STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

RED CROSS BHAWAN, MADHYA MARG, SECTOR – 16, 

(NEXT TO ROSE GARDEN), CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125, 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: scic@punjabmail.gov.in;  

APPEAL CASE NO: 122 OF 2017

Sh. Jang Bahadur,

S/o Sh. Jai CHand,

R/o Mandi Ameenganj,

Raora Wali, Tehsil and Distt: Fazilka.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o XEN,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Fazilka.

First Appellate authority

o/o Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation,

Ferozepur.



                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Jang Bahadur, Appellant.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, J.E. on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2017.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Jr. Engineer appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and hands over the remaining information to the appellant. He further states that if the appellant is not satisfied with the provided information, he can visit the office and inspect the record. 


After going through the information, the appellant states that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. The appellant has acknowledged in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to him by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is, hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  689 OF 2017

Sh. Lakhwinder Singh S/o Sh. Nek Singh,
Near Badalgarh Road, Village Chak Ali Sher, 

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa. 

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Food Supply Officer,

Bareta, Tehsil Budhlada,

District Mansa.


…Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Complainant. 


Sh. Dinesh Kumar, Inspector on behalf of Respondent - PIO..

ORDER


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: Nil. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 18.07.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 12.10.2017 to appear before the Commission.


Sh. Dinesh Kumar, Inspector appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and hands over the requisite information to the complainant. 


The complainant appears and received the information. 


After perusal of the record available in the case file, it is ascertained that available information has been provided to the complainant. 


As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 


Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  689 OF 2017

In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, she is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, she will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  720 OF 2017

Sh. Ramesh Kumar S/o Sh. Om Parkash,
Village Fatu Wala, Post Office Lamochar Kalan,

Tehsil Jalalabad (West), Distt. Fazilka. 

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, 

National Consumers Awareness Group Society,

Zirakpur Tower No. 19, Second Floor -401,

Royal Estate City, Zirakpur.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None for the parties. 

ORDER:


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 12.06.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 13.07.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 12.10.2017 to appear before the Commission.


Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence.


Last opportunity is given to the Respondent - PIO to appear before the Commission personally alongwith the requisite information, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per the Right to Information Act, 2005.



The case is adjourned to 29.11.2017 at 11:30 AM for further proceedings. It is made clear that in case the complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing, appropriate order in his absence shall be passed. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  723 OF 2017

Sh. Mohinder Pal, Ex. M.C.

S/o Sh. Prem Chand,
# 90, Ward No. 9, 

Handiaya-148107 (Barnala).

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Election Commission,

Punjab,

Sector -17, Chandigarh. 

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Gurcharan Singh, S.A. & Sh. Roopak Tanwar, Superintendent 


on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 05.06.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 20.07.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 12.10.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o State Election Commission, Punjab appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that demanded information is lying with the Additional Deputy Commissioner (D), Barnala so that  RTI application of the complainant has already been sent to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (D), Barnala for appropriate action vide letter Memo No. 9/12/17-S.A.-3/1575, dated: Chandigarh 15.06.2017 and copy of the same to the complainant. Copy of the same is placed on record. 


As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  723 OF 2017

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Mohinder Pal, Complainant appeared and stated that due to some reason he could not attend the hearing on time. He was intimated about the above said order.






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  724 OF 2017

Sh. Mohinder Pal, Ex. M.C.

S/o Sh. Prem Chand,
# 90, Ward No. 9, 

Handiaya-148107 (Barnala).

                   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Barnala.



                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Roopak Tanwar, Superintendent on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 05.06.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 20.07.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 12.10.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Sh. Roopak Tanwar, Superintendent appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that RTI application of the complainant is in questioner form and cannot be provided under RTI Act, 2005. Copy of the same has already been sent to the complainant on 10.07.2017.


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to produce the postal receipt, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.


The case is adjourned for 28.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.





Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Mohinder Pal, Complainant appeared and stated that due to some reason he could not attend the hearing on time. He was intimated about the above said order.






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  1870 OF 2017

Sh. Surinder Singh Joshi, 

Kothi No. 10, Sector -8-A,

Chandigarh.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies Punjab,

Sector -17, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies Punjab,

Sector -17, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
Advocate Surinder Singh Joshi, Appellant.  


Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Supdt. & Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: Nil. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: Nil and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 11.07.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 12.10.2017 to appear before the Commission.


Ms. Jaspreet Kaur, Superintendent appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that requisite information has already been provided to the appellant. 


The appellant states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to appear personally and provide the remaining information to the appellant, on the next date of hearing and file, failing which action will be initiated against him as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 02.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1888 OF 2017

Sh. Rajwinder Singh S/o Sh. Jang Singh, 

Village & Post Office Mai Sar Khana, 

Bathinda-151509.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies Punjab,

Sector -17, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies Punjab,

Sector -17, Chandigarh.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Rajwinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. & Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Clerk,


on behalf of the Respondents. 
ORDER


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 19.12.2016. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 20.05.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 17.07.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 12.10.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The appellant states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO till date.


Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o Registrar, Cooperative Societies Punjab appears and states that no such information is available in the official record because demanded information relates with the Cooperative Bank.  The reply of the RTI application has been sent to the appellant.


After hearing both the parties, the Respondent - PIO is directed to appear in person, on the next date of hearing and provide the available information to the appellant, if there is no information is available in the record then file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available has already been supplied and no other information is left to be supplied, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 28.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1956 OF 2016
Sh. Bhupinder Singh 

S/o S. Teja Singh,

Village & Post Office Phul Khera,

Tehsil Malout, 

Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o XEN,

Water Supply and Sanitation Deptt.,

Malout, Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib.

 …Respondent
PRESENT:
Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent PIO.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 26.09.2017.


The complainant states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO till date. 


Neither the Respondent PIO nor his representative is present for today’s hearing.  

During the hearing dated: 26.09.2017, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO o/o XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation, Malout, District Shri Mukatsar Sahib under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for not providing the information. Today, he is again absent without any intimation to the Commission, which shows that he has no regard to the orders of the Commission.  


Hence, bailable warrant be issued to him through Senior Superintendent of Police, Shri Mukatsar Sahib so that he should appear before the Commission to represent his case personally. 


The case is adjourned for 29.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3189 OF 2016
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Des Raj Gupta,

# 8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur-141101 (Ludhiana).  


…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendant of Police, 

Ludhiana Rural, 

Police District Jagraon-142026 (Ludhiana). 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-II,

Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar-144001.

                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Appellant.


S. Jaswinder Singh, D.S.P. & Sh. Gurdeep Singh, ASI for the PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 23.08.2017.


S. Jaswinder Singh, D.S.P. appears on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant vide memo no. 380-5A, dated: 25.04.2016 and again on vide letter no. 489-5A, dated: 02.06.2016 and now hands over the information to the appellant during the hearing. 


The appellant appears and after going through the provided information he states that insufficient information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO.


In view of the above case hearing, the Respondent - PIO is directed to bring the original record, before the Commission, related to RTI application of the appellant, and if there is no information, then file an affidavit stating that whatever information is available has been supplied and no other information is available in the office record, on the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

The case is adjourned to 06.12.2017 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3190 OF 2016
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Des Raj Gupta,

# 8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur-141101 (Ludhiana).  


…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendant of Police, 

Ludhiana Rural, 

Police District, Jagraon-142026 (Ludhiana). 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-II,

Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar-144001.

                  …Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Appellant.


S. Jaswinder Singh, D.S.P. & Sh. Gurdeep Singh, ASI for the PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 23.08.2017.


S. Jaswinder Singh, D.S.P. appears on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and states that the appellant was advised to visit the respondent’s office to inspect the record, by the order dated: 23.08.2017 of the Commission and the record was inspected by the appellant on 11.10.2017. 


The appellant states that no relevant record shown by the Respondent 


In view of the above case hearing, the Respondent - PIO is directed to bring the original record, before the Commission, related to RTI application of the appellant, and if there is no information, then file an affidavit stating that whatever information is available has been supplied and no other information is available in the office record, on the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

The case is adjourned to 06.12.2017 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3191 OF 2016
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Des Raj Gupta,

# 8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur-141101 (Ludhiana).  

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendant of Police, 

Ludhiana Rural, 

Police District, Jagraon-142026 (Ludhiana). 

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Zonal-II,

Ladhowali Road, Jalandhar-144001.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Appellant.


S. Jaswinder Singh, D.S.P. & Sh. Gurdeep Singh, ASI for the PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 23.08.2017.


S. Jaswinder Singh, D.S.P. appears on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and states that the appellant was advised to visit the respondent’s office to inspect the record, by the order dated: 23.08.2017 of the Commission and the record was inspected by the appellant on 11.10.2017. 


The appellant states that no relevant record has been shown by the Respondent. 


In view of the above case hearing, the Respondent - PIO is directed to bring the original record, before the Commission, related to RTI application of the appellant, and if there is no information, then file an affidavit stating that whatever information is available has been supplied and no other information is available in the office record, on the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

The case is adjourned to 06.12.2017 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3211 OF 2016

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber NO.82, Distt Courts,

Mohali..

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO:74-75,

Sector:17/B, Chandigarh.

First Appellate authority

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO:74-75,

Sector:17/B, Chandigarh.
…Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv H. S. Hundal, Appellant.

Sh. Indervir Singh, PIO & Devinder Kumar, Accounts Clerk. 

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.05.2017. 


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO.


Sh. Indervir Singh, Respondent - PIO appears and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. 


The appellant further states that the information relating to point no. 7 of his RTI application has not been provided. 


The Respondent - PIO further states that the information on point no. 7 will be provided to the appellant within a week.


In view of the above hearing, on the assurance of the Respondent -PIO this Appeal case, is hereby, closed and disposed of with the direction to the Respondent - PIO to supply the information on point no. 7 of the RTI application to the appellant, within a week, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3392 OF 2016

Sh. Arvind Kumar,

S/o Sh. Lachman Dass,

R/o H. No.B-1/140, Near Dashmesh

Pita Guruduara, Mohala Khokhar,

Faridkot.




…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commission,

Tarn Taran.

First Appellate authority

o/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Bhupinder Road, Civil Lines, Patiala.

                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Kulbir Singh, E.T.O on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.


ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 23.08.2017.


A letter has been received from the appellant in the Commission vide diary no. 23110 dated 12.10.2017 mentioning therein that due to ill health, he is unable to attend today’s hearing. 


Sh. Kulbir Singh, E.T.O. appears on behalf of the Respondent -PIO and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant through letter no. 635, dated: 20.10.2016.   


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO is directed to file a pointwise reply to the RTI application of the appellant in the shape of Affidavit and also file a reply of Show Cause Notice issued to him vide order dated: 27.06.2017, on the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. However, in the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the appellant. It is, however, made clear that in case he does not come present on the next date of hearing, the appeal case will be decided on the basis of material available on record and merits of the case. 


The case is adjourned for 29.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3633 OF 2016

Sh. Darshan Singh Kang,

Anti Corruption Front (Regd.),

Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.

Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (S),

Ludhiana.

Respondent

PRESENT:
S. Darshan Singh Kang, Appellant.


Sh. Ashish Kumar Sharma, Dy. DEO on behalf of the PIO.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 23.08.2017.

Sh. Ashish Kumar Sharma, Dy. D.E.O. on behalf of the Respondent – PIO and hands over the requisite information to the appellant during the hearing. 


The appellant appears and after going through the information acknowledges that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant and he has acknowledged the same. The appellant has expressed his willingness that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to him by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is, hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

12.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner
