unable to attend today’s proceedings. 
Decision :


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 16.07.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
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Appeal Case no. 1633/2015
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jora Singh,

S/o Sh. Jangir Singh, 

R/o Bhwanigarh Road, 

Near New Aanaj Mandi, Ward No. 15,

Samana, Distt: Patiala.
 



 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Samana, 

District: Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Local Bodies Punjab,

Patiala.   


 




…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1721/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jora Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Gurdial Singh, J.E and Mr. Gurbachan Singh, Sr. Assistant, (FAA) on 


behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
21.01.2015

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
23.02.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
30.04.2015
Information sought: 


Seeks a copy of all the documents attached and the file notings etc of the residential  building proposal wherein the proposal including its map has been rejected by the EO Nagar council.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


 The representative of PIO stated that the requisite file is missing from the
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Appeal Case no. 1721/2015
 Office. Strangely, the file is just three year old. The appellant alleged that it was deliberately misplaced. The representative of the PIO stated that a complaint has already been filed in the concerned police station and the copy of the same complaint was submitted to Commission during the hearing which was taken on record. 
                      The RTI application is dated 21.01.2015 but the appellant had not received any response from the respondent PIO till May.  The first response was received from the respondent PIO on 05.05.2015, thus there was a delay of almost 70 days. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO. Meanwhile, the respondent PIO is advised to make all efforts to reconstruct the file. 
The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ravish Singh, Executive Officer, in the o/o Nagar Council, Samana, District: Patiala.,   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 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/her ex-parte. 
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Appeal Case no. 1721/2015 



  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 23.07.2015 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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Banta Singh, Village: Dhupsari, 

PO: Govt. Polytechnic Collage, 

Tehsil: Batala, District: Gurdaspur.




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Batala.
   
 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 1264/15

Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Santokh Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 

:
7.10.2014

PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
06.05.2015

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 



Seeks information on three points regarding some license.
 Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of PIO submitted that he had provided the information to the complainant and a copy of the same was submitted to the Commission during the hearing itself which was taken on record. Also, the representative of the PIO submitted an acknowledgment from the complainant wherein he had submitted that he had got the entire information to his satisfaction and urged the Commission to close the case. 
Decision:- 


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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Ajay Chaudhary,

S/o Sh. Mela Ram Choudhary,

R/o New Bastri Azadapuram,

Tehsil  & Distt: Kathua,

Jammu & Kashmir.







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Pathankot.   
 







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 1269/15
Order

Present:
Mr. Ajay Chaudhary, complainant in person. 



Mr. Kapil Dev, ASI on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
14.03.2 015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
15.05.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 

 

Copy of enquiry conducted by SP(D) in connection with FIR No 67 dated 12.08.2014 with PS -1 Pathankot against Tilak Raj & Raj Rani.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The respondent PIO provided the information during the hearing itself to the satisfaction of the complainant. The complainant made a written submission that he was satisfied with the information provided and urged the Commission to close the case.

Decision:- 


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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sushil Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Nand Lal, Plot No. 13,

Bus Stand Road, Green Avenue Street,

Malerkotla.
 







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Malerkotla.






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 1270/15
Order

Present:
Mr. Sushil Kumar, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
09.03.2015
PIO’s response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
18.05.2015
Ground for complaint


:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on four points regarding rend deed on plot No 13 Bus stand Malerkotla.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The respondent PIO is absent without any intimation to the Commission. The complainant stated the respondent PIO had urged him to collect the information from his office but when he was reached in the office of respondent PIO, instead of providing information, he was thrashed and his mobile phone too was snatched. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO.



The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ravneet Singh, Executive office in the office of Nagar Council, Malerkotla.,  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 
 










Contd…2/- 

 Complaint Case No.- 1270/15       
   
-2- 

Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the 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 PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing. 


Since the respondent-PIO Mr. Ravneet Singh has preferred to abstain today despite the fact that a notice of hearing has already been issued to him, the Commission takes a serious note of it and  deems it fit to issue bailable warrants against him who is Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Malerkotla., in exercise of powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code with the direction that the said PIO shall produce the relevant record relating to the complainant’s RTI application on the next date of hearing. A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Sangrur to serve the enclosed bailable warrants dated 06.07.2015 on Mr. Ravneet Singh, Executive Officer,  Nagar Council, Malerkotla.,  and the SSP will ensure her presence before the Commission on the next date of hearing  i.e. 23.07.2015.
                      The case is adjourned to 23.07.2015 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: 06.07.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner

Cc: 

Senior Superintendent of Police, 


(By Name)

Sangrur. 

BAILABLE  WARRANT  OF  PRODUCTION

BEFORE  MR. SURINDER AWASTHI,  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER,  PUNJAB

AT  CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Sushil Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Nand Lal, Plot No. 13,

Bus Stand Road, Green Avenue Street,

Malerkotla.
 







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Malerkotla.






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 1270/15
UNDER  SECTION 18 (3)  OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.

 NEXT  DATE  OF  HEARING  23.07.2015

To



The Senior Superintendent of Police, 



Sangrur. 



Whereas Mr. Ravneet Singh, Executive Officer,  Nagar Council, Malerkotla,  has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission despite the issuance of notices in the above-mentioned complaint case. Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on Mr. Ravneet Singh, Executive Officer to appear  before this Bench  of the State  Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 23.07.2015 at 10.00 A.M. to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the above-mentioned   complaint  case.

Dated, this 06th day of July, 2015  
 










Sd/-








    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


  
     
           

State Information Commissioner. Pb.

