STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri  Kamal Kishore Arora, Advocate,

1158, Bazar Kanak Mandi,

Amritsar-143006.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,

Punjab, 17 Bays Building,

Sector 17 Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Registrar of Firms & Societies,


Punjab,17 Bays Building, Sector 17,


Chandigarh.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  148 of 2014   

Order

Present: 
Shri Gaurav  Arora, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant. 

Smt. Pushpa Devi, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Davinder Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the respondent.

Shri Kamal Kishore Arora,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 19.07.2013 , addressed to PIO, office of Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17 Chandigarh. sought certain information on five  points. 

2.

The PIO vide Memo. No. 3499, dated 05.08.2013 asked the appellant to deposit requisite fee for 27 pages of information at the  rate of Rs.2/- per page alongwith postal expenses. Accordingly, the appellant sent a cheque dated 13.08.2013 for Rs. 80/-.  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 09.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005. Personal 
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hearing was afforded to the appellant by the First Appellate Authority on 15.11.2013. Failing to get any information, Shri Kamal Kishore Arora  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal   vide application  dated 26.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 31.12.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 05.03.2014.
3.

On 05.03.2014, the respondent stated that the requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant. Ld. Counsel for the appellant sought some  more time to study the case vis-à-vis the provided information and requested for adjournment. On the request of the Counsel for the appellant, the case was  adjourned for today.
4.

Ld. Counsel for the appellant states that the information asked for by the appellant has not been supplied whereas supplied information is incorrect and misleading. Consequently, a detailed discussion is held in the court and after that Ld. Counsel for the appellant specifies that he wants to know the reasons as to why personal hearing was not given to the appellant by  the Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab while disposing of his review petition. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing to make a written submission to explain in detail the reasons as to why an opportunity of personal hearing was not afforded  to the appellant  by the Registrar of Firms & Societies, Punjab while disposing of his review petition. 

6.

Adjourned to 07.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










Sd/- 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Sh. Vishal Goyal,

18, Homeland Enclave,

Goniana Road,

Bathinda-151001



   



 …Appellant 
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Estate Officer,

Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Administrator,

Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda. 


       …Respondents
Appeal Case No.  287 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Vishal Goyal, Appellant, in person.

Shri Amandeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the  Respondents.



The case was last heard on 13.02.2014, when the appellant expressed his dis-satisfaction over the provided information, though   Shri Karnail Singh, appearing on behalf of the Respondents had stated on the last date of hearing that the  complete information as available on their records had been provided to the Appellant. Therefore, the Respondent-PIO was  directed to submit a duly sworn Affidavit on the next date of hearing personally i.e. today to the effect that no other information  in respect of 

instant RTI application, except the one that has already been supplied to the Appellant, is available on their record and the provided information is true and correct as per the records available with them, failing which a stringent punitive action, under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, would be initiated against him.
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2.

Today, the appellant states that he has sought information in the instant case on 11 points out of which the information on points No. 1, 4 and 5 is still pending. 
3.

Shri Amandeep Singh, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondents submits a letter No. 505, dated 14.05.2014 from PIO-cum-Superintending Engineer, Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda, which is taken on record.  Vide the said letter, the Superintending Engineer has requested the Commission to adjourn the case as the Additional Chief Administrator and the office staff have been put on election duty till the counting of votes in respect of Lok Sabha Elections, due to which action could not be taken as per the directions of the Commission in the instant case. 
4.

Accordingly,  the Estate  Officer, B.D.A., Bathinda,  is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith remaining information  on points No. 1, 4 and 5 or a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that no other information  in respect of instant RTI application, except the one that has already been supplied to the Appellant, is available on their record and the provided information is true and correct as per the records available with them,
5.

Adjourned to 05.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










      Sd/- 
Chandigarh





              (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  15.05.2014




    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Dev Raj

s/o Sh. Dharam Chand,

VPO Pandori Khas,

Tehsil Nakodar,

Distt. Jalandhar-144040




  

…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o District  Education Officer (EE),

Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District  Education Officer (EE),

Jalandhar.






        …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2268 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Dev Raj, Appellant, in person. 

Shri S. K. Lakha, B.P.E.O.(HQ) Jalandhar, on behalf of the Respondents.



The case was last heard  on 13.02.2014, when the Respondent submitted  one copy of the provided  information, which  was taken on record of the Commission. The Appellant stated that he had received information, asked for at Points No. 1, 2 and 4 but the information asked for at Point No. 3 was  still pending.   Accordingly, the Respondent-PIO was  directed to supply the information, asked for at Point No. 3 by the Appellant vide his RTI application, before the next date of hearing  i.e. today with a copy to the Commission. 


2.

After discussing the status of the sought information, the appellant is directed to inspect the record and identify the documents still required by him and  Shri S. K. Lakha, B.P.E.O.(HQ) Jalandhar assures the Commission that the identified documents will be supplied to the appellant on the spot. 
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3.

After the inspecting  the record, the appellant informs the Commission that the required information is not available in the record of the Public Authority and the remaining information has not been supplied to him.

4.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing or submit a duly sworn affidavit on the next date of hearing to the effect that no other information except the one that has already been supplied to the appellant, is available on their record.  

5.

Adjourned to 05.08.2014 at 2.00 P.M.










   Sd/- 
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15.05.2014




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shri Ripudaman Ohri,

1333, Phase II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal-140126

(District:  Ropar)







  
…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur.


        …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2111 of 2013

Order
Present:
Appellant Shri Ripu Daman Ohri, Appellant, in person.

Shri Rakesh Kumar, Registration Clerk, Tehsil Office, Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the Respondents.



In this case on 12.12.2013,  the Respondent  had brought the requisite information vide letter no. 142 dated 05.12.2013 which was handed over to the appellant in the court. Accordingly, the 
Appellant was  advised to send his observations, if any, on  the provided information  to the respondents, in black and white, within a fortnight, whereafter the respondents would  remove the same within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for  13.02.2014 

2.

On 13.02.2014,  the Respondent  brought the information and handed over the same to the Appellant in the Court. A perusal of the provided information revealed  that the information asked for by the Appellant on points No. 2, 3 and 4 had 
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been provided to the Appellant but the information asked for on Point No. 1 was still 
pending. Accordingly, the Respondent-PIO was  directed to supply the complete information regarding Point No.1 or submit a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that no other information in respect of instant RTI application is available in  their record. 
3.

Today, The complainant states that the information asked for at point No. 1 has not been supplied to him as yet. The respondent submits  that  Shri Narinder Kumar, Naib Tehsildar is on election duty. Therefore,  information on point No. 1 could not be supplied to the appellant. The respondent requests for adjournment of the case to some other date. 
4.

On the request of the respondent, the case is adjourned to 10.06.2014 at 2.00 P.M. with the direction that the information asked for at point No. 1 be  supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and in case the information is not available, a duly sworn affidavit  be submitted by the PIO to the effect that the information sought for is not available in their record. 









   Sd/- 
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15.05.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ashok Kumar,

Barnala Road, Ward No.1,

Bhikhi-151504, 

District Mansa.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Bhikhi  District Mansa.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Regional Deputy Director,


Local Government, Bathinda.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2554 of 2013     

Order

Present: 
Shri Ashok Kumar, Appellant, in person.
Shri Ravi Kumar, Accountant, Nagar Council Bhikhi, on behalf of  the respondents. 


The case was last heard on 20.02.2014,  when none was present on behalf of the respondents. The appellant stated that despite the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing,  no information had been supplied to him. Viewing the absence of the respondents and the fact that no information had been supplied to the appellant despite the directions issued on the last date of hearing,  seriously, the PIO was    issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him till the information was furnished.  In addition to the written reply, the PIO was  also given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  It was made clear that in case he did  not file his written reply to the show-cause notice and did not avail 
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himself of the opportunity of personal hearing, it would  be presumed that he had 
nothing to say and the Commission would proceed further  to take necessary action  against him ex parte. 
2.

Shri Ravi Kumar, Accountant, appearing on behalf of the respondents, states that Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Bhikhi is unable to attend the court today as he is unwell. 

3.

The appellant states that he has sought information on 12 points in the instant case out of which  information 
on only 3 points has been supplied so far whereas the information on 9 points is still pending. 
4.

Accordingly, the Executive Officer, Nagar Council Bhikhi is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith medical certificate in respect of his ill health. He is also directed to submit his reply to show-cause notice failing which case will be decided ex-parte as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. He is also directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 

5.

Adjourned to 11.06.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20.02.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Chamkaur Singh,

V&PO-Chhappar,Patti-Nanu-Ki,

Ward No.9,Tehsil & District

Ludhiana-141204.







…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Director, Public Instructions (S),

Punjab,Sector-62,SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondent
Complaint  Case No.  4308 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Chamkaur Singh, complainant, in person.
Dr. Jarnail Singh, Assistant Director, DPI(S),  on behalf of the respondent.


The case was last heard 20.02.2014, when the respondent stated that the requisite information had been supplied to the complainant. The complainant stated that the provided information was  incomplete. He requested  that complete and correct information might  please be provided to him. 
Accordingly, the respondent PIO was directed to supply  point-wise  complete and correct information to the complainant within 30 days under intimation to the Commission. 

2.

The respondent states that complete information has been supplied to the complainant as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing and the complainant expresses his satisfaction. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15.05.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri K.N.Sodhi,

# 1634, Sector-70,

Mohali, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development

Authority, SAS Nagar,Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Greater Mohali Area Development


Authority, SAS Nagar, Mohali.




…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1233 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri K. N. Sodhi, Appellant, in person.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate;  Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO; Shri Harpreet Singh, Law Officer and Shri Anuj Sehgal, SDO, on behalf of  the respondents. 

1.

The case was last heard on 20.02.2014, when  the respondent stated that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant. The appellant expressed his dis-satisfaction over  the information provided to him  as point-wise specific information had not been provided to him as per the directions of the Commission on 23.01.2014. 
After hearing both the parties, it was  observed  that the appellant was  not satisfied with the provided information. Therefore, Ld. Counsel for the respondents was  directed to verify the information himself and ensure that specific point-wise information was  supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Besides, the PIO and the deemed PIO were  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing for apprising the Commission of the full facts of the case. Besides, the appellant was
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 advised to inspect the record, if he so desired, after fixing a meeting with the First 
Appellate Authority so that complete information to his satisfaction  could be provided to him.

2.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO, is present today. Shri Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the respondents, states that the complete information, as available  in  their record, has been supplied to the appellant. He submits a copy of the information to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
3.

The appellant states that he received the information only yesterday. He seeks time to study the same. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO within 10 days with a copy to the Commission. 

4.

In this case,  Smt. Dalbir Kaur, PIO,  has been issued a show-cause notice on 12.11.2013 to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on her for the delay in the supply of requisite information. Accordingly, she is directed to submit her reply to the show-cause notice on the next date of hearing and explain in detail the reasons for delay in the supply of information. 
5.

Adjourned to  11.06.2014  at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15.05.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Dr.  Harbir Singh,

H.No307,Charan Bagh,

Patiala.








…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Punjab School Education Board,

Sector-62, Mohali.







…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  4334 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Dr. Harbir Singh, Complainant, in person. 

Shri Virinder Madaan, Superintendent Legal Cell, on the behalf of the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 17.09.2013 addressed to the respondent, Dr. Harbir Singh,  sought photo-copies of receipts issued by the Post Office while accepting the letters for sending to the addressee by registered post on 06.09.2012, 18.12.2012 and 04.04.2013. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Harbir Singh filed a complaint dated 09.12.2013 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 10.12.2013 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  25.02.2014.
3.

On 25.02.2014, the respondent stated that the information had been supplied to the complainant. The complainant reiterated that he wanted duly attested  copies of receipts issued by the Post Office for sending the said letters by registered post. 
Accordingly, the respondent was  directed to supply the duly attested copies of
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receipts issued by the concerned Post Office after receiving the letters for sending the same to the complainant by registered post. 

4.

Today, the respondent states that the information has been sent twice to the complainant free of cost by ordinary post and for ordinary post no receipt is issued by the post office. The complainant states that he has not received the information. Accordingly, the respondent hands over the complete information to the complainant in the court today. The respondent also makes a written submission,  which is handed over to the complainant . 

5.

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








Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  15.05.2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Madan Lal Thapar,

Former Sarpanch,H.No.1,

Prof.Jaswant Rai Colony,

Village Bambian Wal.PO Kukar Pind,

District Jalandhar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Commissioner of Police,


Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2363 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri Madan Lal Thapar, Appellant, in person and Shri S. P. Soi, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.
Shri Bhagwant Singh Gill, D.S.P.(HQ)-cum-APIO and Shri Pars Ram, ASI, on behalf of the respondents. 

In this case, on  08.01.2014  Shri Pars Ram,ASI,  appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterated the stand taken in letter No. 1383 dated 05.07.2013 vide which information was declined on the ground that the inquiry in the matter was  pending with Additional Deputy Commissioner of Police(Hqrs.), Jalandhar. On the other hand, Shri Madan Lal Thapar, appellant, narrated his tale of woes stating that a false case had been registered against him and members of his family by the Police. The matter was discussed at length and consequently, it was considered appropriate to send a copy of the order to  Shri Rahul S. Kumar, Deputy Commissioner of Police, 
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Jalandhar to get the matter investigated and help the appellant to get the requisite information at an early date. The case was adjourned to 04.03.2014.
2.

On 04.03.2014, Shri Pars Ram, ASI, reiterated that the requisite information could not  be provided to the appellant as the matter was  under investigation. As per directions of Shri  Rahul S. Kumar, Deputy Commissioner of Police, the appellant had submitted a fresh application. The appellant stated that there was  still  no progress In the investigation as a result of which they were being unnecessarily  harassed continuously. The matter had been brought to the notice of Shri Ishwar Singh, Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar on telephone who had assured that he would  get the matter  properly investigated by an IPS officer. Accordingly, the appellant was  advised to see the Commissioner of Police alongwith Shri Pars Ram, ASI to narrate the facts of the case to him. 
3.

Today, the appellant while narrating  his personal grievances in detail, states that he is not satisfied with the police action in the matter as his family is being harassed unnecessarily. The respondent states that so far as  the information asked for in the instant case is concerned, that stands supplied to the appellant. He requests that the appellant may be advised to contact the concerned authority for the removal of his personal grievances. 

4.

In view of the  above narrated circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed and the appellant is advised to contact the concerned authority for the removal of his personal grievances. 









Sd/-  
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 04-03-2014


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Satish Kumar Jain,

H.No.318,Vijay Inder Nagar,

Daba Road, Ludhiana-141003.




…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Deputy Commissioner,


Hoshiarpur.







…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2323 of 2013  

Order

Present: 
Shri Satish Kumar Jain, appellant, in person.

Shri Malkiat Singh, Sadar Kanungo, office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the respondents. 



In this case on 08.01.2014, Shri Malkiat Singh, Sadar Kanungo, office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur,  appearing on behalf of the respondents,  stated that the relevant information for the year 1958-1959 was not available in the office record. Accordingly, the respondent-PIO was directed to file a duly sworn affidavit, on the next date of hearing i.e. today, stating complete facts including factum of non-availability of the information for the said period. The case was adjourned to 04.03.2014.
2.

On 04.03.2014,  Shri Malkiat Singh, Sadan Kunungo, office of Deputy Commissioner, Hoshiarpur, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterated that the information was  very old and was  not available in their record. As per the directions of 
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the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, he submitted  an affidavit from Shri 
Harminder Singh, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, Hoshiarpur to the 
effect that the record had been searched  but  the information sought by the appellant was not   available in their record and therefore, the requisite information could not be provided to the appellant. The respondent stated that the appellant had been asked to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him. After detailed discussion, it was  mutually agreed by both the parties that the appellant would inspect the record in the office of PIO on 25.03.2014 and identify the documents required by him and after the identification of documents, the respondent-PIO would  provide the same on the spot to the appellant. The case was adjourned for 10.04.2014 which was further adjourned for today due to Lok Sabha Elections in Chandigarh on 10.04.2014.
3.

The complainant states that he has inspected the record but the sought information is not available in the record of the Public Authority. The respondent states that as per the directions of the Commission, an affidavit from Shri Harminder Singh, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner-cum-PIO, Hoshiarpur has already been submitted on 04.03.2014  to the effect that the record has been searched  and   the information sought by the appellant is not   available in their record and therefore, the requisite information cannot  be provided to the appellant. 

 4.

In the above noted circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 15-05-2014


             State Information Commissioner
