STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Darshan Singh, 

Kothi No. 1046, 

Phase, 4, SAS Nagar.  






… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Punjab,

Chandigarh. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 449/14

ORDER
Present: 
 None for the complainant. 



Mr. Arun Kaushal. Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
16.010.2014

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC
:
28.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
Response not satisfactory.


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on 13 points related to a particular General Power of attorney.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The complainant has filed an RTI application to four PIO’s i.e. the PIO o/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue, Punjab., DC Gurdaspur, Tehsildar Dera Baba Nanak and Tehsildar Kharar. The single application addressed to multiple PIOs cannot be entertained under the RTI Act.          

                       However, the PIO in his response diarized in the Commission on 6.03.3014 has stated that the PIO in the o/o Revenue, Rehabilitation and Disaster Management had responded through its letter dated 27.09.2013 and the complainant  
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was advised to contact DC Gurdaspur, Tehsildar Dera Baba Nanak and Tehsildar Kharar  and make separate RTI applications to each of them. Also the representative of the PIO stated that the copy of this letter dated 06.03.3014, as indicated in the letter itself, has already sent to the complainant.  
Decision:-



With this, the case is disposed of and closed.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.  Om Parkash, 

S/o Sh. Dev Raj, 

R/o # B – XI / 2389, 

Parshu Ram Mandir Street, 

New Bus Stand Road, 

Barnala. 









… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Revenue)-cum-

Secretary to Govt. of Punjab (Revenue), 

Rehabilitation and Disaster Management Department, Pb., 

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Revenue)-cum-

Secretary to Govt. of Punjab (Revenue), 

Rehabilitation and Disaster Management Department, Pb., 

Chandigarh.  






…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 470/2014

ORDER 
Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Gurmeet Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf  of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
09.02.2013

PIO replied




:   
28.03.2013

First appeal filed



:   
06.03.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
14.11.2014

Information sought : 


Seeks information on three points regarding functioning of the DC office.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
Denial of information
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. However the Commission received a fax from one Mr. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate which is diarized in the Commission on 12.03.2014, wherein he has shown his inability to attend today’s proceedings in the instant ct case and has made some written submissions.

                    However the Commission has not received any communication from the appellant Mr. Om Parkash that he has given an authority to Mr. Sardavinder Goyal to represent him in this case, hence his letter dated 12.03.2014 can’t be entertained.                           

                   Meanwhile, the Commission has also received a letter from the PIO explaining in detail  why the information cannot be provided to the appellant. One last opportunity is granted to the appellant to be present on the next date of hearing to plead his case otherwise the Commission would assume that he is satisfied with the response of the PIO.
Decision:-


The case is adjourned to 16.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Bhajan Sigh, 

C/o M/s Royal Deep Construction Company, 

Barnala Bye Pass, 

Bathinda. 








… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Engineer, 

Construction Divison, PWD (B&R), 

Gidderbaha, District – Muktsar. 





 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 470/14

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Amar Nath Bansal, SDE, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
06.01.2014
PIO’s  response


:    
 17.1.2014

Complaint  received in SIC
:
29.01.2014
Ground for complaint

:
The PIO has refused information on the ground that it can’t be offered for inspection until the award in complete.


Information  sought:- 


Seeks all bididng documents submitted with tenders for the work of widening of Lambi, Pamjawa-Sikhwala-Kuttianwals- Khubban.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
                      The representative of the respondent stated that initially the information was refused by the PIO till announcement of the award of tenders under clause  23(1) of SBD. Subsequently, the information has been supplied to the complainant last week.                   

                      The complainant can peruse the information and if there is any deficiency, he can approach the first appellate authority within one month’s time after receipt of the information.
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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.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over Mr. Navdeep Chabra, Advocate appeared on behalf of the complainant and he read out the above order. The case stands disposed of and closed. 

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Mrs. Surjit Kaur, 

W/o Late Sh. Jarnail Singh, 

H. No. H.L 530, Phase – 9, 

Mohali.           








… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Develompment Authority, (GMADA)

Puda Bhawan, Sector -62, 

Mohali. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o O/o Greater Mohali Area Develompment Authority, (GMADA)

Puda Bhawan, Sector -62, 

Mohali. 







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 849/2014

ORDER 

Present: 
Mrs. Surjit Kaur, appellant in person.
Mr. Bharat Bhushan, Sr. Asstt. and Mr. Ravinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.,on  behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
15.10.2013

PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
25.11.2013
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
30.01.2014

Information sought : 


Seeks information regarding the remaining payment of Flat No 1419/11,Phase 111,Mohali.

Grounds  for  the 1st and 2nd appeal :

Denial of information though the appellant was repeatedly summoned by the FAA i.e. on 13.12.2013, 30.12.2013 & on 26.12.2013. On 26.12.2013, the appellant informed that the information has been sent to through registered post.
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :



 

The appellant protested that she has not been provided the requested information within the stipulated period as prescribed under the RTI act.  The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to  PIO Dalbir Kaur for not performing her statutory duties under RTI Act.
                   PIO Mrs. Dalbir Kaur, Assistant Estate Officer o/o GMADA, Mohali 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 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 he does not file her 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 respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing.
Decision :


 
The case is adjourned to 16.04.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Baljinder Singh

No. 74, Gali No. 6,

Mohalla Ram Nagar,

Patiala-147001








… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

o/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.

2. 
Public Information Officer, 


o/o General Manager, 

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Sarhandi Gate, Patiala.

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.







       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2627/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Baljinder Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Pardeep Sachdeva, GM-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.    



In compliance to the Commission’s orders, the appellant has provided requisite information to the appellant and the appellant conceded that he has got the same to his satisfaction. As far the information is concerned, the case is closed. The reply of show cause notice is still awaited. The PIO is directed to file the reply of show cause notice before the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 24.03.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.  Baljinder Singh

No. 74, Gali No. 6,

Mohalla Ram Nagar,

Patiala-147001








… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director, 

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.

2. 
Public Information Officer, 


o/o General Manager, 

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Sarhandi Gate, Patiala.

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.







       …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2628/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Baljinder Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Pardeep Sachdeva, GM-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent.    



In compliance to the Commission orders, the appellant has been provided requisite information and the appellant expressed his satisfaction over the same. As far the information is concerned, the case is closed. The reply of show cause is still awaited. The PIO is directed to file the reply of show cause notice before the next date of hearing.




The case is adjourned to 24.03.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Raghbir Singh Dhillon,

No. 2984, Phase 7,

Mohali.








… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 4205/13
ORDER 

Present: 
None for the complainant. 


Mr. Janak Singh, Sadar Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent. 



The complainant has sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 06.03.2014 requesting for transferring the case to some other date. However, earlier he had sent another letter diarized in the Commission on 26.02.2014 stating that he had received the information but added that it had been evasive. However, he had added that the purpose of collecting the information has been served and he does not want to pursue the case further. 

      However, the PIO has not yet filed his reply to the show cause notice and the PIO is directed to file his response to the show cause notice and also provide the remaining information, if any, before the next date of hearing.


The case is adjourned to 24.03.2014 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 12.03.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Karamjit Singh, 

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh, 

Village –GobindGarh, 

P.O – Jugiana, 

Tehsil & District – Ludhiana. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development &Panchayat Officer, 

Block –II, Ludhiana  






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3376/2013

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties. 



Both the parties are absent for the third consecutive hearing without intimation to the Commission. It seems that both the parties are not interested to pursue the case further. 
Decision:-



For non- prosecution of the case, the case is disposed of and closed.  



Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Harvinder Singh, 

Advocate, Chamber No. 710, 

District Courts, Ludhiana.






… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development &Panchayat Officer, 

Block – 2, Ludhiana.  






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3373/2013

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Harjinder Singh, for the complainant. 



None for the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO has not filed the reply to the show cause notice till date. 



The respondent-PIO is absent without intimation to the commission despite the fact that he had already been issued a show cause notice on 02.01.2014 and till date he has not bothered reply to it. Evidently, the PIO takes notice of the Commission casually which shows that he has a little regard for the Commission and total apathy towards the RTI Act. 
                       Today, the PIO neither attended the proceedings nor sent any representative to pursue the case suggesting that he has little regard for the Commission’s directives. The Commission takes a serious note of this act of the PIO.
                       Therefore, it is deemed fit to issue bailable warrants against Mr. Dhanwant Singh Randhawa office of BDPO, Ludhiana - II in exercise of powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code with the direction that the said PIO shall produce the relevant record relating to the complainant’s RTI application on the next date of hearing. A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Commissioner of Police, 
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Ludhiana to serve the enclosed bailable warrants dated 16.04.2014 on Mr. Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, BDPO, Ludhiana - II  and the  Commissioner  will ensure his (Mr. Dhanwant Singh Randhawa) presence before the Commission on the next date of hearing  i.e. 16.04.2014  



The case is adjourned to  16.04.2014  at 11.00 A.M.
 
 
Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


Cc: 




Commissioner of  Police, 
   (By Name)

(Regd.)

Ludhiana.  
BAILABLE  WARRANT  OF  PRODUCTION

BEFORE  MR. SURINDER AWASTHI,  STATE 
INFORMATION COMMISSIONER,  PUNJAB

AT  CHANDIGARH.

Harvinder Singh, 

Advocate, Chamber No. 710, 

District Courts, Ludhiana.






… Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development &Panchayat Officer, 

Block – 2, Ludhiana.  






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3373/2013

UNDER  SECTION 18 (3)  OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.

 NEXT  DATE  OF  HEARING  16.04.2014
To



The Commissioner  of Police,



Ludhiana. 



Whereas Mr. Dhanwant Singh Randhawa, BDPO-II has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission despite the issuance of notices in the above-mentioned complaint case. Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve  this  bailable warrant on Mr. BDPO-cum-PIO to appear  before this Bench  of the State  Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on  16.04.2014  at 11.00 A.M. to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the above-mentioned   complaint  case.

Dated, this 12th   day of  March, 2014.  















 
   (Surinder Awasthi)
  


  
     
           


            State Information Commissioner. Pb.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurchetan Singh, 

S/o sh. Mahinder Singh, 

C/o  Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh, 

R/o Shampura Colony, 

P.O – Roopnagar, 

Tehsil & District – Roopnagar. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Chief Engineer, Hq., 

Punjab PWD (B&R), 

Patiala 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 422/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Gurchetan Singh, complainant in person.

 

Mr. S.P. Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
18.10.2013

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
24.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on 15 points regarding allotment letter No359/M dated 23.04.2012 of XE, Central Works of Pathankot for Rs 69,01,450 in  favour of Gill Trading Company for  Batala-Fatehgarh Churina Road trees.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-
 

The complainant has addressed his RTI to  six PIOs i.e.  PIO-cum-minister, Punjab PWD(B&R) ,Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, Om Prakash, APIO cum Superintendent Punjab Government, Civil Secretariat,   Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch,  Chandigarh, Mr. GR Bains, PIO cum Chief Engineer(HQ) Punjab PED (B&R) Patiala, Mr. AK, Singla, PIO cum Chief Engineer, National Highway, Punjab  PWD(B&R)         

 










Contd…2/- 

-2- 

Complaint Case No. 422/14

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh; PIO cum Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch, Pathankot  and PIO cum Chief Director  Vigilance  Bureau, Punjab Government, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

 

Such an application addressed to multiple can’t be entertained by the commission and hence rejected and the instant complaint is dismissed.
 

The PIO cum executive Engineer (Legal) o/o Chief Engineer Punjab through its letter No 1695/RTI dated 07.11.2014 that applicant/ complainant can seek specific information which is lying in with the concerned PIO.
 

The commission advises the complainant to file separate RTI application to all the PIOs seeking specific information from the concerned PIO who is holder of that information. 

 

Decision: 


 With the above observation, the case is closed and disposed of.
  Announced  in the open court.



  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurchetan Singh, 

S/o sh. Mahinder Singh, 

C/o  Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh, 

R/o Shampura Colony, 

P.O – Roopnagar, 

Tehsil & District – Roopnagar. 




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Minister, 

PWD (B&R), Branch, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat – I, Chandigarh.  


 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 418/14

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

 

None for the respondent.  

RTI  application filed 

:
18.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
24.01.2014


Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on 15 points regarding allotment letter No359/M dated 23.04.2012 of XE, Central Works of Pathankot for Rs 69,01,450 in  favour of Gill Trading Company for  Batala-Fatehgarh Churina Road trees.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-
 

The complainant has addressed his RTI to  six PIOs i.e.  PIO cum minister Punjab PWD(B&R), Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, Om Prakash, APIO cum Superintendent Punjab Government, Civil Secretariat,   Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch,  Chandigarh; Mr. GR Bains, PIO cum Chief Engineer(HQ) Punjab PED (B&R) Patiala, Mr. AK, Singla, PIO cum Chief Engineer, National Highway, Punjab  PWD(B&R) Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh; PIO cum Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Punjab 
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PWD(B&R) Branch, Pathankot  and PIO cum Chief Director  Vigilance  Bureau, Punjab 
Government, Sector 17, Chandigarh. 
 
 
Such an application addressed to multiple can’t be entertained by the commission and hence rejected and the instant complaint dismissed.

 

The Commission advises the complainant to file separate RTI application to all the PIOs seeking specific information from the concerned PIO who is holder of that information. 

 

Decision: 
 

With the above observation, the case is closed and disposed of.
                      Announced  in the open court.


 
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurchetan Singh, 

S/o sh. Mahinder Singh, 

C/o  Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh, 

R/o Shampura Colony, 

P.O – Roopnagar, 

Tehsil & District – Roopnagar. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Superintendent, 

PWD (B&R) Branch, Room No. 515,

5th Floor, Civil Secretariate – II, 

Chandigarh. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 419/14

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



Mr. Ravi Katoch, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
18.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
24.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on 15 points regarding allotment letter No359/M dated 23.04.2012 of XE,Central Works of Pathankot for Rs 69,01,450 in  favour of Gill Trading Company for  Batala-Fatehgarh Churina Road trees.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

  The complainant has addressed his RTI to six PIOs i.e.  PIO cum minister Punjab PWD(B&R) ,Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, Om Parkash, APIO cum Superintendent Punjab Government, Civil Secretariat,   Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch,  Chandigarh, Mr. GR Bains, PIO cum Chief Engineer(HQ) Punjab PED (B&R) Patiala, Mr. AK, Singla, PIO cum Chief Engineer, National Highway, Punjab  PWD(B&R) Civil 
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Secretariat, Chandigarh; PIO cum Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch, Pathankot  and PIO cum Chief Director  Vigilance  Bureau, Punjab Government, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

 

Such an application addressed to multiple can’t be entertained by the commission and hence rejected and the instant complaint is dismissed.
  

The PIO cum executive Engineer (Legal) o/o Chief Engineer Punjab through its letter No 1695/RTI dated 07.11.2014 that applicant/ complainant can seek specific information which is lying in with the concerned PIO.

 

The commission advises the complainant to file separate RTI application to all the PIOs seeking specific information from the concerned PIO who is holder of that information. 
 

Decision: 
 

With the above observation, the case is closed and disposed of.
                       Announced  in the open court.



  Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurchetan Singh, 

S/o sh. Mahinder Singh, 

C/o  Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh, 

R/o Shampura Colony, 

P.O – Roopnagar, 

Tehsil & District – Roopnagar. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Chief Engineer, 

National Highway, Punjab

PWD (B&R) Branch,

 Civil Secretariate – II, 

Chandigarh. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 420/14

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

 

Mr. S.P. Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
18.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
24.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 


seeks information on 15 points regarding allotment letter No359/M dated 23.04.2012 of XE, Central Works of Pathankot for Rs 69,01,450 in  favour of Gill Trading Company for  Batala-Fatehgarh Churina Road trees.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-          
  

    The complainant has addressed his RTI to  six PIOs i.e.  PIO cum minister .Punjab PWD(B&R) ,Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh; Om Prakash, APIO cum Superintendent Punjab Government, Civil Secretariat,   Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch,  
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Chandigarh; Mr. GR Bains, PIO cum Chief Engineer(HQ) Punjab PED (B&R) Patiala, Mr. AK, Singla ,PIO cum Chief Engineer, National Highway, Punjab  PWD(B&R) Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, PIO cum Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch, Pathankot  and PIO cum Chief Director  Vigilance  Bureau, Punjab Government, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

 

Such an application addressed to multiple can’t be entertained by the commission and hence rejected and the instant complaint is dismissed..

 

The PIO cum executive Engineer (Legal) o/o Chief Engineer Punjab through its letter No 1695/RTI dated 07.11.2014 that applicant/ complainant can seek specific information which is lying in with the concerned PIO.

 

The commission advises the complainant to file separate RTI application to all the PIOs seeking specific information from the concerned PIO who is holder of that information. 

 

Decision:
 

     With the above observation, the case is closed and disposed of.
                           Announced  in the open court.



      Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    

   

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurchetan Singh, 

S/o sh. Mahinder Singh, 

C/o  Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Baldev Singh, 

R/o Shampura Colony, 

P.O – Roopnagar, 

Tehsil & District – Roopnagar. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Engineer, 

Central Works Division, 

Punjab PWD (B&R) Branch, 

Pathankot, 

District – Pathankot. 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 421/14

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

 

Mr. Navjeet Singh Brar, SDE, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
18.10.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC
:
24.01.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 

seeks information on 15 points regarding allotment letter No359/M dated 23.04.2012 of XE, Central Works of Pathankot for Rs 69,01,450 in  favour of Gill Trading Company for  Batala-Fatehgarh Churina Road trees.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 
       The complainant has addressed his RTI to  six PIOs i.e.  PIO cum minister. Punjab PWD(B&R) ,Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh; Om Prakash, APIO cum Superintendent Punjab Government, Civil Secretariat,   Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch,  Chandigarh; Mr. G.R Bains, PIO cum Chief Engineer(HQ) Punjab PED (B&R) Patiala,
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 Mr. AK, Singla ,PIO-cum-Chief Engineer, National Highway, Punjab  PWD(B&R) Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh; PIO cum Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Punjab PWD(B&R) Branch, Pathankot  and PIO cum Chief Director  Vigilance  Bureau, Punjab Government, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

 

Such an application addressed to multiple can’t be entertained by the commission and hence rejected and the instant complaint is dismissed.
 

The commission advises the complainant to file separate RTI application to all the PIOs seeking specific information from the concerned PIO who is holder of that information. 

 

Decision:-

 

  With the above observation, the case is closed and disposed of.
                        Announced  in the open court.



  Copies of the order be sent to the parties

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    

   

  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 appellant. 



Mr. Om Parkash, clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 



In compliance to the Commission’s orders, the representative of the respondent-PIO submitted that he has deducted the penalty amount of Rs. 25,000/- thousand from the PIO’s salary and produced the copy of bills, which is taken on record. The appellant also assured the Commission that he will send the copy of the challan after the said amount is deposited in the treasury. 


Since the information stands supplied and directions of the Commission on the penalty are complied with, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  12.03.2014    
 
   

  State Information Commissioner.

