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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 119 of 2013 
Sh. Jiwan Garg S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg,

R/o #B-1/473-A; Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road, Sunam, Distt. Sangrur-148028.

……………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, Sunam.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Council, Sunam.                  
………..……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Jiwan Garg appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Ajit Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO office of Municipal Council, Sunam. 

ORDER

1. A fax from the appellant has been received in the Commission at diary no.1590 dated 09.07.2013 which is taken on record. The appellant is present at today’s hearing in the Commission and argues that the letter no.2363 dated 28.08.2012 from the PIO  has not been received by him and respondent should show the proof that it has been delivered. He further states that on his RTI application dated 06.10.2012 first letter from the PIO is bearing no. 4446 dated 26.12.2012 and was received by him on 31.12.2012 whereas his second appeal is dated 24.12.2012 though received in the Commission  on 31.12.2012. In the letter dated 26.12.2012 most of the information is either nil or provided false/manipulative. He further states that another letter no.5394 dated 05.03.2013 from the PIO contains information which is false/manipulative. Wrong information has been provided that CVO came only once whereas he has come number of times. Again vide letter no.6518 dated 02.05.2013 the information is 
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wrong/incomplete/manipulative and false. In letter dated 02.05.2013 time of his visit of CVO is 6:00 to 6:30 PM whereas in letter dated 05.03.2013 time of visit is 05:15 PM. CVO infact has also visited on 11.06.2009 which proves that the information provided is false. He also mentions that the deficiency was pointed out by letter dated 21.05.2013 to the PIO. He also points out that point no. 1 to 7 has been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act and in case of point no.8, part information was provided and rest was transferred to PUDA without intimating him and information on point no. 9 was received vide letter no. 7640 dated 05.07.2013 on 08.07.2013 which is after a delay of 400 days. He also brings to the Notice of the Commission that first appeal with FAA was filed on 09.10.2012 but the appellate authority did not hear it. He points out that no follow up of letter dated 13.07.2012 to CVO has been made by the PIO. At the end of his arguments, he requests that PIO office of Chief Vigilance Officer and that of PUDA office of PUDA, Patiala may be imp-leaded as respondents and PIO office of Municipal Council, Sunam be penalized for the delay and show cause notice should be issued to the First Appellate Authority.      
2. Sh. Ajit Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO o/o Municipal Council, Sunam requests that an adjournment may be given for filing written arguments.
3. Accepting the plea of the appellant PIO office of PUDA, Patiala and PIO office of Chief Vigilance Officer office of Local Government Bodies, Punjab are hereby impleaded as respondents and Notice be issued to them. On the request of the PIO an adjournment is given to him for filing written arguments before next date of hearing.  The matter to come up for further hearing on 13.08.2013 at 2:00 P.M.  
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4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.





  
Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 10.07.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 
1. PIO-cum-Chief Vigilance Officer,

O/o Local Governemnt Bodies Punjab,

SCO, No-131-132, Sector-17-C,

Chandigarh.

2. PIO-cum-Estate Officer,
PUDA Officer Complex,

Phase-2, Urban Estate Patiala,

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 305 of 2013
Date of decision 10.07.2013 
Sh. Amrit Pal Singh S/o Sh. Darbhar Singh.

R/o V.P.O. Bakipur, Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran-143302
…………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Food Supply & Consumer Affairs, Punjab

Jeevan Deep Building Sector -17, Chandigarh.


…..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Smt. Jagjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, office of Director, Food Supply & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

ORDER

1.
On his RTI application dated 18.11.2012, the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Director, Food Supply and Consumer Affairs Punjab regarding his complaint dated 14.05.2013 against Ration Depot Holder of village Bakipur of District TarnTaran. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 01.01.2013. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 28.02.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. Nor any intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 

4. The respondent states that during the last hearing on 18.06.2013 it was brought to the notice of the Commission that the complete information comprising of 48 pages has been provided to the complainant vide memo no. 4FD(1994 RTI) -13/967 dated 06.06.2013. 
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5. After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that during the hearing on 18.06.2013 last opportunity was provided to the complainant to follow up his case in the Commission failing which it was to be presumed that he was satisfied with the information provided to him by the PIO vide letter dated 06.06.2013. The complainant has not attended the hearing of the Commission consecutively twice and nothing contrary to the fact stated by PIO has been received from the complainant thereby entailing that the information seeker is satisfied with the information provided. It is further observed that now no action is required in this case. In view of this, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










 
      
Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 10.07.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1527 of 2013
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Advocate 

Chamber No. 121 & 309, 

Judicial Courts Complex, Hira Enclave, 
Nabha, Tehsil & Distt. Nabha.PIN-147201.

……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust, Nabha. 



   ………..……………Respondent
Show Cause Notice
CC:
Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary, 





(Regd.Post)

Executive Officer -cum-PIO

Office of Improvement Trust, Nabha. 

Present:
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Advocate complainant in person (97814-23125)

For the respondent: Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary, E.O. (94638-15204) and Sh. Jagdeep Singh Superintendant cum APIO O/o Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nabha. 
ORDER 

1. The complainant states that though he has received the information but it has been delayed by the PIO for which he should be penalized under relevant provision of the RTI Act.
2. After hearing the complainant it appears that the PIO office of Improvement Trust, Nabha has delayed in providing information to the information seeker. As such I deem it appropriate to issue notice to Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nabha to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant. 
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In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 
3.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.08.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-




Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 10.07.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1553 of 2013
Sh. Lal Mohammand 

S/o Sh. Sadique Mohammand

R/o VPO Kothala, Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur. Pin-1480201,



……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar 

      Malerkotla. 





   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Lal Mohammand complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Lal Deen, Junior Assistant office of Tehsildar, Malerkotla. (98729-78317)

ORDER 

1. The complainant states that the information about moveable and immoveable property of Sh. Darshan Singh, Patwari is yet to be provided by the PIO office of Tehsildar, Malerkotla. 
2. The respondent states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent by registered post vide letter no. 461/RTI dated 17.06.2013 indicating therein that the information available with the office of PIO has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 310/BC, dated 03.04.2013 and no. 423/RTI dated 27.05.2013.
3. The matter to come up for order on 01.08.2013 at 2:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-



Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 10.07.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1815 of 2013 
Sh. Rajan Garg

R/o Aggarwal Niwas, Near Bhisham Park,

Peerkhana Road, Khanna-141401,

District Ludhiana.





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Town Planner, 

Mini Secretariat, Fatehgarh Sahib.


   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Smt. Preet Kanwal, District Town Planner, 

Fatehgarh Sahib. (98146-12462)

ORDER

1. A request letter at diary no. 15847, dated 08.07.2013 has been received in the Commission from the complainant requesting for an adjournment in the case.
2. Accepting the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 01.08.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties


 
Sd/-  
Chandigarh




    
  
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 10.07.2013

               

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 
Complaint Case No. 2540 of 2012
Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Raj Singh,

R/o Ajad nagar, Opposite Bus Stand,


Ferozepur



           



   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.








     …Respondent
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu PIO-cum-DTO, Ferozepur.
ORDER 

1. The complainant is not present at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of his absence.
2. Sh. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, PIO-cum-DTO requests that an adjournment may be given to submit reply to the show cause notice as well as opportunity of personal hearing.
3. Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing now on 01.08.2013 at 2:00 P.M.  

4. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.  

   Sd/-     
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 10.07.2013


               
State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 3288 of 2012 
Sh. Manjit Singh alias Kuku S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh

R/o Near pehli Patshahi Gurdwara Sahib, Ward No.18,

# 288-A. City Sunam, Distt. Sangur. (Punjab)
         
 

 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.




                         
 …Respondent

Present:
Sh. Manjit Singh alias Kuku complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Kumar Chopra, SDE, PWD(B&R), Sunam on behalf of SDM, Sunam.   
ORDER
1. The complainant states that the information other than the map has been provided. He further states that penal action against PIO may be taken for intentionally causing the delay in providing the information. 

2. Sh. Ramesh Kumar Chopra, SDE, PWD(B&R) on behalf of SDM, Sunam is present in the Commission and states that no other information is available in the office of the PIO and all available information has already been provided to the complainant.

3. After hearing both the parties, Sh. Gurtej Singh, PCS, PIO-cum-SDM Sunam is hereby directed to file reply to the Notice of the Commission stating all facts of the case chronologically and attend personally the next hearing. The matter to come up for further hearing on 01.08.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









         Sd/-  
     
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated:10.07.2013.


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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
   Complaint Case No.3080 of 2012
Date of Decision 10.07.2013
Sh. Jasbir Singh

R/o Village Bolapur. Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, Distt- Ludhiana





     …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer

District- Muktsar Sahib.                        
   


 
       …Respondent 
Present:
Sh. Jasbir Singh complainant in person. (98882-96107) 

For the respondent: Sh. Varinderpal Singh Bajwa, PCS, DTO, Muktsar Sahib. 
ORDER
1. On his RTI application dated 08.08.2011, the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of DTO, Muktsar on 5 points pertaining to fitness certificate of vehicles issued by Board of Inspection and speed governors. On not getting the requisite information, he filed complaint in the Commission on 05.10.2012 under Section 18 of the RTI Act. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.11.2012 in the Commission.

3. The complainant tenders written statement that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of.
4. Sh. Varinderpal Singh Bajwa, PCS, DTO, Mukatsar Sahib is present in the Commission and submits his affidavit in response to the show cause notice issued to him on 18.06.2013. During the personal hearing he states that he joined as District 
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Transport Officer(Additional Charge) Sri Muktsar Sahib on 27.05.2013 and that the instant complaint case no. 3080 of 2012 pending before the State Information Commission Punjab, was brought to his notice on 17.06.2013. He further states that on perusal of RTI application it was found that the information was related to the office of Motor Vehicle Inspector Sri Muktsar Sahib and he was immediately asked to provide the requisite information. The information was compiled & then provided to the complainant. He admits that there is delay in furnishing the requisite information to the complainant but this was primarily due to Zila Parshid Panchayat Simiti Elections held earlier followed by recently concluded elections of Gram Panchayats on 3 July 2013. The deponent further submits that he has utmost regard for the Hon’ble State Information Commission Punjab and that he has no intention of knowingly not complying with the directions passed by this Hon’ble Commission. In the end, he extends an unconditional apology for the unintentional delay and requests that the show cause notice issued by the Commission may be withdrawn.
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the explanation tendered by Sh. Varinderpal Singh Bajwa, PCS, DTO, Muktsar Sahib is plausible and therefore the show cause notice issued to him is hereby discharged. The complainant has expressed his satisfaction on receiving the information and has also requested that the case may be disposed of. The PIO office of 
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DTO, Muktsar is hereby cautioned to be careful in future and ensure that the RTI applications are decided timely and in consonance with the provision of RTI Act, 2005. In view of aforementioned, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



  
 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 10.07.2013



             State Information Commissioner
