STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mr. Surinder Singh, 

Gram Panchayat Kadiana, 

PO & Block Adampur, 

District – Jalandhar 






 
… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Pb. 


Vikas Bhawan, Sector -62, 


Mohali. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Pb.  


Vikas Bhawan, Sector -62, 


Mohali. 







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2068/13

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Balwinder Singh, for the  appellant.


None for the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
10.05.2013
PIO replied




:   
04.06.2013

First appeal filed



:   
31.08.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
24.09.2013
Information sought :-

Seeks information on five points regarding action taken on his complaint dated 29.09.2011 after the conduct of inquiry by ADC, Kapurthala vide inquiry report No. 1801/2012/Steno dated 16.07.2012.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
The information related to point no. – I 







was incomplete and incorrect.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :-
 


The Respondent PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission.  The PIO has neither supplied the information as per his RTI application to the appellant nor appeared during today’s hearing. The Commission had issued a notice of hearing on 23.10.2013 but he did not filed any reply. It shows that the PIO has
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Appeal Case No. 2068/13

little regard for the  RTI Act as well as for the Commission.  The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the Respondent-PIO and deems it fit to serve a show cause notice to the PIO. 
 

The PIO Mr. Jitender Singh Brar, DDPO (Hq.) office of Director Rural Development & Panchayts, Punjab 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 her 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.   


The case is adjourned to 27.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balwinder Singh, 

H. No. 42/2, Sector – 41-A,

Chandigarh. 


 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Minister Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb.,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. 



 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3438/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Balwinder Singh, complainant in person. 

Mr. Preet Mahinder Kaur, Jr. Asst. o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
21.08.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
24.09.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on five points including information regarding six complaints.  
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


During the course of hearing the representative of the respondent-PIO has supplied the information on all the points to the complainant. However, the information related to action taken against the enquiry officer is still pending. The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that no action has been taken again the enquiry officer. The respondent-PIO is directed to file written response to this effect within seven working days, in any case before the next date of hearing. 
Decision:- 
 
 

The case is adjourned to 27.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mr. Jasbir Singh, 

Village Bolapur Jhabewal, 

P.O – Ramgarh, 

District – Ludhiana.  






… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o District Transport Officer, 


Jalandhar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb. 

Sector -17, Chandigarh. 





…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2061/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Pankaj Jaitly, Section Officer, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
01.07.2013                                                                           0 00
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
02.08.2013
First Appellate Authority Order 

: 
16.08.2013 (Ordered PIO to provide the 







information immediately.)

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
24.09.2013
Information sought :-

Seeks information on three points regarding inspection of vehicle in June, 2013.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :


The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the information had already been provided to the appellant on 04.10.2013, through registered post. A part of the information has been sent earlier on 11.09.2013. The representative of the
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respondent- submitted the copy of entire information during the course of hearing which is taken on record.. 


Since the information stands supplied, 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: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mr. Jasbir Singh, 

Near Railways Crossing, 

Lodhipur Road, Anandpur Sahib, 

District – Roopnagar. 






… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 


Anandpur Sahib. (Roopnagar)

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Divisonal Magistrate, 

Anandpur Sahib.
(Roopnagar)




…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2058/13

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Jasbir Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. Rattan Singh, Office Kanungo, o/o Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, on behalf  of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
25.06.2013
PIO replied




:   
Nil 
First appeal filed



:   
08.08.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
20.09.2013
Information sought : 

Seeks information on 10 points regarding floods in Sri Anandpur Sahib on 13.08.2007 in Charan Ganga. 
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 : No response, hence denial of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :


The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that he has sent the information on 22.10.2013. The appellant conceded that he has received the same. However, he protested that information sought under point no. e, f, i and j has not been provided. Moreover, either the information has not been provided regarding these points 
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or the appellant is shunted to other department/ departments for collecting the requisite information as it related to other departments.  Also, the respondent PIO has sought requisite fee for some information.

                The fee is for the information should be demanded within ten days of receipt of application per the Punjab Right to Information Rules 2007 and the RTI application must be transferred within five working days to the extent it related to another PIO as per the RTI Act. However, in the instant case, the PIO has failed to perform his duties under the RTI Act. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant free of cost and also obtaining it from the concerned PIO too. 


The case is adjourned to 27.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

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 (Tarn Taran).

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No- 1684/2013

ORDER

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


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


During the course of hearing, the representative of the respondent-PIO has supplied a part of the information to the appellant. But it was totally unsatisfactory. Moreover, the appellant has filed the RTI application on 17.10.2012. Today the PIO has authorised the clerk for attending the today’s proceedings who was totally oblivious of the  facts of the case. A reply of show cause notice which was issued on 18.09.2013 to the PIO Mr. Bakhtawar Singh, SDM is still awaited. It shows that the PIO has little regard for the Commission. The Commission takes a serious note of it. 



One last opportunity is provided to present and previous PIO to provide the requisite information to the appellant and also a response to  the show cause notice. Both the PIO’s are directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing. 


The case is adjourned to 27.11.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.
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Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

Cc: 


Mr. Bakhtawar Singh, SDM


Lehragaga, Distt – Sangrur 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Parveen Kumar Jain, 

S/o Late Sh. G.R. Jain, 

H. No. 1658, Sector – 15, 

Panchkula. 
 




 

 
  … Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 


O/o Registrar Firms & Societies, Punjab,


Sector 17,  Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

Principal Secretary,

Department of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,


Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.  
 





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1092/2013

           ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Mr. D.S. Sidhu, Registrar-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 


In compliance to the Commissions’ order dated 10.10.2013 the respondent-PIO has made up the deficiencies which were pointed out by the appellant. Today the appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The appellant is advised to be present on the next date fixed otherwise the case will be decided ex-pate. 
 

The case is adjourned to 12.12.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dushyant Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Mohan Lal Nagpal,

# 05, Bhullar Street, Gobind Nagari, 

Ferozepur - 152002








… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o District Education Officer (SE),


Moga. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instruction, Punjab, 

PSEB Complex, Sector – 62, 

Mohali.







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2071/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Mr. Dushyant Kumar, appellant, in person.



Mr. Balwinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   10.04.2013  /  27.05.2013. 

PIO  replied



:   Nil.

Appeal to FAA filed 

:   21.6.2013.

Order  of  FAA


:   23.07.2013.
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   24.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information  on  four  points  regarding  recruitment of 9998  teaching  fellows  vide its Adv. on 05.09.2007.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence denial  of information.  (2) FAA only directed  the PIO to  provide  information  or to offer  reasons for denial of information.

Appeal Case No. 2071/2013
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The  requisite information has been provided to the appellant today during the hearing to the satisfaction of the appellant. So far as supply of information is  concerned, the case is  closed.



The appellant insisted that he had been to the PIO’s office a number of times but he was  not properly attended by the officials nor  supplied the requisite information.  The Respondent-PIO has delayed the supply of the information considerably.



The  PIO has not  dealt with the RTI application  of the information-seeker/appellant as per provisions of the RTI Act.  Obviously the PIO deliberately and wilfully delayed / denied the information to the appellant. The Commission takes a serious notice of this lapse on the part of the PIO and is constrained to  issue show-cause notice to the PIO.


The  PIO, Mr. Jaspal Singh, DEO (SE), 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-DEO(SE) is directed to submit  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, 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, Mr. Jaspal Singh, DEO (SE),  to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with  his reply to the show-cause notice failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

Appeal Case No. 2071/2013
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Decision:



The case is  adjourned to  27.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Jaspal Singh, 

Dana Mandi, Majdur Union, 

Village Mari Buchian, 

R/o # 109, Gobind Nagar, 

Tanda – 144204, Distt. – Hoshiarpur. 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Hoshiarpur.
 

  





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3430/2013

ORDER

Present :
None  for  the  complainant.

None for  the  respondent.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:   14.01.2013.

PIO  replied



:    Nil. 

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   24.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information reg. number of  challans  effected  from  01.12.2012  to  06.01.2013,  and the fine imposed.  Also the complainant seeks the details of the heads  under which the amount of fine was deposited.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Denial  of  information.



Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




Both the  complainant and the respondent are absent without intimation to the Commission.  One more opportunity is afforded to the  Respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of information.  

Complaint Case no- 3430/2013
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Failure to do so will attract the  stringent provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 

Decision:

The case is  adjourned  to 12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of  the  order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Kanwarjeet Singh, 

27 Shankar Garden, 

Model Town, 

Jalandhar.  


 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Bathinda. 



 




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3485/2013

ORDER

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

Mr. Nishan Joshi, Data Entry Operator,  for  the  respondent.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:   08.08.2013.

PIO  replied



:    Nil. 

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   24.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information on 10 points regarding vehicle  No.PB 03-G 0100 is registered.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No information, hence denial  of  information.



Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The representative of the PIO submitted some information by post  on 8.11.2013  which, the complainant, has not received  so far.  The representative klof the PIO also submitted a photo copy of the same to the complainant during the hearing today.  On perusal of the information the complainant  protested  and stated that  the information supplied was not only delayed but is also incomplete  and vague.

Complaint Case no- 3485/2013
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From the above, it is  evident that the  PIO has deliberately and willfully delayed the supply of requisite information to the applicant/complainant and did not ad here to the provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The Commission takes a serious notice of this lapse on the part of the PIO and is constrained to  issue show-cause notice to the PIO. 

The PIO, Mr. Damanjit Singh Maan, D.T.O., 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  complainant.  



The  PIO, Mr.Damanjit Singh Maan, DTO  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, 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, Mr. Damanjit Singh Maan,  to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with  his reply to the show-cause notice failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

Decision:



The case is  adjourned to  12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Kanwarjeet Singh, 

27 Shankar Garden, 

Model Town, 

Jalandhar.  


 

 



… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Roopnagar. 



 




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3484/2013

ORDER

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

Mrs. Kulwinder Kaur, Sr. Assistant, for  the  respondent.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:   31.07.2013.

PIO  replied



:   21.08.2013. 

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   26.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information on 10 points regarding vehicle  No. PB 12 –G 0016  

is  registered.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Denial  of  information.



Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The PIO denied the  information on the ground that it is third  party information.  Though partly information is third party but since  it is in public domain,  the PIO is directed  to ensure that  the required  information  is supplied  to the complainant in public  interest  before the next date of hearing.  Besides, the PIO is directed  to be  himself present at the next date of hearing.

Complaint Case no- 3484/2013
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Decision:



The  case is  adjourned to  12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Kanwarjeet Singh, 

27 Shankar Garden, 

Model Town,

Jalandhar.  


 


 


… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Ludhiana. 



 




 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3478/2013

ORDER

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

Mr. Baljinder Singh, Steno, for  the  respondent.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:   08.08.2013.

PIO  replied



:   Nil. 

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   26.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information on 10 points regarding vehicle  No. PB 10 – BL 0011.  

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence  denial  of  information.



Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The PIO denied the information on the ground that it is third  party information.  Though partly information is third party but since  it is in public domain,  the PIO is directed  to ensure that  the required  information  is supplied  to the complainant in public  interest  before the next date of hearing. A copy of the information already supplied has also been provided to the complainant during the hearing. The PIO has 
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delayed/denied the information considerably deliberately. The Commission takes a serious notice of this lapse on the part of the  Respondent-PIO and is constrained to  issue show-cause notice to the PIO. 

The PIO, Mr. Anil Dass, D.T.O., 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  complainant.  



The  PIO, Mr. Anil Dass, DTO  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, 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, Mr. Anil Dass,  to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing  along with  his reply to the show-cause notice failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

Decision:



The case is  adjourned to  12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Baldev Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Surjit Ram, 

# 18, W. No. 12, Pagri Gate, 

Near Ram Dasiyan Gurudwara, 

Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Nagar Council, Dera Bassi.  







Distt.  Ajitgarh  (Mohali). 





…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3413/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr.  Baldev Kumar, complainant, in person.

Mr.  Rajinder Singh,  Accountant, for  the  respondent.






-----


RTI  application filed on

:   27.07.2013.

PIO  replied



:   Nil. 

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   24.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information reg.  government budget  allotment during the past five years and  expenditure  incurred out of  it and the unspent balance left.  Älso seeks   information  of works where the funds were spent  including  drains constructed in the city etc.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence  denial  of  information.



Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :




The Respondent-PIO has sent a letter  diarized in the Commission on 29.10.2013  stating that the information has been provided to the  complainant on 
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27.09.2013  itself.  The  complainant  confirmed this during the hearing today  that the information  has been supplied to his satisfaction.

Decision:



Since the information has been 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: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tejinder Singh

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

PO Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3114/2013

ORDER

Present :
None  for  the  complainant.

None for  the  respondent.






-----




Both the  complainant and the respondent are absent for the second consecutive hearing without intimation to the Commission.  Neither the information has been supplied to the  complainant nor  the PIO has replied to the show-cause notice  issued vide Commission’s previous order dated 07.10.2013. One more opportunity is afforded to the  Respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to the complainant and also reply to the  Commission’s show-cause notice before the next date of hearing failing which the  Commission would be constrained to decide the matter  ex parte.

The case is  adjourned  to 12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of  the  order  be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mrs. Surjit Kaur, 

w/o Late Sh. Om Parkash, 

# 129,  Sector -6,  Bari Balmik Majri, 

Kapoor Chowk, Kharar -140301,
Distt. Ajitgarh  (Mohali).  





… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Roopnagar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Roopnagar.






…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2066/2013







ORDER

Present  :
None for the appellant.



None  for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   18.01.2013. 

PIO  replied



:   Nil.

Appeal to FAA filed 

:   26.02.2013.

Order  of  FAA


:   ----
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   06.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  copies of all documents and  also copy of  SDM, Kharar’s report on the basis of which one Mamta Rani  r/o  Kharar  got her dependent  certificate prepared.

Grounds  for  appeal. 

Appeal Case No. 2066/2013

-2-



No response, hence denial  of information.  (2) FAA  fixed  hearing but no  information provided.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





Neither the  appellant nor the Respondent-PIO  is present today.



During the course of hearing it transpired  that addresses of  all  the parties  have  inadvertently been  incorrectly  written in the notice of hearing issued by the Commission on  23.10.2013.  Fresh notice of hearing  be issued  to the parties at the  correct  addresses as given in the heading  of this order for  12.12.2013 and the same  be attached  with the copies of this order.

Decision:



The case is  adjourned to  12.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.



Encls:   



Fresh notice of hearing.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

 Jasbir Singh, 

Near Railways Crossing, 

Lodhipur Road, 

Anandpur Sahib, 

District – Roopnagar. 







… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Council, 


Anandpur Sahib,


Distt. Roopnagar.  


2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Council, 


Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar.  
 





…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2057/2013







ORDER

Present  :
Mr. Jasbir Singh, appellant, in person.



Mr. Gurdip Singh, Accountant, for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   20.05.2013 ./  24.05.2013.

PIO  replied



:   Nil.

Appeal to FAA filed 

:   25.06.2013.

Order  of  FAA


:   ----
Second complaint  recd.  in
:   20.09.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information on 15  points  related to functioning  of  M.C., its funds, projects undertaken, grants etc.

Grounds  for  appeal. 

Appeal Case No. 2057/2013
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No response, hence  denial  of information.  

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The representative of the PIO- E.O. has  provided the  information which was earlier sent to the  appellant  through special messenger but it could not be  delivered.  Subsequently, the information was sent  through registered post  but  the same was returned undelivered.  However, the same information is provided to the appellant during the hearing today.

Decision:



Since the  information has been 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: 11.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


