STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh Panch s/o Shri Gian Singh,

Village Lathoka Ultad, PO Mandi, Ladhuka, Fazilka, District Ferozepur. 
      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad, Distt.-Ferozepur.

FAA-The District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur. 

----------Respondents.

AC No.  159  of 2011

Present:-
Shri Gurdeep Singh appellant.
Shri  Gurbachan Singh, Panchayat Secretary on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The appellant had confirmed on 4.4.2011 that he had received information to his satisfaction.  Since there was a delay, Panchayat Secretary was called upon to explain the same.  He has now submitted a written reply dated 12.4.2011 received in the Commission vide diary No.6724.  It has been explained that the information-seeker wanted to know the outcome of the inquiry and action taken on his complaint dated 19.6.2010 addressed to the PIO/Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad.  Interim reply was sent to the information-seeker.  However, the outcome of the inquiry or the action taken could not be furnished to him as the inquiry in the matter was finalized only on 29.3.2011.  Immediately, thereafter the information was furnished on 4.4.2011.  It was, therefore, pleaded that there has been no delay in the case.  Due to non-existence of inquiry report, the same could never be given to the information-seeker.  

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  I accept the plea of the respondent and order to close the case.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kundan Singh s/o Shri Prem Singh, Village Lakhoke Ultad,

PO Mandi Ladhuka, Tehsil Fazilika, District Ferozepur.


      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer;

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad (West), 

Distt. Ferozepur.

FAA-The District Development and Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur.

     -------------Respondents.

AC No.   158    of 2011
Present:-
Shri Kundan Singh appellant.
Shri Gurbachan Singh, Panchayat Secretary on  behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information has been furnished and the appellant is satisfied with the same.  The only question is of delay beyond 30 days.  The information-seeker had applied vide an application dated 7.6.2010, which was forwarded by Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad to concerned Panchayat on 11.6.2010.  However, the information has been furnished only now.

2.

Explanation given by Shri Gurbachan Singh, Panchayat Secretary is that delay occurred due to shortage of staff and also because concerned Shri Bhajan Singh, Junior Engineer o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad did not furnish the information in time.  Let both Shri Bhajan Singh, Junior Engineer o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad and Shri Gurbachan Singh, Panchayat Secretary send their reply why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for inordinate delay in this case.
3.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur on 9.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dalip Kumar, Contractor,

c/o M/s Shivam Trading Company, 73-74, 

Shankar Market, Sethi Palace Road,

Abohar.






      

-------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Committee, Abohar.

FAA-Deputy Director, Local Government Department,

Ferozepur.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No.  207  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.

Shri Bohar Singh, Senior Assistant on  behalf of the respondent No.2.

ORDER



Neither the appellant nor PIO/Municipal Committee, Abohar are present.  Representative of first appellate authority, however, is present.

2.

On the last date of hearing, a notice was given to Shri Gurdas Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Abohar to remove the deficiencies in the information and also explain why penalty should not be imposed on him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not adhering to the statutory provisions of 30 days for furnishing the information.  However, PIO has not submitted any written explanation and he is also not present today.

3.

The appellant has sent a written reply received vide diary No.7258 dated 28.4.2011 that information furnished to him is still incomplete.

4.

As a last opportunity to PIO, the case is adjourned to 9.6.2011. It is made clear that in case, the PIO does not appear in person or submit written explanation of the delay, no further opportunity will be given and case will be decided exparte.  It is also directed that PIO should remove deficiencies in the information before the next date of hearing.
5.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur on 9.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh s/o Shri Gurcharan Singh, Vill Kothay Sarava, PO Sarava

Block Kotkapura, District Faridkot-151204.


     -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Giddarbaha, District Ferozepur.

FAA-Divisional Commissioner, Ferozepur.


     -------------Respondents.

AC No. 157  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Sukhbir Singh Brar, Naib Tehsildar, Gidderbaha on  behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



I have heard the respondent at length who has explained that the position in the present case was duly conveyed to the information-seeker.  It was informed to him that the matter is pending in the Civil Court of Additional Civil Judge, Gidderbaha and that further action will only be taken after the pronouncement of judicial order.  Nevertheless, the information-seeker has preferred to come in a appeal,

2.

The appellant is absent without intimation. I am satisfied with the reply furnished by the respondent. Hence, the case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajit Singh s/o Shri Khan Singh,

Village Lakhoka Uttad, PO Mandi Lodhuke, 
Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepur.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, 

Jalalabad (West), District Ferozepur.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 489    of 2011

Present:-
Shri Ajit Singh complainant.

Shri Gurbachan Singh, Panchayat Secretary on  behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Information has been furnished and complainant is satisfied with the same.

2.

The only issue is of delay beyond 30 days for which the respondent-PIO namely Shri Gurbachan Singh, Secretary Gram Panchayat, Lakhoke Uttad  was called upon to explain the delay under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 on 4.4.2011.

3.

No written explanation has been filed by Shri Gurbachan Singh, PIO.  To day at the time of hearing, he submits that only two utilization certificates could not be furnished in time.  He also submits that complainant had filed number of applications under the Right to Information Act, 2005 and all his requests were attended to in time except in respect of the present two utilization certificates.  The plea of the PIO is that these were in the custody of Shri Bhajan Singh, Junior Engineer o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad.  These had to be procured from him and hence, the delay.  
4.

Issue notice to Shri Bhajan Singh, Junior Engineer o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Jalalabad.  Both Shri Gurbachan Singh, PIO and Shri Bhajan Singh, Junior Engineer are given one more opportunity to file their written replies explaining the delay of each day.  They may also avail opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 9.6.2011.
5.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur on 9.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan s/o Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market, Mission Road, Pathankot.
 -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation, Division No.1, 

Ferozepur.

FAA-The Superintending Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation, 

Ferozepur. 








-------Respondents.

AC No.  127  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
None on  behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 4.4.2011, when the case came up for hearing, the appellant was absent without intimation and the respondent had submitted that the information stood furnished to the appellant on 28.12.2010.  The appellant is again absent today without intimation. This only shows that he is not interested in pursuing the matter any further.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kundan Singh s/o Shri Prem Singh,

Vill. Lakhoke Uttad, P.O. Mandi Lodhuke, Tehsil Fazilka.

 Distt. Ferozepur.
    





  -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad,

Ferozepur.







    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 487    of 2011

Present:-
Shri Kundan Singh complainant.

Shri Harbhagwan Singh, APIO on  behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The only issue which was left for determination in this case was delay on the part of PIO beyond statutory period of 30 days in furnishing of the information sought by the complainant.

2.

I have heard the parties today.  The plea of the respondent is that delay occurred for two reasons.  Firstly, the application for information was sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur whereas the relevant information pertained to public authority of Zila Parishad.  The Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur in turn marked the application to the Additional Deputy Commission who further forwarded it to PIO/Zila Parishad and this resulted in delay.  Secondly it was pleaded that RTI request was not accompanied by fee.  The information-seeker was informed vide memo No.4891 dated 24.8.2010 that he should deposit the requisite fee.  The respondent submitted that numbers of letters were addressed to the complainant and this resulted in delay.

3.

The respondent further submitted that information has been furnished.  The respondent pleaded that there was no intention on the part of the respondent to deny or to delay the information, which in any case has been furnished.

4.

I accept the plea of the respondent.  The delay has been explained as stated above.  I therefore, order the complainant case to be closed.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh #F-22/488, Ravidas Mandir, Mustafabad,

 Batala Road, Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Sureon, Mamdot, District Ferozepur.

    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  527   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Dr. Anoop Singh, SMO on  behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



Shri Hardeep Singh complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent shows an acknowledgement given by the complainant that he has received the information to his satisfaction.

2.

As regards the delay in furnishing of the information Dr. Anoop Singh, SMO has explained that most of the queries of the information-seeker were vague and non-specific.  His queries were in the nature of asking questions rather than information.  Nevertheless, the available information has since been furnished to the complainant who is satisfied. The respondent, therefore, pleaded that the present case may be closed.
3.

I have perused the record.  It is a fact that some of the queries of the complainant would not qualify within the definition of term ‘information’ under Section 2(f) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 e.g. Sr. No-1 of the query “df;nk ikt/ fe s[jkv/ dcso ftu fe;/ gZso s/ ekotkJh fezB/ ;w/A ftu w[ezwb j[zdh j?.""

4.

In view of the fact that the complainant has given an acknowledgement that he has received the information,  I accept the explanation of the PIO and close the case.








     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       Punjab 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Inderjeet s/o Shri Bagravat Ram,

R/o VPO Sitto Gunno, Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Ferozepur.

      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur.




    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  559  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Vikrant Bajaj on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent has explained the facts of the case by pointing out that information-seeker had submitted an ordinary application seeking information.  A reply was sent to him to comply with the conditions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Subsequently, the complainant filed a fresh application alongwith fee.  The finding of MLR A inquiry report was ready.  However, the complainant gave in writing that he will collect the report in person from the office of the Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur.  The written submission of the complainant was read out to me by the respondent and was also verified by the Superintendent o/o the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur present at the other end of the Video Conference.
3.

The plea of the respondent is that there is no delay on the part of the PIO and the information could not be given because the complainant never turned up to collect the same.

4.

The complainant is absent today without intimation.  I accept the plea of the respondent and close the complaint case with the observation that the complainant is free to collect the inquiry report from the office of the Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur as he himself has given in writing that he will collect the same in person.








     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

      Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Kumar Saini s/o Shri Bhanna Ram Saini,

R/o 1693/11, Gali Bagh Chowdhary Kattra Suffaid, Amritsar-143001.

      -------------Appellant






Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Maclod Road, 
Rani Ka Bagh, Amritsar.

FAA-District Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Amritsar Division,

Amritsar.







      -------------Respondents.

AC No.  243  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Balwinder Kumar, Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Amritsar-2 on  behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent submits that entire information was furnished to the appellant and that he is satisfied with it.  The appellant, however, is absent without intimation.  Hence, the case is adjourned to 9.6.2011, to enable the appellant to confirm this.
2.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar on 9.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       






Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mukesh Verma, 51, Hide Market,

Opp. Old Sabzi Mandi, Near Asian Batteries, Amritsar.


      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Court Road, Amritsar.






    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 727    of 2011,
CC No. 729    of 2011,

CC No. 734    of 2011,

CC No. 735    of 2011,

CC No. 738    of 2011,

CC No. 743    of 2011,

CC No. 744    of 2011,

CC No. 745    of 2011,

CC No. 746    of 2011,

CC No. 755    of 2011,

CC No. 756    of 2011,

CC No. 757    of 2011,

CC No. 758    of 2011

&

CC No. 759    of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainants.

Shri Balwinder Kumar, Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Amritsar-II on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



In all these cases, fax messages from the complainants have been received stating that Shri S.K. Sharma representing the information-seekers is not well and therefore unable to appear through Video Conference Facility for hearing of the cases.  It has further been pleaded that all the relevant documents are in the custody of Shri S.K. Sharma and therefore hearing of these cases be adjourned to enable the information-seekers to plead their cases on the next date.
2.

The respondent in all these cases are PIOs of the local offices of the Department of Excise and Taxation, Government of Punjab.  It was pleaded by the representatives of PIOs that entire information had been furnished to the information-seeker.

3.

In view of the request of the information-seekers, the cases are adjourned to 9.6.2011.

4.

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar on 9.6.2011 at 10.30 A.M.







     
      
     (R.I. Singh)

May 9, 2011




    

Chief Information Commissioner

       






Punjab
