STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Paramjit Singh Ubhi,

C-135, Phase VIII,

Industrial Area,

Mohali.






   

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.






    
    …Respondents

Appeal Case No- 1684/2013

ORDER 

Present: 
Mr. Paramjit Singh Ubhi,  alongwith Mr. Vinish Singla, Advocate. 



Mr. Rajiv Verma, SDM-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 


The respondent-PIO provided the remaining requisite information to the appellant during the hearing today to his satisfaction and the appellant made a written submission for withdrawal of his appeal. 
                      Also, the respondent PIO submitted his reply to the show  cause notice and in the light of it , further proceedings on the same are dropped.

                     Since the information stands provided and the appellant seeks withdrawal of the case too, 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: 10.02.2014    

   


  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Apinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 820, District Courts,

Ludhiana.




   

 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 4233/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Narinder, Store Keeper, on behalf of the respondent. 


The complainant is absent today for the second consecutive hearing. However, he has sent a fax message received and diarized today which is not legible. The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the complainant had resubmitted his application on 27.01.2014 regarding which he was seeking information. . During the last hearing, the representative of the respondent PIO had maintained that that no auch application dated 04.07.2013 was received by his office and hence the action taken report on the same can’t be supplied. 
 

However, he feigned ignorant of the fate of the said application  and the commission takes serious note it. Evidently, the PIO Mr. Jitender Singh Brar, DDPO is taking the RTI application casually and had not even bothered to sent a response to it ; neither to the Commission nor to the complainant. In view of the gross negligence and caual approach,the Commission is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent-PIO. 


The  PIO – respondent Mr. Jitender Singh Brar, DDPO (Hq.)  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.  
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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 alongwith the reply to the show cause notice at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 26.02.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      
 
  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 10.02.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

123, Model Gram,

Ludhiana. 
  

 




   … Appellant 

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Zone-D, Ludhiana 



ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


Municipal Corporation, 


Zone-D, Ludhiana 
 




 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1049/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the  parties. 


In defiance to the Commission’s order dated 16.01.2014, the PIO has not deposited the imposed penalty till date.  



The Commission directs the Muncipal Committee to ensure that the said amount be deducted from PIO’s  salary before the next date of hearing and the necessary instructions should be passed on to the drawing and disbursing officer of the Municipal Corporation.  A copy of this order be sent to Commissiner, MC , Ludhiana  to ensure compliance of this order. 
The case is adjourned to 12.03.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      
 
  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 10.02.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner
Cc: 
The Commissioner 



(By Name)


Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bant Singh, 

S/o Sh. Niaghia Singh, 

R/o Kehar Singh Colony, 

Lalhari Road, W. No. 3,

Gali No. 3, Khanna, 
District – Ludhiana.  
 

 


 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registering Authority, 

Motor Vehicles, Khanna, 

Distt.  Ludhiana. 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1735/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bant Singh, complainant in person.




Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Despatch Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO submitted in writing that the complainant is not cooperating   and requested that the case be filed. But this was contested by the complainant.  The request of the PIO for closing the case is rejected as the onus of providing the information is on the PIO.  The PIO is directed to be personally present at the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 24.02.2014 at 11.00AM.

Announced  in the open court. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      
 
  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 10.02.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Surinder Sharma

C/o Sh. PC Sharma, Advocate,

Chowk Regent Cinema,

 378-M.M. Malviya Road,

Amritsar-143001-21




   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2304/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Surinder Mahindroo, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The appellant is absent today for the third consecutive hearing. 

 

In compliance to the commisison’s directive, the PIO Mr. Surinder Mohan Mohindru appeared before the commission and submitted not only a response to the show cause notice but also a separate submission recapitulating brief facts of the case.    

 

In his detailed submission, the PIO submitted the RTI application was received in his office on 26.02.2013  and the same was transferred u/s 5(4) and 5(5) of the RTI Act to Municipal Town Planning(MTP) and Fire Brigade department on 27.02.2013.

 

Since the appellant had failed to comply with the directions of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court in CWP 4787 of 2011 dated 02.11.2012 which mandated an identity proof with the RTI application, the appellant was accordingly informed of the same.  The appellant provided ID proof only on 02.04.2013 and the RTI application was entertained only then.
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Subsequently, the deemed PIO-cum-ATP (Assistant Town Planner) supplied the information on 08.05.2013 while the deemed PIO cum ADFO( Assistant Divisional Forest Officer)   supplied the information on 19.05.2013.

 
        Since the appellant was not satisfied with the response of the deemed PIO cum ATP, he approached the first appellate authority and the State Information Commission which issued notice of hearing for 19.12.2013. The appellant has pointed out the information provided regarding query No 3(i) was  incomplete and inaccurate. 

                  Since a part of the information was not supplied as per the appellant’s assertions, a show cause notice was issued and the case was deferred to 16.01.2014. The PIO was directed to file response to the show cause notice and be personally present at the next date of hearing i.e. 10.02.2013.

                The appellant preferred to abstain for the third consecutive hearing on the ground that he faces threat to his life. In last orders of the commission on 16.01.2014, the appellant advised to approach the local police and register a case against those he suspects were issuing threats.  But nothing is heard from the appellant quarter on this account  reflecting on the casual approach of the appellant to his RTI application and also to the threat to his life, if there is a rally a serious one.

                Also, the appellant has not annexed the response/ reply of the PIO dated 08.05.2013 along with appeal to the commission. Instead, the PIO had simply asserted that the information provided by incomplete and inaccurate as regards query No 3(i) C of his RTI application. 

              In fact, the respondent PIO claimed that complete information had been provided on 08.05.2013 and he annexed his reply too along with his detailed submission today.  Also, the PIO stated that he had provided the said information again  to the appellant on 13.12.2013 .
                 But the appellant is still maintaining that the information sought is incomplete and misleading. Such a generalization was not acceptable to the commission. The respondent cum deemed PIO has clearly stated that the contentious building is situated in “Non-Scheme” area and there was no violation in construction of the said building.

                However, if the appellant is not satisfied with the response of the PIO or if he feels that the said contentious building was unauthorized , he is at liberty to challenge 
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his contention at appropriate forum and contest the contention of the PIO that the building constructed in Noon Scheme area and there were no rules that prohibited the construction of such a building.
                The response of the PIO to the show cause notice is found satisfactory, hence further proceedings on the same are dropped. Moreover, since the PIO had already provided the information, the instant appeal 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: 10.02.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner
