STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Pardeep Dutta,

son of  Dr.P.K. Dutta,

# No. A-2, Kailash Colony,

New Delhi-110048








Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

 o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2. 
First Appellate authority,

   
 o/o Inspector General of Police,

  
  Zonal-1, Patiala.    






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 617 of 2013

ORDER

Present : 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Hakam Singh, HC, on behalf of the respondent. 



         
In compliance to the Commission’s order dated 20.01.2014, the representative of the PIO submitted a letter dated 10.02.2014 stating  that the PIO  had sent a draft of Rs. 4,000/- bearing no. 201793, dated 07.02.2014 of Canara Bank, through registered post to the appellant. 

 

Since the information stands supplied and the direction that  the compensation be paid to the complainant has been complied,  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: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tilak Raj

s/o Sh. Ishar Dass,

B-2-476, Gandhi Nagar,

Jalandhar.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Jalandhar-1







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 47 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Tilak Raj, complainant in person. 


Mr. Sandeep Kumar, Supdt., on behalf of the repsondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
16.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
23.10.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

Seeks copy of his service book containg details of his salary and allowance paid form 1988 to 2013 who relates black smith. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


 
The respondent-APIO supplied the requisite information to the complainant to his satisfaction during the hearing today. The complainant made a written submission that he received the information and requested that the complaint case be closed. 
Decision:-



In light of above, 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: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kewal Krishan Garg,

House No. 113, Street No. 5,

Jawahar Nagar,

Moga.





   

 

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Director Rural Development and Panchayati Raj, 

P.W. Circle,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 51 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 
Mrs. Naresh Kumari, Supdt. And Mrs. Rajinder Kaur, Assistant, on behalf   of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
21.09.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
20.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information regarding his GP funds.  
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted a letter from the PIO which is taken on record. In response to the complainant’s RTI application, the PIO had sent the same response to the complainant through ordinary post. The respondent-PIO is directed to send a copy of the information again through registered post within seven working days. 
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If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he is at liberty to  approach the first appellate authority i.e Director Rural Development &Panchayats, Mohali within a month of receipt of the information.  
Decision:- 
 


In light of above, the complaint case is dispoed of and closed. 
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  
    (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Surinder Singh,

Ex Member, Gram Panchayat,

Kadiana,

PO & Block Adampur,

Distt. Jalandhar.



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Sector 62,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 30 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Balwinder Singh, for the complainant. 


Mr. Charanjit Singh, Record Keeper,on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
14.11.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information 

Information  sought:- 



Seeks informaton on three ponts regarding letter no. 6/63/2011, Jalandhar S – 2882-85 which was received in the office of PIO. 
 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


 

The representative of the complainant sated that he has got the information to his satisfaction and requested that the case be closed.
Decision:- 
 


Since the information stands supplied, 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: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Naseeb Singh

s/o Sh. Mithu Singh,

Village Mandhali,

PO Tahlian, Tehsil Budhlada, 


Distt. Mansa.




   

 

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Sector 62,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 59 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 
RTI  application filed 

:
30.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
20.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence deinal of information. 

Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on two points related to department’s letter no. 6/22/2013 – Mansa S / 6698 dated 26.09.2013.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 

 

The complainant has sought exemption though a fax letter diarize in the Commission on 12.2.2014. Granted.
Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 10.03.2014 at 11.00 AM.


 
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

       
(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harnek Singh,

Ex Member, Gram Panchayat,

Village Bakarpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 34 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Harnek Singh, compalaint in person. 



None for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
23.07.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil  

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information regarding recruitment of employee at Aganwari Centre in village Bakarpur in 1997, Mohali. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The PIO is absent though he sent a letter addressed to the DDPO, SAS Nagar, a copy of which is endorsed to the Commission too and is diarized on 29.01.2014, wherein the PIO has directed the DDPO to appear in the instant case. However, neither the representative of the PIO nor representative from the DDPO office appeared during the proceedings today. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue a show cause notice to the PIO.

 

The PIO  office of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali  is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per 
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day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



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 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 respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice on the next date of hearing.
Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 10.03.2014 at 11.00 AM.
 

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Gurinder Pal Kaur

d/o Sh. Gurnam Singh,

C/o Sh. Ishar Singh s/o Sh. Bahadur Singh,

Kasoo Patti,

VPO Chauke,

Distt. Bathinda.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Headmistress,

Govt. High School,

Dhalleke (Moga)






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 15 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 


Mrs. Manjit Kaur, Headmistress-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
24.08.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
17.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
The PIO had refused to provide the information  
as the identity of the complainant was not clear in absence of any identity proof.
Information  sought:- 



Seeks staff statement  regarding staffing along with the time table for the period from  01.03.2013 to 31.08.2013.
 Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The respondent -PIO submitted an affidavit  from the complainant  stating that she was not keen to pursue the complaint case as she had already been provided the requisite information. 
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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: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

Village Bhaini Ram Diyal,

PO Butala, Tehsil Baba Bakala Sahib, 


Distt. Amritsar.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ferozepur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 73 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 
Mr. Tarun Chadda, Jr. Asstt. And Mr. Dinesh Kumar, Jr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
21.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil  

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
23.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on three points regarding the recruitment of 3442 posts, advertisement for which was inserted in newspaper on 07.05.2013.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The complainant is absent without any intimation to the commission. The representative of the PIO stated that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant on 11.11.2013 and a copy of the same was provided during the hearing to the Commission which was taken on record. The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that requisite information was provided to the complainant by hand outside the court too. However after receiving the information, the complainant preferred not to  
appear before the commission suggesting that he was satisfied with the information provided to him.
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However, the complainant to peruse the information provided and if finds any deficiency in the same, he can approach the first appellate authority i.e. Circle Education Officer, Ferozepur. 

Decision:- 
 


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: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dalbir Singh,

744, Sunny Enclave,

Kharar-140301, Distt. Mohali 


   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 12 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Dalbir Singh, complainant in person.


Mr. Bheem Sain, Supdt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
116.09.2013 (FAA 13.11.2013)
PIO’s  response


:    
 06.11.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
17.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
The PIO had denied information as it relates to 
 

third party. 


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on seven points regarding one employee Rajneesh Wadwa.  
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The respondent-APIO provided the requisite information during the course of hearing as per the RTI application. Initially, the PIO has denied that the information is third party. However, after receiving notice of the Commission, he swung into action and provided the requisite information to the complainant. 



Decision:- 
 



Since the information stands supplied to the satisfaction of the complainant 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: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jasbir Singh

s/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

Jalal Khera,

Post office Sular,

Distt. Patiala.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa.







 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 95 of 2014

ORDER

Present: 
 Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person. 


None for the complainant. 

RTI  application filed 

:
12.11.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
 23.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information
Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information related to inspection of vehicles conducted on 08.05.2013. 
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

 The representative of the complainant states that though he has now received the information but protested that the information has not been provided within the stipulated period of one month as prescribed in the RTI application.  Considering the protest of the complainant, the commission is constrained to issue a show cause notice to the respondent PIO.
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The   Mr. Karanbir Singh Chinna, DTO-cum-PIO 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 respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice on the next date of hearing. 
Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 10.03.2014 at 11.00 AM.
 
 
Announced  in the open court. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

    
   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dalbir Singh,

744, Sunny Enclave,

Kharar-140301, Distt. Mohali


   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Zirakpur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 13 of 2014

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Dalbir Singh, compalinant in person. 



Mr. Parminder Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
08.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 06.12.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
17.12.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Respondent PIO informed the complainant that 
the  requisite information can be 
procured 
from revenue department. 

Information  sought:- 

Seeks land record including copies of ownership documents of the newly built parking space at ward no. 12 at Kalgidhar Market which is vested in the name of MC, Zirakpur. 
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The PIO had already supplied the information vide his letter no. 1354 dated 06.11.2013 as per his RTI application. However, the complainant had sought some additional information following receipt of the response of the PIO which was not the subject matter of the original RTI. 
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Since the additional information can not be sought, the PIO was right in advising the complainant to seek information from the revenue department by  filing a separate RTI application.

 Decision:- 



With this observations 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: 12.02.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
