STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Ravinder Kumar, Advocate,

Chamber No.255, Ist Floor,

District Courts, Bathinda.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee, Mour Mandi,

District-Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Bathinda-151001.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 537 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Tarloki  Nath, on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri  Raj Pal Singh, E.O. and Shri Mahesh Kumar, J.E.,  M.C. Mour Mandi, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri   Ravinder Kumar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   25-08--2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 10 points regarding construction of streets and drains during the period from 2012 to 2014. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 09-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  04-02-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 04-02-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.05.2015.
3.

On 19.05.2015,  Shri  Raj Pal Singh, E.O., M.C. Mour Mandi, who was  present in person, informed  that some information was  ready and some other information was  to be supplied by Shri Mahesh  Kumar, J.E. and Shri Ashok Kumar,
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Inspector, who were  not cooperating. Taking a serious view of the indiscipline being shown by Shri Mahesh Kumar and Shri Ashok Kumar, they were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith information  to explain the factual position of the case  vis-à-vis their conduct,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be taken against them. Besides, 
Regional Deputy Director, Local Government,  Bathinda  was  directed to ensure the compliance of the orders so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Mahesh Kumar, J.E. is present today along with information.  He hands over the information  to the appellant.  After perusing the provided information, the appellant submits the deficiencies in the provided information, in black and while, to the respondent with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed  out by him.
5.

Adjourned to  13.08.2015    at 11.00 A.M.
 for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sanjeev Goyal S/o Ashok Kumar,

H.No.148, Model Town, Phase I,

Near T.V.Tower, Bathinda.-151001.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Nagar Council, Jaiton,

District Faridkot-151202.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Punjab, 

Block I, Room No.218, District Complex,

 Ferozepur Cantt.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 560 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri Madan Lal, on behalf of the  Appellant.
None for  the respondents.

Shri  Sanjeev Goyal Appellant vide an RTI application dated   22-11-2014, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 4 points regarding installation of Water R.O. Plants. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 15-12-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 29-01-2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 05-02-2015and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 19.05.2015.
3.

A letter dated 16.05.2015 was received from the appellant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing on 19.05.2015 due to security reasons. He  requested  to adjourn the case to some other date and had  assured his presence on the next date of hearing. 
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4.

On 19.05.2015,  the respondent informed  that since I.D. Proof had not been submitted by the appellant, requisite information had  not been supplied to him. After discussing the matter, the PIO was  directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

Today, Shri Madan Lal, appearing on behalf of the appellant, informs that no information has been supplied to him so far. None is present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. 
6.

Adjourned to  13.08.2015  at 11.00 A.M.
 for further hearing in Court No.2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.





 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Kishan Singh Gupta,

78, Medical Enclave, 

Circular Road, AMRITSAR.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal,

D.A.V. College, HOSHIARPUR.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3023 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  complainant, in person.

Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab,  on behalf of the  respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 04.10.2012 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta  filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on 28.10.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  22.01.2015.

3.

On 22.01.23015, Shri Ravi Garg, appearing on behalf of the  complainant, informed  the Commission that requisite information had  not been supplied to the complainant so far. None was  present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 15.04.2015.

4.

A letter No. 8373/DAV/HSP, dated 16.02.2015 was  received from Dr. Neerja Dhindra, Principal-cum-PIO, D.A.V. College Hoshiarpur informing the 
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Commission that the available information sought by the complainant had already been provided through registered letter No. 8230/DAV/HSP, dated 17.01.2015.

5.

Shri Sanjeev Ghai, Lecturer in Political Science, appearing  on behalf of the  respondent informed that requisite information had been supplied to the complainant. Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  complainant, asserted  that provided information was  incorrect as  Action Taken Report on his application dated 04.10.2012 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D. had  not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to apprise  the Commission of the  factual position of the case,  in person, on the next date of hearing so that requisite information could be supplied to the Complainant  to his satisfaction without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 20.05.2015.
6.

On 20.05.2015,   Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab,  appearing on behalf of the  respondent, informed  that case of the complainant had  been received from D.A.V. College, Hoshiarpur, which was  under consideration of the competent authority. He assured  that as and when a decision  was  taken, a report would  be supplied to the complainant. The case was adjourned for today.
7.

Today, the respondent informs that the case of the complainant is still under consideration of the competent authority. He seeks some more time to enable him to supply requisite information to the appellant. 
8.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to  13.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  in  Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









       Sd/-                                

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Kishan Singh Gupta,

78, Medical Enclave, Circular Road, 
AMRITSAR.







…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary Higher Education,

Punjab Civil Secretariat-2, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3024 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  complainant, in person.

Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab,  on behalf of the  respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 02.07.2013 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta  filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on 28.10.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  22.01.2015.

3.

On 22.01.2015, Shri Ravi Garg, appearing on behalf of the  complainant, informed  the Commission that requisite information had  not been supplied to the complainant so far. None was  present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 15.04.2015.
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4.

On 15.04.2015, , the complainant informed  that Action Taken Report on his application dated 02.07.2013 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D. had not been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation regarding status of the case had been received. Viewing the absence of the 

respondent  during second consecutive hearing seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 20.05.2015.
5.

On 20.05.2015,   Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab,  appearing on behalf of the  respondent, informed  that case of the complainant had  been received from D.A.V. College, Hoshiarpur, which was  under consideration of the competent authority. He assured  that as and when a decision  was  taken, a report would  be supplied to the complainant. The case was adjourned for today.

6.

Today, the respondent informs that the case of the complainant is still under consideration of the competent authority. He seeks some more time to enable him to supply requisite information to the appellant. 
7.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to  13.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  in  Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








          Sd/-                                 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.  Kishan Singh Gupta,

78, Medical Enclave, 

Circular Road, AMRITSAR.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Director Public Instructions(Colleges), Punjab,

SCO No. 66-67, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3025 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  complainant, in person.

Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab,  on behalf of the  respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 12.09.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta,  sought Action Taken Report on his application dated 02.07.2013 for grant of three advance increments for Ph.D.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Kishan Singh Gupta  filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission,  which was received in it on 28.10.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  22.01.2015.

3.

On 22.01.2015, Shri Ravi Garg, appearing on behalf of the  complainant, informed  the Commission that requisite information had  not been supplied to the complainant so far. None was  present for the respondent. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 15.04.2015.

4.

On 15.04.2015, , the complainant informed  the Commission that requisite 
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information had  not been supplied to him as yet. Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of  the respondent, informed  that the case was under process and as and when it was finalized, requisite information would be supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 20.05.2015.
5.

On 20.05.2015,   Shri Jagdev Singh, Senior Assistant, office of D.P.I.(C), Punjab,  appearing on behalf of the  respondent, informed  that case of the complainant had  been received from D.A.V. College, Hoshiarpur, which was  under consideration of the competent authority. He assured  that as and when a decision  was  taken, a report would  be supplied to the complainant. The case was adjourned for today.

6.

Today, the respondent informs that the case of the complainant is still under consideration of the competent authority. He seeks some more time to enable him to supply requisite information to the appellant. 
7.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to  13.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  in  Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.








          Sd/-                                        

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mohit Suneja,

Shop No.4, SSS Complex,

Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Assistant Excise & Taxation

Commissioner, Amritsar-I.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation


Commissioner,Amritsar-1.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 577 of 2015     

Order

Present: 
Shri Mohit Suneja,  appellant, in person and Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Sushil Verma, E.T.O., on behalf of the respondents.

                    Shri   Mohit Suneja Appellant vide an RTI application dated   28-10-2014,  addressed to PIO, sought copies of Assessment order and ICC Data  for the period from April, 2005 to March, 2012 in respect of M/s Shri Krishna International, Hall Bazar, Amritsar.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  28-11-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated  09-01-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 06-02-2015 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.05.2015.
3.

A letter dated 20.05.2015 was  received from the appellant through e-mail informing the Commission that he  was  not able to attend hearing  due to an urgent work. He   requested to adjourn the case to some other date. 
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4.

A letter No. 577, dated 13.05.2015 was  received from the PIO-cum-AETC, Amritsar informing the Commission that appeal filed by the applicant  was  pending before First Appellate Authority-cum-DETC, Amritsar. He  requested to adjourn the case till a decision was  taken by the First Appellate Authority. 

5.

 As per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, information is to be supplied to the appellant  within 30 days and in the instant  case RTI application of the applicant is pending since 28.10.2014. Therefore, PIO was  directed to supply requisite information to the appellant  within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today. 
6.

Today, the respondent submits that the sought information relates to third party, which cannot be supplied. The appellant explains the factual position vis-à-vis the ground for seeking the information. After hearing both the parties and discussing the matter at length it is observed that the sought information is not a thirty party information and accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information, as available on record, to the appellant and in case any information is not available, then a written submission to this effect be made on the next date of hearing. 
7.

Adjourned to 11.08.2015  at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing  in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Narjit Kaur,

House No.127, Sarpanch,

Village Shambhu Kalan,Part I,

Tehsil Rajpura, District Patiala.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat

Officer, Ghanaur District Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o District Development & Panchayat 
Officer, Patiala.
…Respondents
Appeal Case  No. 3514 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
None for   the Appellant.

Shri Vineet Sharma, BDPO Ghanaur and Shri Jaswinder Singh,  Panchayat Officer, on behalf of the  respondent.


Ms. Narjit Kaur  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  01-08-2014, addressed to PIO, sought attested copies of list of persons entered in Sale Register under Atta  Daal Scheme(Blue Card), list of legible persons for Atta Daal Scheme(Blue Card) and list of illegible persons for Atta Daal Scheme(Blue Card) in respect of Village Shambu Kalan, Block Ghanour, Tehsil: Rajpura, District Patiala. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 12-09-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated  03-11-2014 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 27-11-2014  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 11.03.2015.

3.

On 11.03.2015, a telephonic message was  received from the office of BDPO Ghanaur, District: Patiala informing the Commission that Dealing Assistant was 
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not able to attend hearing  due to his ill health. They  requested to adjourn the case to 
some other date. Accordingly, the PIO was directed to supply complete information to the appellant within 30 days, under intimation to the Commission , failing which punitive action, under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him since requisite information had already been delayed for more than 8  months. The case was adjourned to 27.05.2015.
4.

On 27.05.2015,  the respondent informed  that requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant. He  further informed  that Dealing Assistant was  not present as he had been deputed for election duty.  He handed  over one more copy of information to the representative of the appellant, who informed  that the provided information was  misleading and incorrect.  Accordingly, the BDPO, Ghanaur  was  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant  record to explain the factual position of the case so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him
. The case was adjourned for today.
5.

As per the directions of Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Vineet Sharma, BDPO Ghanaur is present today alongwith  Shri Jaswinder Singh,  Panchayat Officer. He informs that complete information has been supplied to the appellant. He submits a letter from the appellant, addressed to the Commission,  vide which the appellant  has informed that she has received the requisite information. She has further  requested that the case may be closed. 
 6.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the appellant to her satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 














        Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,
PO- Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana – 123455.




…Appellant
              Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  104 of 2015   

Order
Present: 
Shri Jasbir Singh, Appellant, in person.
Shri Amit Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the  respondents.

Shri. Jasbir Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  26-09-2014,       addressed to PIO, sought Action Taken Report on letter dated 05.05.2014 alongwith copies of office noting.

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 27-10-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application dated 19-12-2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on the same day   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 31.03.2015, which was further postponed for 28.05.2015  due to certain administrative reasons.

3.

On 28.05.2015, none was present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent. A letter dated 28.05.2015 was  received from the appellant through FAX requesting that complete information might be got provided to him  from the PIO and the PIO might  be directed to implement the  provisions of Sections 3 and  4 of RTI Act, 2005. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply requisite information to the 
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appellant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, the respondent informs the Commission that letter dated 05.05.2014, regarding which Action Taken Repot has been asked for by the appellant, is not available in their record. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to supply a copy of letter dated 05.05.2014 to the PIO and the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to 25.08.2015   at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.S.Chauhan,

92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opposite GNE College, Gill Road,  LUDHIANA.



…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

 LUDHIANA.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3140 of 2014     

Order

Present: 
Shri R. S. Chauhan,  complainant, in person.


Shri Baldev Krishan, S.E.P.O.,  on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 08.11.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri               R. S. Chauhan sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 19.08.2014.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri R.S.Chauhan filed a complaint dated  08.11.2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 11.11.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  19.02.2015.

3.

On 19.02.2015,  the complainant informed  the Commission that no information had been supplied to him so far. None was  present on behalf of the respondent  nor any intimation had  been received from them. Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, DDPO, Ludhiana  was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing and explain reasons for delay, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.

4.

On 19.03.2015,  the complainant informed  that the information provided was  still incomplete. Shri Sarabjit Singh, Superintendent,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  that an inquiry into the matter had  been conducted by BDPO, 
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Ludhiana  and Inquiry Report  had  been sent to Director, Rural Development and 

Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking necessary action. He assured  that as and when action was  taken by the Director, a report thereof would be supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to pursue the matter with the Director.
 A copy of the order was  forwarded to Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:  62, Mohali for taking an early action on the Inquiry Report so that requisite information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 03.06.2015.
5.

On 03.06.2015,  the respondent had  brought the information for handing over to the complainant. Since the complainant was  not present, the respondent was  directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post  and the complainant was directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Shri Baldev Krishan, S.E.P.O., appearing  on behalf of the respondent, fails to explain the factual position of the case and satisfy the complainant. Therefore, D.D.P.O. Ludhiana is directed to be present,  in person,  on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant. 
7.

Adjourned to  20.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing   in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.











Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     

Chandigarh




   

 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015

            
 
State Information Commissioner
CC:
District Development and Panchayat Officer,

      REGISTERED

Ludhiana. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.S. Chauhan,

# 92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opposite GNE College, Gill Road,

LUDHIANA.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

LUDHIANA.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2873 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri R. S. Chauhan,  complainant, in person.


Shri Baldev Krishan, S.E.P.O.,  on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 10.10.2014,  addressed to the respondent, Shri R.S.Chauhan sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 13.08.2014.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri R.S.Chauhan filed a complaint dated 10.10.2014 

with the Commission,  which was received in it on 13.10.2014 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  20.01.2015.

3.

On 20.01.2015, a telephonic message was  received from the complainant  informing the Commission that  he  was unable to attend hearing  due to illness of his wife. He  further informed that incomplete  information had been supplied to him so far. 

4.

Smt. Kamlesh Rani, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the respondent,  submitted  in writing that a report for taking necessary action against Shri Nikka Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Baba Deep Singh Nagar, Ludhiana Block-1 had been sent to Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,  Mohali. She  assured that as and when action was  taken by the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh,  a report thereof would  be sent to the complainant as well as to the Commission.   Since the complainant  was  not satisfied with the provided information,  the respondent PIO was  directed to supply complete Action Taken Report
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on the letter of the complainant dated 13.08.2014, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.
5.

On 19.03.2015,  the complainant informed  that the information provided was  still incomplete. Shri Sarabjit Singh, Superintendent,  appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed  that an inquiry into the matter had been conducted by BDPO, Ludhiana  and Inquiry Report  had  been sent to Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking necessary action. He assured that as and when action was  taken by the Director, a report thereof would  be supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to pursue the matter with the Director. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:  62, Mohali for taking an early action on the Inquiry Report so that requisite information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 03.06.2015.
6.

On 03.06.2015,  the respondent had  brought the information for handing over to the complainant. Since the complainant was  not present, the respondent was  directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post  and the complainant was directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.

7.

Today, the complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Shri Baldev Krishan, S.E.P.O., appearing  on behalf of the respondent, fails to explain the factual position of the case and satisfy the complainant. Therefore, D.D.P.O. Ludhiana is directed to be present,  in person,  on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant. 
8.

Adjourned to  20.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing   in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.














                                                  Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:
District Development and Panchayat Officer,
      REGISTERED

Ludhiana. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rulda Singh Chauhan,

H.No.92/6,Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opposite GNE College, Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o District Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Ludhiana.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 2901 of 2014     

Order
Present: 
Shri R. S. Chauhan,  complainant, in person.


Shri Baldev Krishan, S.E.P.O.,  on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 10-10-2014, addressed to the respondent, Shri  Rulda Singh Chauhan   sought Action Taken Report on his letter dated 28.08.2014.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri  Rulda Singh Chauhan  filed a complaint dated 10-10-2014 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 14-10-2014   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  28.01.2015.

3.

On 28.01.2015, a telephonic message was  received from the complainant informing the Commission that he  was  unable to attend the hearing due to ill health. 

4.

Shri Sarabjit Singh, Superintendent, office of BDPO, Ludhiana-1, appearing  on behalf of the respondent,  brought requisite information for handing over the same to the complainant in the court.  The complainant was  not present. Therefore, the respondent  was  directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post and the complainant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information  to the PIO,  with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 19.03.2015.

5.

On 19.03.2015,  the complainant informed  that the information provided was  still  incomplete.  Shri Sarabjit Singh, Superintendent,  appearing on behalf of the 
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respondent, informed  that an inquiry into the matter had  been conducted by BDPO, Ludhiana  and Inquiry Report  had  been sent to Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking necessary action. He assured  that as and when action was taken by the Director, a report thereof would be supplied to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to pursue the matter with the Director. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:  62, Mohali for taking an early action on the Inquiry Report so that requisite information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 03.06.2015. 
6.

On 03.06.2015,  a telephonic message was  received from the complainant informing that he  was  unable to attend hearing  as he had  to attend another court at Ludhiana through Video Conferencing. He  further informed that no information had  been supplied to him and  requested to adjourn the case to some other date.

7.

The respondent assured  that requisite information would  be supplied to the complainant within 15 days. Accordingly, the complainant  was  directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO  on the information, as and when it  was received by him. The case was adjourned for today.
8.

Today, the complainant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Shri Baldev Krishan, S.E.P.O., appearing  on behalf of the respondent, fails to explain the factual position of the case and satisfy the complainant. Therefore, D.D.P.O. Ludhiana is directed to be present,  in person,  on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant. 
9.

Adjourned to  20.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing   in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.













 Sd/-                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 14-07-2015

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:
District Development and Panchayat Officer,

      REGISTERED


Ludhiana. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

H.No.16, Shiv Nagar, 

Batala Road, Amritsar.






…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o  Secretary to Government Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Sector 9, Chandigarh.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 2236 of 2014    

Order
Present: 
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, complainant, in person.

Smt. Manjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, Local Government  and Shri Balwinder Pal, Senior Assistant, Home-7 Branch, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 29-07-2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri  Parbodh Chander Bali  sought various information/documents regarding suspension of Shri Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. On obtaining no information, he filed a complaint dated 09.09.2013 with the Commission which was heard by Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Shri Harinder Pal Singh Mann in CC-3327 of 2013,  who imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information and awarded a compensation of Rs. 1500/- to Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, complainant, for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  The case was last heard on 15.04.2014  and disposed of on the ground that  the respondent had informed that the payment of compensation amounting to Rs. 1500/- had been paid and penalty of Rs. 10,000/- had  been deposited in the treasury. A copy of Treasury Challan was submitted, which was taken on record.

2.

 Shri Parbodh Chander Bali    filed instant  complaint with the Commission vide application  dated 11.08.2014,  which was received in the  Commission  on the same day. Vide the said application he  has  complained to the Commission  that compensation of Rs. 1500/-  awarded to him  in CC-3327 of 2013 by Shri Harinder Pal 
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Singh Mann, State Information Commissioner, Punjab  has not been  paid to him till date by the Public Authority.  Accordingly,  notice of hearing was   issued to both the parties for  26.11.2014.

3.

On 26.11.2014,  the complainant reiterated that compensation awarded to him in CC-3327 of 2013 by Shri Harinder Pal Singh Mann, State Information Commissioner, Punjab had not been paid to him till date. He requested  that the concerned  Public Authority  might  be directed to pay the amount of compensation to him. 
None was  present on behalf of the respondent nor any intimation had been received from him.  Viewing the absence of respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing and submit proof to the effect that compensation had been paid to the complainant and the same had been duly received by him. He would  also explain the reasons for this lapse vis-à-vis the factual position of the case,  failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. A copy of the order was  forwarded to Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab to ensure the compliance of the orders. The case was adjourned to 14.01.2015.

4.

On 14.01.2015, a  letter dated 13.01.2015 was  received through e-mail from the complainant informing that he was  unable to attend hearing as he had gone to Sydney(Australia) and would  be back in the third week of March, 2015. He requested to adjourn the case to First Week of April,2015. He further informed that compensation amount of Rs. 1500/- had  not been paid to him as yet and requested to increase the amount of compensation to Rs. 5000/- for more detriment suffered by him in making this new appeal. He  also requested to penalize the PIO under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005 for contempt of Commission. 

5.

Smt. Manjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, L.G.-1 Branch,  appearing on behalf of  the respondent, submitted  a copy of Demand Draft No. 853945 dated 16.04.2014 issued by State Bank of India, Sector:7, Chandigarh in favour of Shri Parbodh Chander, 

complainant. She informed  that the draft was sent by her predecessor Shri Balwinder Pal, the then Senior Assistant,  who had  been transferred to Home-7 Branch. 
Accordingly, Shri Balwinder Pal, Senior Assistant, Home-7 Branch, Punjab Civil 
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Secretariat was  directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing to explain as 
to why the draft had  not been delivered to the complainant till date. He  was  directed to  ensure that compensation amount  was  paid to the complainant without any further delay.  On the request of the complainant, the case  was  adjourned to 07.04.2015.

6.

On 07.04.2015,  Smt. Manjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, L.G.-1 Branch,  appearing on behalf of  the respondent,  informed  that Shri Balwinder Pal, the then Senior Assistant, L.G.-1 Branch had been transferred to Home-7 Branch.  She further informed  that Shri Balwinder Pal could  only explain the reasons as to why the draft  of compensation amount of Rs. 1500/-  could not be sent to the complainant. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to issue directions to Shri Balwinder Pal through Principal Secretary Home(Jail) to apprise the Commission of the  factual position of the case  in person on the next date of hearing and to ensure that compensation amount was  paid to the complainant within 20 days. A copy of the order  was  forwarded to Principal Secretary Home(Jails), Punjab, to ensure that Shri Balwinder Pal, Senior Assistant, Home-7 Branch was  present in person on the next date of hearing to apprise the Commission of the  factual position of the case and  ensure that the compensation amount was  paid to the complainant within 20 days. The case was adjourned to 27.05.2015.

7.

On 27.05.2015, Shri Balwinder Pal, Senior Assistant, Home-7 Branch was  present. He sought  time  and assured  that compensation amount of Rs. 1500/- would be  paid to  the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The case was adjourned to 16.06.2015 for confirmation of compliance of orders.

8.

On 16.06.2015, the complainant submitted  that he was awarded a compensation  of Rs. 1500/- in CC-3327 of 2013 by Shri Harinder Pal Singh Mann, State Information Commissioner, Punjab vide his orders dated 21.01.2014 and since he was not paid the amount of compensation, he submitted the instant RTI application on 11.08.2014. He informed   that 5 hearings had  been held in the instant case but amount of compensation had  not been paid to him till date and he had been suffering continuously. He submitted  that amount of compensation might  be enhanced to Rs. 5000/-.
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9.

Admitting the plea put forth by the complaint and in  view of the loss and
detriment suffered by him during this long period, amount of compensation was  enhanced to Rs. 2500/-(Rupees two thousand five hundred only) to be paid by the Public Authority through Bank Draft. Viewing seriously the callous and lackadaisical  approach adopted  by  Shri Balwinder Pal, Senior Assistant,  one last opportunity was  afforded to him  to  ensure that  the compensation amount of Rs. 2500/- was  paid to the complainant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
10.

Today, Shri Balwinder Pal, Senior Assistant, Home-7 Branch, the then Dealing Assistant in the office of Principal Secretary  Local Government Department,  informs that a Bank Draft for Rs. 2500/- has been sent to the appellant by Speed Post. He submits a copy of Bank Draft and  a copy of postal receipt, which are taken on record. The complainant informs that he has not received the Bank Draft as yet. Accordingly, he is directed to intimate the Commission as and when  the same is received by him. 
11.

Adjourned to  11.08.2015 at 11.00 A.M. in Court No. 2, SCO No. 32-34(First Floor), Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh,  for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  14-07-2015


             State Information Commissioner
