STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Girdhari Lal, 

S/o  Shri Pritam Singh, 

C/o Sh. Avtar Singh, 

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh, 

VPO – Samrari, Via Bara Pind, 

Tehsil Phillaur, Jallandhar. 


   

 
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Kapurthala.  








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2293/2013
ORDER

Present :
Mr. Girdhari Lal, complainant,  in person.



Mr. Jagtar Singh, Inspector, for the  respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   5.03.2013. 
PIO  replied



:   13.04.2013.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   25.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  a copy  of enquiry report which led to registration of FIR No.3  dated 8.3.2013 in police station NRI, Kapurthala.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Incomplete  information  supplied.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The representative  of the Respondent-PIO submits that  the requisite information has since been provided to the complainant  which fact  the complainant conceded.  However, the  complainant is looking for some  other details related to the enquiry which  is spread over 224 pages.  Additional information sought is not covered 
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in the original RTI application and  cannot  be provided  at this stage.  However, the complainant has the right  to seek the same through a fresh application.
Decision:



Since  the information stands   provided,  the case is  disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 8.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Arvinder Kumar,

s/o Sh. Lachhman Das,

# B-1/140,

Near Dashmesh  Pita Gurudwara,

 Mohalla Khokhar,

Faridkot -151203                    

   

 

… Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Tarn Taran.





 


 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2379/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the  complainant.



Mr. Jaspal Singh,  S. I., for the  respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   2.05.2013. 
PIO  replied



:   5.07.2013 and 23.07.2013.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   2.07.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information on five points regarding a case of  matrimonial dispute.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Denial  of   information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The  respondent-PIO submitted a letter dated 30.07.2013 stating that  information  relating to point No. 4 and 5 has been provided to the  complainant. The information relating to point No. 1 – 3 is not  available on record as after  the compromise  initial statements given by the parties are not taken on record.  The  PIO 
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further stated that  the information  was first sent to the complainant on 5.07.2013 through registered post  and again on  23.07.2013 by post.



On perusal  of  notice of hearing sent by the Commission, it  has come to notice that  the address  of  complainant  was inadvertently  mentioned  incorrect.  The  address of the complainant  has now been  corrected in this  order .



The  PIO-Respondent is directed  to send  the requisite information to the complainant  again at his correct address within five working days through registered post  under intimation to the Commission.



The  complainant  is advised to approach the first appellate authority  if he is not satisfied with the information instead of rushing  to the Commission.

Decision:



With this direction,  the case is  disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 8.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Anuj Ashwani


s/o Late Sh. Vinod Kumar,


No. 6, Street No. 1,


New Adarsh Nagar,


Ferozepur-152022.






             …Appellant 


Versus


1.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.






       …Respondents 

Appeal Case no. 1226/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  Anuj Ashwani,  appellant, in person.


Mr. Jasbir Singh,  Patwari,  for  the  respondent.




            ----          



The  respondent  has submitted a letter dated  7.08.2013  during the hearing from the Deputy Commissioner requesting  that the  PIO-Tehsildar cannot attend the proceedings  today as  he has been put on duty as  Duty Magistrate  in connection with the  visit of  Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab and has requested for  another date for submitting reply to the  appellant’s  letter.  



The case is adjourned  and the PIO-Tehsildar is directed  to file  reply within  the next  07 working days  with a copy to the  appellant.



The case is adjourned to  22.08.2013 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: 8.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bikram Singh,

S/o  Sh. Iqbal Singh, 

Village & PO Nighi, 

Tehsil – Balachaur, 

District – SBS Nagar.  



   

 
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Tarn Taran.   







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2297/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Bikram  Singh, complainant,  in person.



Mr. Jaspal Singh,  S. I., for the  respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   21.01.2013. 
PIO  replied



:   2.03.2013.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   25.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks   information  related to his recruitment as constable.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Denial of  information  as it was yet  being collected.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The  respondent-PIO  has submitted a letter dated 2.08.2013, diarised in the Commission  on 5.08.2013, explaining the status of  complainant’s application for recruitment in the police department which has been endorsed to the complainant also.

However, a copy of this letter has again been given to the complainant during the hearing today.
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Decision:



Since  the information stands   provided,  the case is  disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 8.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Amrinder Singh Benipal,

# 3047, Phase – VII, 

Mohali.      



   

  
 
… Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director, 

Punjab Small Industries & Export Corporation,

Sector – 17, Chandigarh. 





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2269/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Amrinder Singh Benipal, complainant,  in person.



Mr.  Amrik  Singh,  APIO, for the  respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   29.04.2013. 
PIO  replied



:   15.05.2013.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   21.06.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks   information on three points  related to allotment of Plot No.18, Phase VII, Industrial Area, Mohali.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Information  is withheld as it relates to  third party and  response of the third party was awaited.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The  respondent-APIO vide his  letter dated 26.07.2013, addressed to the  complainant with endorsement to the Commission, has stated that  the requisite information has been supplied to the  complainant through registered post.
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The complainant says that he has received the information to his satisfaction.

Decision:



Since  the information stands   provided,  the case is  disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 8.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bhushan Bhardwaj,

S/o Late Sh. Shiv Kumar, 

H. NO. 490, Sector -61,

Chandigarh - 160062  



   

 
… Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Gurdaspur





 


 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2392/2013







ORDER   

Present :
None for  the  complainant.



Mr. Kashmiri Lal,  Jr. Asstt., for the  respondent.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   31.05.2013. 
PIO  replied



:   Nil.


Second complaint  recd.  in
:   2.07.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 


Seeks  information on the details of properties of Buta Singh, Govt. Contractor.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence  denial of  information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The complainant has requested for adjournment as he was unable to attend the proceedings today due  to some unavoidable circumstances.


The RTI application has been transferred  to the Tehsildar, Gurdaspur vide letter dated 6.06.2013. On 26.07.2013, reply was sent to the complainant that  according to the revenue records there is no property of Buta Singh in village Tibri. Also, 
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the representative of the  PIO-Respondent stated that they don’t  have record of the property of the individual.  



If the complainant is not  satisfied  with the response of the  Respondent, he can approach the first appellate authority.
Decision:



Accordingly,  the case is  disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 8.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, 

R/o # 60/35-P/330, St. No.8, 

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Daba Lohara Road, 

P.O. – Dhandari Kalan, 

Ludhiana – 141014.  
 
 




  … Appellant
Versus
i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner,  


Ludhiana. 

ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,  


Ludhiana. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1073/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Amarjit  Singh  Dhamottia,  appellant, in person.



Mr. Navdeep, HRC, for the Respondent.






----        



The  representative of the Respondent –PIO  stated that  the requisite information has been provided to the appellant.  But the appellant  says that the information relating to point No. 6 is incomplete.  The Respondent  submits that  whatever information is available on record, the same has been provided to the appellant.



The PIO, Mrs. Reena Duggal,  Assistant Commissioner (Grievances ) is directed to be personally present  to clarify the position  with regard to  the information provided on point No.6, on the next date of hearing.       



The case is adjourned to  11.09.2013 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: 8.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal, 

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

 R/o Kothi no. 306, Aastha Enclave, 

Barnala, Tehsil Barnala, 

District – Barnala. 



   

 

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Registrar, 

Mukerian, Hoshiarpur.    






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2360/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 
RTI  application filed 

:
04.06.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
26.06.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
01.07.2013
Ground for complaint

:
The PIO says that the information has ready and can   





be procured from the office. However, the complainant had sought the information through registered post.
Information sought:- 


 Seeks information regarding action evasion of stamp duty during 2008-2009 to 2011-2012 as pointed out by the AG Punjab and internal audit and details of recovery and outstanding amount on this account. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



None is appeared from either of the parties. The complainant has sent a letter dated 01.08.2013 to the Commission stating that he had not received the information till then. 



One more opportunity is provided to the respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to the complainant within fortnight and to be personally present on the next date of hearing along with a copy of information provided. 



For further proceedings, the case is adjourned to 09.09.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


     
 
 Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.08.2013.    


        State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal, 

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

 R/o Kothi no. 306, Aastha Enclave, 

Barnala, Tehsil Barnala, 

District – Barnala. 



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Amritsar.    







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2352/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Harvinder Sigh Gill, Naib Tehsildar, Amritsar-I, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
24.05.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
28.06.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information sought:- 



 Seeks the names of the sub-registrar and joint sub-registrar who were posted in Amritsar-1 during 01.03.2012 and  31.03.2012. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 

  

The representative of the respondent PIO said he was not aware of the instant case, However, assured to provide the requisite information to the complainant within seven working days. 



The respondent-PIO is directed to send the information to the complainant within next seven working days under intimation to the Commission. 



The complainant is advised, if he finds any deficiency in the information, to approach the first appellate authority and exhaust the available channel first before rushing to the commission.

Decision:- 
 

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

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


       
Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.08.2013.    

     
State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal, 

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

 R/o Kothi no. 306, Aastha Enclave, 

Barnala, Tehsil Barnala, 

District – Barnala. 



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Amritsar.    







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2353/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.


Mr. Harvinder Sigh Gill, Naib Tehsildar, Amritsar-I, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
25.05.2013

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
28.06.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information, despite that the complaint had  
 





deposited Rs. 150/- as requisite fee for the same. 


Information  sought:- 

Seeks information regarding random checking of evasion of stamp duty in Amritsar 1-2 & 3 and other tehsils of the district and also the names of the incumbent officers during whose tenure the evasion was detected.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The respondent-PIO submitted detailed response stating that the information has been provided to the complainant on 25.06.2013 and on 24.07.2013, through registered post. 
                        However if the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he can approach the first appellate authority.
Decision:-


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

 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

 Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.08.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Pardeep Bhanot,

H. No. 2, Sector 18,

Chandigarh.







             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 


O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Ajnala

(Distt. Amritsar).

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.







      …Respondents 

Appeal Case no.  1330/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 


Despite the clear directives of the commission dated July 22, 2013, the PIO preferred not to respond to the show cause notice and even did not bother to attend today’s haring. The commission takes a serious note of it.


One more opportunity is provided to the respondent-PIO to be personally present on the next date of hearing, otherwise the Commission would constrained to issue bailable warrants against him to ensure his presence at the subsequent hearing of the case.


The case is adjourned to 09.09.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



       
Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.08.2013.    

     

State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, 

S/o Late Sh. Jasmer Singh, 

H. NO. 360-A, Vilage Maloya, 

Chandigarh. 


 




   
… Appellant 

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Conroller of Stores Pb.,


Design Institute Building, 


Sector – 10-C, Chandigarh.   



ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Conroller of Stores Pb.,


Design Institute Building, 


Sector – 10-C, Chandigarh.  
 



 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1402/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, appellant in person.



Mrs. Neelam Rani, Supdt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
22.10.20133
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
23.01.2013 
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
18.06.2013
Information sought:-

Seeks information action taken report regarding Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Clerk who was charge sheeted on 09.06.2013.
Grounds  for Ist & IInd  appeals

:
Denial of information 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-


The respondent-APIO has provided the requisite information during the course of hearing. After perusal of the information the appellant gives in writing that he has satisfied with the information provided and requests for closure of the case. His request is taken on record. 
Decision :-


In the light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 
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Appeal Case no. 1402/13
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


   
    Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.08.2013.    

    
 State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Rai Singh, 

 H.No. 2533-P, Ward No. 6,

Daman Singh, Gill Nagar Street, 

Back Side Dhawan Palace, 

Kotkapura Bypass, Moga - 142001 







   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Land Records, 

Jalandhar 

 





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no- 2290/13
ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Rai Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Gopal Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
01.02.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
26.06.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information 


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on the medical bill of Late Sh. Kartar Singh, Kanungo, Revenue Deptt., Moga.  
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The respondent-PIO has not provided the information till date taking plea that the information relates to third party and the respondent-PIO had sought the consent of the third party. However, the representative of the PIO failed to show any documents to suggest that the consent of the third party was ever. Ironically, the third party in question is deceased employee of the department and complainant had mentioned in his RTI application that he was seeking information regarding the reimbursement of the medical bills of his father in law  to which his widow as the natural claimant.


The representative of the respondent-PIO appeared in the court is totally oblivious with the facts of case. He went on to say that the department had no information that the said employee had died though his widow had already getting family pensions.
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Complaint Case no- 2290/13
The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the Respondent-PIO for deputing a person totally oblivious of the facts of the case and even devoid of basic common sense. He had done little home work before appearing before the commission as apparently he had not even read the original RTI application. In these circumstances, the commission consider it a fit case of issuing show cause notice as the PIO had been totally careless and had little regard for his responsibilities as PIO and was insensitive to the woes of widow of his former colleague.
 

Therefore, the PIO office of Director Land Records, Jalandhar 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  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  


The PIO 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 Commission further directs the PIO, to be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   
Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 09.09.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


       Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 08.08.2013.    

     State Information Commissioner.

