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Jaskaran Singh

S/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

H. No. 106, SriDarbar Sahib,

Naka No. 7,

SriMuktsar Sahib


         

   
    

  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S. E.,

Patiala Drainage Circle,

Canal Colony,

Nabha Road, Patiala







     ..…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  2335  of 2013

Present :
Sh.  Jaskaran Singh,  complainant  in person.
 Sh. Major Singh, S. D. O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 18.05.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

comparative statements of tenders from 01.04.2012 to 20.05.2013. The complaint with the Commission is dated 25.06.2013.

Sh. Major Singh, S. D. O., Drainage Sub-Divn., who appeared on behalf of the 
respondent, in today’s hearing, submits that information could not be supplied to the complainant -  Sh.  Jaskaran Singh,  as S. E., who is Sh. B. P. S. Brar, is acting as Appellate Authority of office of Patiala Drainage Circle and not as Public Information Officer (PIO).

A letter was written by Sh. B. P. S. Brar, S. E.,  Drainage Divn which was received in 

the Commission vide Diary No. 18201 dated 05.08.2013. This letter was sent by Sh. B. P. S. Brar to the Deputy Registrar of the State Information Commission  for taking the same on the record in this particular case. 

            In that letter, Sh. B. P. S. Brar, S. E.,  Drainage Divn, has mentioned that information 

sought for by the complainant in his RTI request has already been supplied to him vide letter no. 3475 dated 24.05.2013. 

He has also mentioned that some information has been sent to the complainant by 

Executive Engineer, Drainage division, Sangrur vide letter no. 481-82 dated  13.06.2013 despite the fact that this information was never sought for by the complainant through RTI request. 

He also submits that whatever information was available in the office of S. E., 

Drainage Divn., Patiala  in connection with the information sought for by the complainant, has been sent to the complainant. He also points-out that the complainant was also asked to seek that information from the PIO concerned  which was available with that PIO concerned. He was also
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informed that office of S. E., Drainage Divn., Patiala is acting as First Appellate Authority.



After examining the documents placed on record and hearing both the parties concerned, I found that Sh. B. P. S. Brar, S. E. has failed to fulfill his responsibilities assign to him under provision of the RTI Act. 












At the first stage, Sh. B. P. S. Brar, S. E.,  Drainage Divn, Patiala was not supposed to deal with RTI request of Sh. Jaskaran Singh as the application was moved to PIO-cum-S.E., Drainage Circle, Drainage, Patiala 



Sh. B. P. S. Brar, should not have dealt with RTI request on his own.

Instead of allowing the respondent-PIO  of office of S. E.,  Drainage Circle, Patialato 

deal with the RTI application of Sh. Jaskaran Singh, Sh. B. P. S. Brar, S. E., dealt with the same on his own and failed to transfer the RTI application to PIO concerned in whose custody the information was lying under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act.



In view of the above, I found it fit to issue show-cause to Sh. B. P. S. Brar, S. E., Drainage Divn., Patiala.

In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. B. P. S. Brar, S. E., Drainage Divn., Patiala, will 
show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.


        He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 
He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday)at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC :

Sh. B. P. S. Brar, 

S. E.,

(Regd. Post)

Patiala Drainage Circle,

Canal Colony, Nabha Road, Patiala
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Lakha Singh Azad

S/o Sh. Mangal Singh,

V.P.O. – Rayyian Khurd,

Ward – 10, Tehsil – Baba Bakala,

Distt. - Amritsar






      
          ..…Appellant








Vs




Public Information Officer 

O/o  The Block Dev. and

Panchayat officer,

Rayyia, Distt. - Amritsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

 Amritsar



     

          

                   ..…Respondent





      Appeal  Case No. 1250 of 2013
Present :
  None on behalf of the appellant.
 Sh. Manmohan Singh, B.D.P.O., in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held via Video Conference on 17.07.2013, a show-cause 
was issued to B. D. P. O., Block – Rayyia, Tehsil – Baba Bakala, Distt. – Amritsar, under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act.
In compliance with the order dated 17.07.2013, Sh. Manmohan Singh, B.D.P.O., 
appeared in person in today’s hearing and states that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant – Sh. Lakha Singh Azad vide letter no. 386 dated 17.06.2013 and again vide letter no.  1131 dated 08.08.2013. Copies of the same are taken  on record. He also produces a written-note signed by the appellant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information.

The appellant– Sh. Lakha Singh Azad is absent from today’s hearing without 
any intimation to the Commission. He is advised to confirm whether he has received the information or not. He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

Another opportunity is also given to the respondent-PIO to file his reply to the 
show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 17.07.2013. 
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As the appellant – Sh. Lakha Singh Azad has suffered a lot of detriments  on 

account of getting the information, a compensation of Rs. 1000/- (Rupees One Thousand only) is awarded to him, which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

A copy of this order be sent to Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar to ensure 

compliance of this order.
     The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday)at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 






   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC :

The Deputy Commissioner, 

Amritsar 

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Yogesh Mahajan,

“Anti Corruption Council”,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market, Mission Road,

Pathankot

        
     
           


         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Draining Division,

Mansa








   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2131  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
 Sh. Boota Singh, Steno, on behalf of the respondent..
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 23.07.2013, Sh. Gurbaz Singh, Jr. Asstt., 

appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that the requisite information would be supplied to the complainant within a week from that day. 

Sh. Boota Singh, Steno, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant –  Sh. Yogesh Mahajan vide letter no. 1489 dated  26.07.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record.
The complainant - Sh. Yogesh Mahajan was absent on the last date of hearing and 
he is again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has not approached the Commission with any contrary claim.
 I have gone over the queries raised by the complainant – Sh. Yogesh Mahajan 
in his RTI request and the response given by the respondent-PIO concerned, I found it satisfactory.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed. 






   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         S.C.O. No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Rahul Gupta

S/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

H. No. 170, Street – 6,

Mohalla Hargobindpura,

JAGRAON, Distt. - Ludhiana







    ..…Appellant






Vs



Public Information Officer 

O/o  The Deputy Commissioner,

 Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

 Ludhiana




     

          


  ..…Respondent





      Appeal  Case No. 843 of 2013
Present :
Sh. Rahul Gupta, appellant in person.
 None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 23.07.2013, Sh. Amandeep Singh Bains, 

D.D.P.O., Ludhiana was given another opportunity to file his reply to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 16.05.2013. 
The appellant - Sh. Rahul Gupta, in today’s hearing states that incomplete 
information has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.

Neither the respondent-PIO nor his representative is present in today’s hearing.

The respondent-PIO is directed to supply the complete information to the 

applicant before the next date of hearing and is also directed to endorse a copy of the same to the Commission.

Sh. Amandeep Singh Bains, D.D.P.O., Ludhiana has not sent his reply to show-

cause issued to him vide orders dated 16.05.2013. Another opportunity is also given to the respondent-PIO to file his reply to the show-cause issued to him before or on the next date of hearing. 

 Due to evasive attitude of the respondent-PIO concerned, a compensation of Rs. 
3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand only) is awarded to the appellant – Sh. Rahul Gupta which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.
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A copy of this order be sent to  Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana  to ensure 

compliance of this order.








The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC ;

The Deputy Commissioner,

 Ludhiana  

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
             SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Krishan Kumar Nayyar

S/o Late Sh. Kundan Lal Nayyar,

14, Dasoundha Road,

Lawrence Road Extension,

Amritsar - 143001






      
          ..…Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer 

O/o  The Principal,

ShriRam Ashram Public School,

Majitha Road, Amritsar

First Appellate Authority

O/o Hony. Secretary, 

Shri Ram Ashram Educational Society,

C/o ShriRam Ashram Public School,

Majitha Road, Amritsar

     

          

                 ..…Respondent




      Appeal  Case No. 1229 of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of th appellant.

i) Sh.  S. M. Joshi, Manager, ShriRam Ashram Public School,

ii) Sh. Yogesh Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER
On the last date of hearing held via Video Conference on 17.07.2013, Sh.  S. M. 

Joshi, Manager, Shri Ram Ashram Public School and Sh. Yogesh Sharma, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the respondent PIO concerned  and stated that ShriRam Ashram Public School, Majitha Road, Amritsar, is not a public authority and is not coming under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. This institution is neither a body controlled nor substantially financed by the state or Central Government. It has not availed any concession in the form of purchase of land for the school, except that a sum of Rs. 5.50 lacs was received from the M.P. discretionary fund in the   year 2005, from Sh. Navjot Singh Sidhu, M.P., by  Shri Ram Ashram Educational Society, and not the School, which  cannot be considered as Govt. aid. The respondent PIO concerned was directed to file a written-explanation in the shape of an affidavit, whatever his representatives has orally submitted during the hearing that day.
In compliance with the order dated 17.07.2013, Sh.  S. M. Joshi, Manager, ShriRam 
Ashram Public School and Sh. Yogesh Sharma, Advocate, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit an affidavit signed by Sh. Satish Bansal, Secretary of Shri Ram Ashram Educational Society, Amritsar. It is taken on record. They also submit an affidavit
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 signed by Vinodita Sankhyan, Principal, of Shri Ram Ashram Educational Society, Amritsar. It is also taken on record


Copies of these affidavits be sent to the appellant alongwith this order.
The appellant through a letter dated 30.07.2013 which has been received in the 

Commission vide Diary No. 18043 dated 02.08.2013 has stated that he wishes to withdraw his case.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
Encl ; 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jaskaran Singh

S/o Sh. Mukhtiar Singh,

H. No. 106, SriDarbar Sahib,

Naka No. 7,

SriMuktsar Sahib


         

   
    

  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S. E.,

Jalandhar Drainage Circle,

Canal Colony,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar






   
              ..…Respondent


Complaint  Case No.  2336  of 2013

Present :
  Sh.  Jaskaran Singh,  complainant  in person.
  Sh. Jaswant Singh, Supdt., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated  18.05.2013.  The information demanded pertains to  
comparative statements of rates of tenders from 01.04.2010 to 20.05.2013. The complaint with the Commission is dated 25.06.2013.



The complainant - Sh.  Jaskaran Singh while stating that no information  has been supplied to him  by the respondent-PIO concerned in connection with the RTI application moved by him on 18.05.2013 demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned.


Sh. Jaswant Singh, Supdt., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, produces  a letter no. 2598 dated 03.06.2013 in the commission today. In that letter, S. E., Drainage Circle, Jalandhar informed the information-seeker that as S. E., Drainage Circle, Jalandhar informed the information-seeker that as S. E., Drainage Circle, Jalandhar  has been acting as Appellate Authority so he (Information-seeker) must moved his RTI application to the PIO of office of different divisions for seeking information. He also mentioned that tenders always sent back to the division concerned after being passed by the competent officers.



Sh. Jaswant Singh also submits in writing that S. E. is PIO of drainage  circle, Jalandhar.



As the information has not been supplied deliberately to the complainant in this case by the respondent-PIO concerned, a show-cause be issued to Sh. Anil Sood, S. E.-cum-PIO.
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In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Anil Sood, S. E., Drainage Circle, Jalandhar will 
show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 
He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.  

The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday)at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC ;

Sh. Anil Sood,

S. E.-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

 Drainage Circle,

Canal Colony,

Kapurthala Road,
 Jalandhar
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Arshad Ali Sandhu

S/o Sh. Mohammad Ismail Sandhu

C/o Sahil Travels, Near Axis Bank,

New Bus Stand, Malerkotla,

Distt. – Sangrur


         

   
    

  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S. M. O.,

Civil Hospital,

Malerkotla

Distt. - Sangrur






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2393  of 2013

Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
 Ms. Rupinder Kaur, Drug Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 25.04.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

five points regarding issue of licenses to medical Stores in Malerkotla. The complaint with the Commission is dated 23.06.2013.

Ms. Rupinder Kaur, Drug Inspector, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Arshad Ali Sandhu vide letter no. 196 dated 27.05.2013. She also submits a  point-wise reply dated 13.08.2013 in the Commission which is taken on record.



The complainant - Arshad Ali Sandhu is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. 
A copy of the information supplied by the respondent-PIO be sent to the 

complainant alongwith this order.

The complainant is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to 
him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

          The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 






   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
Encl ;
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Arshad Ali Sandhu

S/o Sh. Mohammad Ismail Sandhu

C/o Sahil Travels, Near Axis Bank,

New Bus Stand, Malerkotla,

Distt. – Sangrur


         

   
    

  ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o S. M. O.,

Civil Hospital,

Ahmedgarh

Distt. - Sangrur






   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  2394  of 2013

Present :
 None on behalf of the complainant.
 Sh. Pradeep Sood, Pharmacist, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 25.04.2013.2013.  The information demanded pertains 

to eight points regarding issue of licenses to medical Stores in Ahmedgarh. The complaint with the Commission is dated 23.06.2013.

Sh. Pradeep Sood, Pharmacist, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in 

today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant - Arshad Ali Sandhu.
The complainant - Arshad Ali Sandhu is absent from today’s hearing without any 

intimation to the Commission. He is advised to confirm whether he has received the information or not. He is also advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him by the respondent-PIO, in writing and the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.

    
 The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday)at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.







   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Parminder Singh

S/o Sh. Gurbrinder Singh,

M/s Gill Trading Company,

Main Chhabal Road,

Kataria Dharam Kanda,

Amritsar






         

 ..…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Executive Engineer,

Central Works Divn.,

Near D. C. Office,

Pathankot







   
    ..…Respondent





Complaint  Case No.  1928  of 2013

Present :         Sh. Parminder Singh, complainant in person.
                         Sh. Rajeev Kumar, S. D. O. , on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 26.07.2013, another opportunity was given to 

Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Pathankot, to file his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 25.06.2013, personally or through his authorized representative.
The complainant – Sh. Parminder Singh, states that no information has been 
Supplied to him by the respondent-PIO so far.

Sh. Rajeev Kumar, S. D. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits  that a point-wise reply has been given to the complainant - Sh. Parminder Singh vide letter no. 603 dated 23.07.2013. A copy of the same is taken on record.  He also states that whatever is available on record has been given to the complainant. 

He further states that remaining information would be supplied to the complainant 

within two weeks from today.

Sh. Balbir Singh who is PIO in this case is directed to file  point-wise reply to the RTI request of the applicant before or on the next date of hearing.
Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Pathankot has not 

filed his reply to show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 25.06.2013. Another opportunity is given to him to file his reply to show-cause issued to him before or on the next date of hearing personally.
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A copy of this order be sent to Divisional Commissioner, Jalandhar ; D. C., Gurdaspur and S. D. M., Batala to ensure compliance of this order.
The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC ;

i) The Divisional Commissioner,
Jalandhar ; 
ii) The Deputy Commissioner,
Gurdaspur 
iii) The S. D. M.,
Batala,

Distt. - Gurdaspur
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jaspal Singh

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

New Bedi Colony,

Phase – 2,

 Backside Bhagat S. Colony,

Ferozepur City - 152002  



   

       
      
      ..…Complainant
   Vs
Sh.  Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, 


(Regd. Post)
District Transport Officer-cum-PIO, 

Ferozepur


            


         
         ..…Respondent





Complaint Case No.  3778 of 2012
Present :           None on behalf of the complainant.
Sh. Gurcharan Singh, D. T. O.-cum-PIO, in person.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing held on 02.07.2013, a penalty of Rs. 25000/- (Rupees 

Twenty Five Thousand Only)  was imposed upon Sh. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, D. T. O., Ferozepur and a compensation of Rs. 2000/-  was awarded to the complainant - Sh. Jaspal Singh.      



Sh. Gurcharan Singh, D. T. O.-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, submits in writing that show-cause issued to him be dropped. 

He also submitted an application pleading that the Commission to review its order 

dated 02.07.2013 and dated 09.04.2013.



Another letter which was written to the Secretary, State Information Commission, Punjab by D. C., Ferozepur was also placed on record. This letter was received in the Commission vide Diary no. 18663 dated 13.08.2013. The Secretary, State Information Commission, Punjab wrote that letter to take necessary action and marked the same to the Deputy Registrar of State Information Commission, Punjab.


The Deputy Registrar, further marked that letter to this bench. perhaps without going through the contents of that letter.



After examining the documents placed on record, I am of the strong view that Deputy commissioner Ferozepur should not have interfered in the working of the Commission as it reflects that he enjoys all the powers to dictate the bench (Commission) to give decision in this case as per his whims and fancies.
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As this case has already been decided on 02.07.2013 and penalty has been imposed upon Sh. Sandhu apart from awarding a compensation of Rs. 2000/- Sh. Jaspal Singh, no review of the order dated  09.04.2013 and 02.07.2013 is required at this stage.
 

        Hence, the case is adjourned to  19th September, 2013 (Thursday) at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with the directions that  Mr. Sandhu must comply with the order of the Commission dated 02.07.2013 without any delay and without any fail before the next date of hearing.

           A copy of this order be sent to D. C., Ferozepur and State Transport Commissioner, Pb., Chandigarh to ensure compliance of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC :

i) The Deputy Commissioner,
 Ferozepur ;

ii) The State Transport Commissioner, Pb., 
Jiwandeep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh 

             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Rajinder Singh,

7 – B, Majithia Enclave,

Patiala - 147005


           

       



   ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

SC/BC Welfare Deptt., Pb.,

SCO 128 -129, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

SC/BC Welfare Deptt., Pb.,

SCO 128 -129, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh





     

             
        ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1435  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Rajinder Singh,   appellant, in person.
Sh. Jaswinder Singh Gill, Deputy Director, in person.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 24.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to   

First appeal is dated 26.11.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 08.06.2013.
The appellant - Sh. Rajinder Singh while alleging that no information has been 

supplied to him by the respondent-PIO demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned.
Sh. Jaswinder Singh Gill, Deputy Director, who appeared in person in today’s 

hearing requests in writing that three week’s time be given to him for filing a point-wise written reply to the RTI request of the applicant.
The respondent-PIO is directed to file his status report regarding action taken by 

him on the RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.


      

The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday)at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Charan Singh


S/o Sh. Jiwan Singh,

Village – Manakpur,

Tehsil – Rajpura,

Distt. - Patiala



           

       



   ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Social

Security Officer, Pb.,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director,

Social Securities,

Women & Child Dev., Pb.,

SCO 102-103, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh





     

              
        ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1445  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Charan Singh, appellant  in person.
i) Sh. Sudesh Sharma, Gen. Supervisor ;
ii) Sh. Jagmohan singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 05.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to old 
age pensioner’s list of Village – Maanakpur from 2005 to 31.07.2012. First appeal is dated 08.11.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 24.06.2013.

Sh. Sudesh Sharma, Gen. Supervisor and Sh. Jagmohan Singh, Clerk, who 

appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits that the requisite information running into nine pages, has been supplied to the appellant - Sh. Charan Singh.



The appellant - Sh. Charan Singh gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.      

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Daljit Singh Dingra

S/o Sh. Ramanand Dingra,

# 306, Street – 3,

Gurbax Colony,

Patiala - 147001


           

       



   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Asstt. Excise & 

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Fatehgarh Sahib

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Asstt. Excise & 

Taxation Commissioner, Pb.,

Fatehgarh Sahib




     

              
              ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1511  of 2013

Present :
Sh. Daljit Singh Dingra, appellant  in person.
i) Sh. Chiranji Lal Sharma, E. T. O. ;
ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, in person. 
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 05.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

action taken against the firms who are  defaulters VAT 20  for the year 2006-07 and 2008-09. First appeal is dated 01.05.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 03.07.2013.

The appellant - Sh. Daljit Singh Dingra while stating that incomplete information 
has been supplied to him by the respondent-PIO in connection with the RTI application, demands that penal action should be taken against the respondent-PIO concerned.


Sh. Surinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, submits a point-wise reply vide letter no. 973 dated 12.08.2013 in the Commission today.


In that letter, he has given point-wise reply to all the three queries raised by the appellant in his RTI application dated 05.03.2013. 
In that letter,  Sh. Surinder Singh, Supdt., has replied that information in 
connection  query no. 3 could not be supplied to the information-seeker as that information is to be kept secret as per Section 69 of Punjab VAT Act, 2005. He has also mentioned that the concerned party of whom the information sought for by the appellant given his consent that no information be disclosed to anyone. However, Sh. Surinder Singh failed to supply a copy of that letter, in which but he claims that he had written to third party for seeking its consent regarding the fact that whether information relates to that party be disclosed to the appellant or not.
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After examining the documents placed on record, I am of the view that a show-cause be issued to Sh. Surinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO.

In view of the above,  PIO - Sh. Surinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO O/o Asstt. Excise & 

Taxation Commissioner, Pb., Fatehgarh Sahib will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be  not  imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.




In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under 
Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.



He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 
He is also directed to file his status report regarding action taken by him on the 

RTI request filed by the applicant which must be accompanied with supporting  documents  as per official–record before or on the next date of hearing.     

The case is adjourned to  11th September, 2013( Wednesday)at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh . 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC ;
Sh. Surinder Singh, 
Supdt.-cum-PIO,

(Regd. Post)

O/o Asstt. Excise & 

Taxation Commissioner, Pb., 
Fatehgarh Sahib
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Naresh Kumar,

Room No. 316 – D,

Establishment – 1 Section,

Ministry of Health & 

Family Welfare,

New Delhi - 110108


           

       



   ..…Appellant

Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Near Old Courts, Nr. SSP Residence,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Near Old Courts, Nr. SSP Residence,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana




     

              
              ..…Respondent




Appeal  Case No. 1524  of 2013

Present :
  None on behalf of the appellant.
  Dr. Pradeep Sharma, M. O., on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 12.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 
seven points regarding reimbursement of medical  claims from 01.01.2012 to 31.12.2012.  First appeal is dated 27.04.2013. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 30.05.2013.

Dr. Pradeep Sharma, M. O., who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s 

hearing, states that whatever is available in record  has been supplied to the appellant -   Sh. Naresh Kumar.

After examining the documents placed on record, I found that the applicant has 

approached the First Appellate Authority under Section 19 by filing an appeal on 27.04.2013. 

However, the First Appellate Authority  did not take any action on the appeal of the 

appellant.

In view of the above, this case is remanded to the First Appellate Authority 
who is Sh. Subash Batta, Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana.
A copy of RTI request be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate 
Authority who will treat it as first appeal. The First Appellate Authority is directed to examine the documents, give an opportunity to the parties to be heard and decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order.
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The applicant is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal, if he is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority.  
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
CC ;
Sh. Subash Batta,

(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority-cum-

Civil Surgeon, 
Civil Hospital
Ludhiana
Encl :

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Parvesh Kumar

S/o Sh. Rattan Chand,

H. No. 116, Ward – 1,

Near Harikrishan Gurudwara,

Adarsh Nagar, MUKERIAN,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur


           

       



   ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Shah Nehar Head Works Divn.,

TALWARA, Distt. – Hoshiarpur

First Appellate Authority

O/o The S. E.,

U.B.D.C. HYDEL(Irrigation),

Amritsar





     

              
              ..…Respondent





Appeal  Case No. 1534  of 2013

Present :
Sh.   Parvesh Kumar, appellant  in person.
Sh. Naveen Chander, S. D. O.(Mech.), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
The RTI application is dated 16.03.2013.  The information demanded pertains to 

detail of payment of EPF, gratuity and leave encashment. First appeal is dated 01.05.2013 . Second appeal with the Commission is dated 03.06.2013.



Sh. Naveen Chander, S. D. O.(Mech.), who appeared on behalf of the respondent, in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information sought for by the appellant is untraceable as that record is very old. He also hands over a point-wise reply in the shape of an affidavit dated 12.08.2013 to the appellant - Sh.   Parvesh Kumar in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.  
    
 
 The appellant - Sh.   Parvesh Kumar gives in writing that  he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his case.

In  view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jiwan garg

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg,

B-1/473-A,

Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road,

SUNAM, Distt. – Sangrur - 148028         

   
    

  ..…Complainant
Vs
i) Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council,

Sunam – 148028

ii) First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Council,

Sunam – 148028

iii) Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Govt. Deptt., Pb.,

S. C. O. No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

iv) Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer,

P. U. D. A.,

PUDA Office Complex,

Phase -2, Urban Estate, 

Patiala







     ..…Respondent


Appeal  Case No.  119  of 2013

Present :
Sh.  Jiwan Garg, appellant  in person.
i) Sh. Atul Sharma, Sr. Vigilance Officer O/o Chief Vigilance Officer ;
ii) Sh. Ashiwini Kumar, Supdt. O/o Municipal Council, Sunam ;
iii) Sh. Mohan Pal, Supdt. O/o PUDA, Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
This case was last heard by State Information Commissioner – Sh. Praveen Kumar 

on 10.07.2013 and was adjourned to 13.08.2013 at 02:00 P. M.

Hon’ble C. I. C. has transferred to the undersigned has transferred on 05.08.2013.

Accordingly, both the parties were advised to appear before the undersigned to 

attend today’s hearing in this appeal case.
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The appellant - Sh.  Jiwan Garg who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that information in connection with point no. 01 – 07 has been given to him but that information has been given in incorrect form and that too after 387 days after he has moved his RTI application to the respondent-PIO concerned.

 He also states that the fact whether information in connection with points no. 10, 
16 and 25 of his RTI request has been supplied or not, will be cleared only after he will inspect the relevant record.
He also states that information in connection with points no. 8, 9, 11, 15, 17, 18, 19, 

20, 23 has been given to him but that too after 387 days.

He also states that information in connection with point no. 12, 13, 14,  is yet to be 

supplied by the respondent-PIO.

Sh. Atul Sharma, Sr. Vigilance Officer, who appeared on behalf of Chief Vigilance 

Officer, Local Govt. Deptt., Pb., in today’s hearing, states that information in connection with point no 01 – 07 is related with their office. Though, he points-out that the appellant – Sh. Jiwan Garg has never approached the PIO of office of Chief Vigilance Officer, Local Govt. Deptt., Pb., for seeking any kind of information, the information in connection with point no 01 – 07 will be supplied to the appellant as per official-record before the next date of hearing.
 He further submits that he volunteers to supply the requisite information to the 
appellant  because of the fact that Sh. Ajit Singh, Executive officer, Municipal Council, Sunam has forwarded a request to Chief Vigilance Officer.

Sh. Mohan Pal, Supdt., who appeared on behalf of the  Estate officer O/o PUDA, 

Patiala in today’s hearing, submits that information sought for by the appellant – Sh. Garg on query no. 8 of his RTI request was related with the O/o PUDA, Patiala and the same has been handed over to the appellant as per official-record, in the Commission today. 



Both, Sh. Atul Sharma, Sr. Vigilance Officer and Sh. Mohan Pal, Supdt., are directed to remain present in the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith the relevant official-record pertaining to the information sought for by Sh. Jiwan Garg. They are also directed fulfill the promises made by them in the hearing today.



 Sh. Ajit Singh, E.O.–cum-PIO, Municipal Council, Sunam has sent a reply dated 26.07.2013 to the show-cause issued to him vide orders dated 10.07.2013 by Ld. S. I. C. – Sh. Praveen Kumar.



In that reply, Sh. Ajit Singh, while admitting that RTI request of Sh. Garg was received in the office on 10.07.2012 and action was initiated on the same without any delay. He has also mentioned that a letter no. 1747 dated 13.07.2012 was written to C. V. O., Deptt. of Local Govt., Pb. for supplying the necessary information to the information-seeker.
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He further submits that through a letter no. 2363 dated 28.08.2012, part information was supplied to Sh. Garg.







 


He categorically mentioned in that reply that some of the information was related with different branches of Municipal Council, Sunam and Accountant-cum-APIO was on leave from 31.08.2012 to 16.11.2012 due to illness of his mother, some delay took place in collecting the relevant information.



He mentioned that Sh. Garg approached the First Appellate Authority who was Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala in this appeal-case and as per directions of the Deputy Director, Patiala, remaining information was delivered to Sh. Garg vide letter no. 4446-47 dated 26.12.2012 which was received by the appellant on 31.12.2012.



He also mentioned that after receiving that information, the appellant approached the State Information Commission through second appeal and the same information was prepared and supplied to him and some more information was also supplied to him vide letter no. 7460 dated 17.06.2013.



He admitted that due to rush of work and absence of Accountant-cum-APIO, who was on leave for many days, a little delay has been caused in supplying the requisite information to the appellant. He pleads that the fault should be condoned in view of the reasons explained by him in his reply.

The appellant – Sh. Garg submits that whatever has been supplied  by Sh. Ajit 

Singh is misleading and incorrect. He demands that penal action should be taken against the concerned respondent-PIO and compensation be awarded to him.

As the appellant – Sh. Jiwan Garg, suffered a lot of detriments  on account of 

getting the information, a compensation of Rs. 3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand only) is awarded to him, which shall be paid by the public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft and not from the bank account of any individual official. The respondent-PIO is also directed to produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with.

A copy of this order be sent to Director, Local Government, Punjab to ensure 

compliance of this order.
The case is adjourned to  18th September, 2013( Wednesday) at 10:30 A. M. 
in Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh with the directions that the respondent-PIO must supply requisite information to the information-seeker as per his RTI request before the next date of hearing. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




   













   (Chander Parkash)

  13th August, 2013              
                                       State Information Commissioner
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CC :

The Director,

Local Govt. Deptt., Pb.,

S. C. O. No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
