STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal (Advocate),

H.No. 3402, Sector 71, 

Mohali. 


 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

M.C Office, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Senior Town Planner,

Ludhiana - 141001






…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 125/2015
Order

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



Mr. Navneet Singh, Inspector  (Technical) on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
26.02.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
4.11.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
23.12.2014

Information sought: 


(Initially, the appellant had sought information from PIO o/o Senior Town Planner, Ludhiana regarding the CLU case of Toyota Car dealers Radiant Toyota/Chaddha Super Cars car agency at Jugiana MH –I and general rules and  related guidelines.)


During hearing before Ld. Commissioner Parveen Kumar,  ATP  HS Bajwa had stated that the information was held by MC, Ludhiana. However, this information is still awaited.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

 :
Information denied.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The representative of the PIO stated that the requisite information is not available in the record as apparently the contentious building regarding which the CLU
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Appeal Case no. 125/2015
was being sought, was an authorized one and the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has already initiating proceeding against the concerned firm. The appellant is satisfied with  the response to the respondent PIO.

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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal (Advocate),

H.No. 3402, Sector 71, 

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. 127/2015
Order

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



Mr. Mangaljit Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
10.03.2014

PIO replied




:   
04.11.2014
First appeal filed



:   
10.06.2014
Second appeal received in SIC             :          23.12.2014
Information sought                                :   


Seeks information related to LPA branch of DC  office.   
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
:
 Information still awaited.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The respondent PIO has deputed a junior level officer, who is not well conversant with the fact of the case. Moreover, he was carrying a file related to different RTI application which has already been disposed of. The Commission takes a serious note of this gross negligence and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO.

The  respondent – PIO Ms. Savita Singh, District Revenue Officer, in the o/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga, is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 
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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 her till the information is actually furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit her 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.  She may take note that in case she 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 she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 03.03.2015 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pyare Lal Garg,

# 1306, Sector:44-B, 

Chandigarh-160047                                                                           
  …Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
1. 
Public Information Officer,

 O/o Director Research and Medical Education,

Punjab, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.

2. 
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Research and Medical 

 
Education, Punjab, Sector: 40-C, Chandigarh.                        
 …Respondent

Appeal Case No.2029 of 2014

Order

Present:
Mr. Pyare Lal Garg, appellant in person.



Mr. Didar Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.



The information has been provided to the satisfaction of the appellant. The PIO stated that the process for awarding the compensation had been initiated. Also,   the PIO submitted his response to show cause notice which is taken on record. For  compliance of order of compensation and adjudication on the show cause notice, the case is deferred to 07.04.2015 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.  Sukhjinder Singh,

HC – 1578,

P.S Aanaj Mandi, Patiala. 
 






 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Inspector General of Police,

PAP Jalandhar Cantt.


Jalandhar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Director General of Police,

Armed Battalion, Jalandhar. 




…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 131/2015
Order
Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Jastinder Singh, PPS, DSP, CR/PAP on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
23.09.2014

PIO replied




:   
07.10.2014

First appeal filed



:   
28.10.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
23.12.2014

Information sought: 


Seeks information regarding 58 constable transferred to the districts including their conduct and self behavior.  
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal

:
Information denied as the PAP is not 







covered under RTI.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The respondent PAP is not covered under RTI as it is exempted under sub clause 4 of section 24 of the RTI Act. Hence, the respondent outfit is not obliged to furnish any information.

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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Manjit Singh,

Punjab Anti Corruption Youth,

H. No. 4780, Shiva Ji Nagar, Ludhiana. 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone B, Ludhiana. 







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 09/2015
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Kulwinder Singh, Head Draftsman on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed
 :
09.07.2014/13.04.2014

PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
18.11.2014
Ground for complaint
:
Information not furnished.

Information  sought:- 
 

Seeks information on five files.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the PIO stated that he had already responded to RTI application in the past and submitted different letters which were taken on record. The respondent PIO is directed to send a copy of these again to the complainant through registered post within five working days. 



The complainant is advised to peruse the information and point out deficiencies, if any and the respondent PIO is duty bound to make up for the same. If he  fails to do so the complainant is free to approach the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. Additional Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 
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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. M.M Jetly,

S/o Sh. Ram Chand Jetly,

R/o 476 - E- 20, Sant Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.  






… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Zone D, Ludhiana. 







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No.- 20/2015
Order

Present:
M.M Jetly complainant in person.



Mr. Satinder Kumar, Draftsman on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed 


:
11.06.2014
PIO’s response
:    
Nil

 Complaint received in SIC  
:
11.12.2014

Ground for complaint
:
No response, hence denial of information.
Information sought:- 
 
Seeks information related to approval of building map of HN 476,Sant Nagar, Civil Lines.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO submitted a copy of the latter dated 10.02.2015 addressed to the complainant that he should provide building map number and its date without which the requisite information cannot be supplied. The RTI application was received on 11.06.2014 and till 10.02.2015, there had been no response  from the respondent PIO  while the information or response should have been provided within 30 days of the receipt of RTI application. Evidently, the  respondent PIO didn’t respond to the RTI application. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice.


The  respondent – PIO Ms. Monika Anand, ATP, Zone D, o/o Municipal
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 Corporation, Ludhiana, 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 her till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit her 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.  She may take note that in case she does not file his written reply and does not avail   herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.

Decision:- 



The case is adjourned to 03.03.2015 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kulwinder Singh,

H. No. 11397, Partap Nagar,

Street No. 2, Ludhiana. 






… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone C, Ludhiana. 







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 26/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Kulwinder Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Navneet Singh, Inspector (Tech.) on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
30.09.2014
PIO’s response
:    
Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 

: 
11.12.2014


Ground for complaint

:
Information still awaited.


Information  sought:-                       : 
Seeks information related to details of movement of JCB machines and police force for demolition of unauthorized structure in a particular street named in Partap Nagar. 
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the respondent PIO stated that the requisite information sought by the appellant is not available on record as such details  are not maintained in the records. Since the information is not available in the record, there is nothing on the record which can be supplied. 

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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Virsa Singh,

S/o Sh. Jagtar Singh,

V.P.O: Chak Haraj (Berka),

Thana Lakho ke Bahiram,

Tehsil & District: Ferozepur.





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur. 








 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur. 








…Respondent
Complaint Case No.- 46/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Virsa Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Sukhdev Singh, HC O/o SSP, Ferozpuer & Mr. Sukwinder Singh, 


District Revenue officer, o/o DC Ferozepur on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
02.07.2014
PIO’s response



:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 

:
15.12.2014.
Ground for complaint


:

No response, hence denial of 








information. 
Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks file No1159/LCA dated 13.12.2007 and a copy of orders on the same 1.  

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The PIO in the o/o DC, Ferozepur had neither bothered to respond to the complainant nor to the notice of the Commission. The Commission takes a serious note of this gross negligence on his part and is constrained to issue show cause notice. 
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The  respondent – PIO Mr. Amit Kumar, ADC Ferozepur, in the O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, 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. 



  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 11.03.2015 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Sewa Singh,

Shiv Mandir Dharmshala,

E.W.S Colony, Tajpur Road,

Ludhiana.


 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Zone B, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 78/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sewa Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Kulwinder Singh, Head Draftsman, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

The appeal case has already been disposed on 12.09.2014 vide AC 1787/14  by Lnd. Commissioner Satinder Pal Singh. Since the case stands closed, it can’t be re-opened. Moreover, what the appellant was looking forward to in his present appeal is not covered u/s 2(f) of RTI Act.  


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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H. No. 6 / 35 – P / 330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, P.O: Dhandari Kalan,

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. 128/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Navneet Singh, Inspector (Tech.) on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
24.05.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
27.06.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
23.12.2014

Information sought: 

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
Complete information not provided.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The appellant has sought an adjournment as he is not well. The representative of the PIO had offered the appellant to get the requisite record inspected on mutually agreed date and time. 
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 03.03.2015 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

H. No. 6 / 35 – P / 330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, P.O: Dhandari Kalan,

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. 129/2015
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Navneet Singh, Inspector (Tech.) on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
01.07.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
01.08.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
23.12.2014
Information sought: 

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal 
:
No response, hence denial of 


           information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The appellant has sought an adjournment as he is not well. The representative of the PIO had offered to the appellant to get the requisite record inspected on mutually agreed date and time. 
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 03.03.2015 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kulbhushan Garg,

S/o Sh. Balbir Chand,

C/o Kunj Plaza, Near Janta Bakery,

Kalka Road, Rajpura, Dist: Patilala. 

 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Ex- Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

Rajpura.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chariman,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd,

Patiala.  

          





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3538/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Kulbhushan Garg, appellant in person.



Mr. Mohit Sood, ASE-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.



A part information has been provided as per the RTI application to the satisfaction of the appellant. The remaining information along with some clarification as sought by the appellant too was provided during the hearing itself. There is nothing more that can be provided in this case.


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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur, Jhabewal,

P/o Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana. 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Commissioner,

Commissioner Patiala Mandal, 

Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The  Commissioner,

Commissioner Patiala Mandal, 

Patiala. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3474/14
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Rajiv Sharma, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.



During the last hearing, the representative of the PIO had stated that the information had been provided to the appellant well within stipulated period on 24.09.2014. The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission. During the last hearing the appellant was advised to be present for today’s hearing to ensure speedy disposal of the case yet he preferred to abstain. Moreover, since nothing contrary is heard from appellant’s quarter, it is assumed that he was satisfied with the information 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Dinesh Kumar,

Aashiana Cottage, # 16-A,

Gali NO. 9 B, Aanad Nagar B,

Patiala – 147003

 



 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice Punjab,

Chandigarh.
           





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3553/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Dinesh Kumar, appellant in person.



Ms. Parveen Sharma, Assistant (Dealing Hand) Home – 3 Branch, on 


behalf of the respondent.



A part of information has been provided to the appellant. The representative of the PIO has assured to provide the remaining information within ten days.


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 03.03.2015 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: 11.02.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
