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Ms. Surjit Kaur

W/o Late Sh. Rabbi Singh Ramdasia,

Village – Phagguwala,

P.O. & Tehsil – Bhiwanigarh,

Distt. - Patiala (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Sangrur (Punjab)






 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  547 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the complainant.
i) Dr. K. D. Singh, Medical Officer O/o S. M. O., Sangrur;
ii) Sh. Ashish, Dealing Clerk O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 03.08.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated 10.03.2016. 


The complainant, Ms. Surjit Kaur, is not present in today’s hearing.


Dr. K. D. Singh, Medical Officer S. M. O., Sangrur and Sh. Ashish, Dealing Clerk office of Civil Surgeon, Sangrur, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 686 dated 13.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Ms. Surjit Kaur in person. It is taken on record.

They also produce a written-note, carrying thumb impression of the applicant as an acknowledgement of having received the requisite information, in which she claimed that she is satisfied with the information supplied and asked for filing of her case. It is taken on record.


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Jagir Singh
S/o Sh. Tara Singh,

658, New Golden Avenue,

Mall Mandi,

Amritsar (Punjab)







……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar(Punjab)






 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  556 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Jagir Singh, the complainant, in person.

i) Sh. Kuldip Singh, S. I. ;
ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, Dealing Hand,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 10.10.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  09.03.2016. 



The complainant, Sh. Jagir Singh, appeared in person in today’s hearing.



Sh. Kuldip Singh, S. I. and Sh. Surinder Singh, Dealing Hand, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 3112 dated 14.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Jagir Singh.  He also hands over a copy of the same to complainant during the hearing in the Commission today. A copy of the same alongwith copy of supplied information is taken on record. 


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


 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raghbir Singh

S/o Sh. Labh Singh,

H. No. 5,

Village – Jastana Kalan,

Tehsil – Derabassi,

Distt. - Mohali (Punjab)






……. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o The  Block Development and

Panchayat Officer (BDPO),

Derabassi,

Distt. - Mohali (Punjab)





 
   ..…Respondent




      Complaint  Case No.  573 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Raghbir Singh, the complainant, in person.



Sh. Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 04.09.2015. The complaint with the Commission is 

dated  10.03.2016. 



Sh. Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary  , who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 679 dated  13.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant, Sh. Raghbir Singh through registered post on 12.05.2016. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of postal receipt is taken on record. 


The complainant, Sh. Raghbir Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.

After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of six months.



Sh. Manjit Singh states that Sh.  Surinder Singh Dhaliwal, BDPO Derabassi was PIO when the RTI application was  moved by the applicant and is also working as present PIO.


In view of the above,  PIO - Sh.  Surinder Singh Dhaliwal, BDPO Derabassi, 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.
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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 a status report in an affidavit 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. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

 The case is adjourned to  6th June, 2016(Monday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

The next date of hearing has been announced to both the parties in the open court.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Sh.  Surinder Singh Dhaliwal,




Block Development and

Panchayat Officer (BDPO) -cum-PIO,

Derabassi,

Distt. - Mohali (Punjab)

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



S/o Sh. Chiman Singh,

(Regd.Post)
Village – Chakk Khiwa, 



P. O. – Ghubhaya,



Tehsil – Jalalabad (West),



Distt. – Fazilka
(Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Pb. Urban Dev. Authority,

P.U.D.A. Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali(Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Pb. Urban Dev. Authority,

P.U.D.A. Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali(Punjab)    





  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  851 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Dinesh Chadda, Superintendent-cum-APIO (Coordination) on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 30.07.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated 25.02.2016. 



Sh. Dinesh Chadda, Superintendent-cum-APIO (Coordination), who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 9865 dated 05.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Pooran Singh. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record.


The appellant, Sh. Pooran Singh is not present in today’s hearing.

I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Pooran Singh, 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. 



A copy of the reply and information submitted by the respondent be sent to the appellant, Sh. Pooran Singh alongwith this order through registered post.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
Encl :

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

S/o Sh. Krishan Kumar,

H. No. 319, Ward – 24,

New Abadi,

KHANNA (Ludhiana) (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Director,
Public instructions(Sec.), Pb.,

Pb. School Education Board,
Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)


First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,
Public instructions(Sec.), Pb.,

Pb. School Education Board,
Sector 62, S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali)




  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  857 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Vipin Kumar , the appellant, in person.

i) Ms. Dimple Madan, Deputy D. E. O., Ludhiana ;
ii) Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant State Project Director O/o DGSE, Mohali ;

iii) Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, Assistant Manager O/o DGSE, Mohali ;
iv) Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Clerk O/o D.E.O.(Elem.), Ludhiana,  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 17.11.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  24.02.2016. 



The appellant, Sh. Vipin Kumar, appeared in person in today’s hearing,


Ms. Dimple Madan, Deputy D. E. O., Ludhiana ; Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant State Project Director of office of DGSE, Mohali ; Sh. Sukhjinder Singh, Assistant Manager of office of DGSE, Mohali and Sh. Ramandeep Singh, Clerk of office of D.E.O.(Elem.), Ludhiana, appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing.


In the instant appeal case, one important fact, that has come into light, is that PIO of office of Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab has failed to deal with the RTI request of the appellant, Sh. Vipin Kumar in proper manner.


The appellant Sh. Vipin Kumar has sought for information regarding the action taken by Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab, on the complaints moved by him, which were handed over personally to staff members of office of Chief Secretary of Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
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He explains that though he alongwith his associates went to meet of Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab but he could not meet him as he was busy with some functionaries of Punjab Government and he handed over the same complaints to personal staff of Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab.


He also states that in one of his queries, he has asked about arrangement made by the Punjab Government for providing facilities to the students in  elementary schools.


He also states that instead of supplying him the required information, the PIO of office of Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab transferred the RTI request to various other authorities including department of Education and the various wings.


He asked that when he has sought for information regarding action taken on complaints, then as to why RTI request was transferred to various other authorities.



He also states that transferring of his RTI request makes it clear that PIO of office of Chief Secretary, Government of Punjab, has made mockery of RTI Act, 2005 and deliberately failed to fulfill his responsibilities assigned to him under the provisions of the RTI Act.



Ms. Dimple Madan, Deputy D. E. O., Ludhiana states that whatever information relates to her office has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Vipin Kumar. She also hands over hands over a copy of the same to the appellant, during the hearing  in the Commission today. A copy of the same alongwith a copy of supplied information is taken on record. 


Sh. Harpreet Singh, Assistant State Project Director office of DGSE, Mohali also states that whatever information relates to his office including  different District Education Officers of Districts of Punjab has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Vipin Kumar.


On this, the appellant, Sh. Vipin Kumar states that whatever information has been supplied to him is not relevant.


After hearing both the parties and  examining the documents placed on record,  I am of the considered  view that the PIO of office of Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab has not dealt the RTI request of the appellant in proper manner and has failed to fulfill his responsibilities assigned to him under the provisions of the RTI Act.


Hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority of office of Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab  with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.
Contd…3/-
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If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.

A copy of this order be sent to Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab  with the advice to intervene into the matter so that functionaries of his office could be made responsible enough to implement the RTI Act effectively, if he desires so and deems it fit.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :  


(Regd. Post)

First Appellate Authority (By Name)

O/o The Chief Secretary

 to Government of Punjab, 


Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh

Encl :
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Gurcharan Singh S/o Sh. Atma Singh,

H. No. 96, Phase – 1,

Near T V Rower, Model Town,

Bathinda - 151001 (Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,
O/o The Director,
Ayurveda Deptt., Pb.,
S.C.O. 823-824,

Sector 22 – A, Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Director,
Ayurveda Deptt., Pb.,

S.C.O. 823-824,

Sector 22 – A, Chandigarh




  

  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  863 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Gurcharan Singh, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. Balwinder Sharma, Senior Assistant ;
ii) Sh. Jatin Sharma, Junior Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 14.12.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated   26.02.2016. 



  Sh. Balwinder Sharma, Senior Assistant and Sh. Jatin Sharma, Junior Assistant, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Gurcharan Singh.

The appellant, Sh. Gurcharan Singh, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far. He also states that a sum of Rs. 125/- has also been deposited by him as required fee to get certified copies of the required information but he has been provided only fifteen pages of information. He further alleges that the respondent PIO is harassing him deliberately and causing the delay in supplying the requisite information to him.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of four months.

Sh. Balwinder Sharma, Senior Assistant and Sh. Jatin Sharma, state that Sh.  
Brahmjot Singh, Ayurveda Medical Officer is present PIO in this case. 


In view of the above,  PIO - Sh.  Brahmjot Singh, Ayurveda Medical Officer, Punjab, Chandigarh, 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 
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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 will also show cause under Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, as to why disciplinary action be  not  recommended against upon him for willful delay in supplying the information to the RTI applicant under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



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 a 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. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

Due to evasive attitude of the respondent PIO concerned, the information-seeker 

has suffered detriments on account of not getting the complete information and hence an interim compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to the appellant, Sh. Gurcharan Singh. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Gurcharan Singh.  The crossed cheque/Demand Draft  shall be made from the bank account of  public authority concerned  and not from the 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.

The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 







    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
 (Regd. Post)

Sh.  Brahmjot Singh

Ayurveda Medical Officer -cum-PIO,




O/o The Director,
Ayurveda Deptt., Pb.,

S.C.O. 823-824,

Encl :

Sector 22 – A, Chandigarh

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

(Regd. Post)
Booth No. 14 – B,



Sector 47 – C, Chandigarh (Punjab)




..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar (Punjab)
    





  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  986 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.
i) Sh. Kuldip Singh, S. I. ;
ii) Sh. Surinder Singh, Dealing Hand, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  29.09.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated 04.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Krishan Lal, is not present in today’s hearing.

Sh. Kuldip Singh, S. I. and Sh. Surinder Singh, Dealing Hand, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submit a reply vide letter no. 2519 dated 18.04.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Krishan Lal.  A copy of the same alongwith copy of supplied information is taken on record.  


The appellant, Sh. Krishan Lal, is not present in today’s hearing.


I have gone over the queries raised by the appellant, Sh. Krishan Lal, 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. 



A copy of the information submitted by the respondent be sent to the appellant, Sh. Krishan Lal alongwith this order through registered post.
If the applicant is not satisfied with the information supplied by the respondent

PIO, he is free to approach the First Appellate Authority of the office concerned, who is Sh. Amar Singh Chahal, Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
Encl :

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ajay Kumar S/o Sh. Bal Krishan,

RZ – 884 A/1, Flat No. 103,

Street – 9/3, Sadh Nagar,

Palam Colony, New Delhi - 110045






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Pb. Urban Dev. Authority,

P.U.D.A. Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali(Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Pb. Urban Dev. Authority,

P.U.D.A. Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali(Punjab)    





  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1032 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Ajay Kumar, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Dinesh Chadda, Superintendent-cum-APIO (Coordination), on behalf of the 


respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 10.03.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated 09.03.2016. 



Sh. Dinesh Chadda, Superintendent-cum-APIO (Coordination), who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ajay Kumar. He also hands over a copy of the same to the appellant during the hearing  in the Commission today. 


The appellant, Sh. Ajay Kumar, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him.



Sh. Dinesh Chadda states that Ms. Inderjit Kaur, Assistant General Manager(HR), P.U.D.A., Mohali is First Appellate Authority in this case.


After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Ms. Inderjit Kaur, Assistant General Manager(HR), P.U.D.A., Mohali with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.
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If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner

(Regd. Post)

Ms. Inderjit Kaur,





Assistant General Manager(HR)-cum-





First Appellate Authority, 






Pb. Urban Dev. Authority,


Encl : 


P.U.D.A. Bhawan, Sector 62, 





Mohali (Punjab)    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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Mohinder Kumar Arora,

H. No. 12/3, 

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Tripri, Patiala (Punjab)








..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Patiala(Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Patiala (Punjab)






  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1056 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  01.12.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  11.032016. 


The appellant, Sh. Mohinder Kumar Arora, is not present in today’s hearing.

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


After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Civil Surgeon, Patiala with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
(Regd. Post)

The Civil Surgeon-cum-




First Appellate Authority,


Encl : 

Civil Hospital, Patiala (Punjab)

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

82, District Courts,

S. A. S. Nagar - 160059 (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Moga (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Civil Surgeon,

Civil Hospital,

Moga (Punjab)







  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  875 of 2016
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant, in person.



Sh.  Kamal Sethi, Dealing Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 03.08.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  29.02.2016. 


Sh. Kamal Sethi, Dealing Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 3907 dated 26.04.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal. He also hands over remaining information to appellant during the hearing in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.


The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, orally pointed out certain deficiencies to the representative of the respondent during the hearing.



On this, Sh. Kamal Sethi states that deficiencies, pointed out by the appellant would be removed within ten days from today and seeks an adjournment in this case.
The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

82, District Courts,

S. A. S. Nagar - 160059 (Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Town Planner,

Pb. Urban Dev. Authority,

P.U.D.A. Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali(Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Chief Town Planner,

Pb. Urban Dev. Authority,

P.U.D.A. Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali(Punjab)





  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1068 of 2016
Present :
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Pankaj Bawa, Senior Town Planner (HQ), on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 18.12.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated 11.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, appeared in person in today’s hearing.

Sh. Pankaj Bawa, Senior Town Planner (HQ), who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, submits a reply vide letter no. 610 dated 13.05.2016 showing that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal. He also hands over remaining information to appellant during the hearing in the Commission today. A copy of the same is taken on record.

The appellant, Sh. H. S. Hundal, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him by the respondent PIO.



On this, Sh. Pankaj Bawa seeks an adjournment in this case.


Both the parties mutually agreed to it.

The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village – Toora,

P. O. -  Kumbh,

Tehsil – Amloh,

Distt. – Fatehgarh Sahib - 147301(Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Tehsildar,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar

(Nawanshaher)(Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar

(Nawanshaher)(Punjab)





  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1004 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Harmesh Lal, Office Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 21.10.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated   09.03.2016. 


Sh. Harmesh Lal, Office Kanungo, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing,  states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua. 


The appellant, Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, states that no information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO so far.

On this, Sh. Harmesh Lal states that required information would be supplied to him by the nest date of hearing and seeks an adjournment in this case.
After examining the documents placed on record, it emerges that the requisite 

information has not been supplied by the respondent PIO to the information seeker even after a period of four months.


Sh. Harmesh Lal states that Sh.  Vipin Bhandari, Tehsildar, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar is PIO in this case. 


In view of the above,  PIO - Sh.  Vipin Bhandari, Tehsildar, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar, 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.
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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 a status report in an affidavit 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. A copy of the RTI request be sent to him alongwith this order through registered post  for his ready reference.

 The case is adjourned to  14th June, 2016(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in  
Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
CC :
(Regd. Post)

Sh.  Vipin Bhandari, 

Tehsildar-cum-PIO,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

(Nawanshaher)(Punjab)

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village – Toora, P. O. -  Kumbh,

Tehsil – Amloh,

Distt. – Fatehgarh Sahib - 147301(Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar Punjab)




  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1005 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Ranjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  12.09.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated 09.03.2016. 


Sh. Ranjit Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua.



The appellant, Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Deputy Commissioner, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner

(Regd. Post)

The Deputy Commissioner (By Name),





-cum-First Appellate Authority, 




Encl : 


Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar  (Punjab)

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Gagandeep Singh Janjua,

Village – Toora,

P. O. -  Kumbh,

Tehsil – Amloh,

Distt. – Fatehgarh Sahib - 147301(Punjab)





..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Addl. Deputy Commissioner,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar Punjab)




  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1006 of 2016
Present :
Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua, the appellant, in person.



Sh. Ranjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated  09.11.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated 09.03.2016. 


Sh. Ranjit Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua.



The appellant, Sh. Gagandeep Singh Janjua, who appeared in person in today’s hearing, expresses his dissatisfaction over the information supplied to him.

After examining the documents placed on record, it is found that the first appeal of the applicant has not been dealt by First Appellate Authority properly, hence, this appeal case is  remanded to First Appellate Authority who is Deputy Commissioner, Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar with the directions to decide the case as per provisions of the RTI Act, after giving due opportunity to the parties concerned, examining the evidence, documents submitted by the parties concerned and then decide the case on merit by passing a speaking order. A copy of the RTI request alongwith a copy of the complaint be also enclosed for ready reference of First Appellate Authority.

If the applicant is not satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he is free to approach the Commission by way of second appeal within one month after receipt of this order.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner

(Regd. Post)

The Deputy Commissioner (By Name),





-cum-First Appellate Authority, 




Encl : 


Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar  (Punjab)

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








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripudaman Ohri

S/o Sh. Amrit Lal Ohri,

1418, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126(Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)






  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1042 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 26.09.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated   11.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri, through a letter dated 16.05.16, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 12320 dated 16.05.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri vide letter no. 42 dated 05.01.2016. It is taken on record. 



He also submits a reply vide letter no. 699 dated 12.05.2016
 showing that first  appeal of the applicant is yet to be decided by the First Appellate Authority. The appellant has approached the Commission by filing second appeal before first appeal filed  by him has not  been decided by the First Appellate Authority. It is taken on record.



In view of the above, the instant appeal case is dismissed on the ground that decision on first appeal by the First Appellate Authority is yet to be taken in the instant case.



The and the First Appellate Authority is directed to decide the first appeal of the applicant at the earliest in the interest of justice as per provisions of the RTI Act.


 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripudaman Ohri

S/o Sh. Amrit Lal Ohri,

1418, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126(Punjab)







..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)






  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1043 of 2016

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 21.09.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  11.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri, through a letter dated 16.05.16, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 12320 dated 16.05.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri vide letter no. 1635 dated 14.12.2015. It is taken on record. 



He also submits a reply vide letter no. 705 dated 12.05.2016
 showing that first  appeal of the applicant is yet to be decided by the First Appellate Authority. The appellant has approached the Commission by filing second appeal before first appeal filed  by him has not  been decided by the First Appellate Authority. It is taken on record.



In view of the above, the instant appeal case is dismissed on the ground that decision on first appeal by the First Appellate Authority is yet to be taken in the instant case.



The and the First Appellate Authority is directed to decide the first appeal of the applicant at the earliest in the interest of justice as per provisions of the RTI Act.



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripudaman Ohri

S/o Sh. Amrit Lal Ohri,

1418, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126(Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)






  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1044 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 26.09.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  11.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri, through a letter dated 16.05.16, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 12320 dated 16.05.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri vide letter no. 40 dated 05.01.2016. It is taken on record. 



He also submits a reply vide letter no. 703 dated 12.05.2016
 showing that first  appeal of the applicant is yet to be decided by the First Appellate Authority. The appellant has approached the Commission by filing second appeal before first appeal filed  by him has not  been decided by the First Appellate Authority. It is taken on record.



In view of the above, the instant appeal case is dismissed on the ground that decision on first appeal by the First Appellate Authority is yet to be taken in the instant case.



The and the First Appellate Authority is directed to decide the first appeal of the applicant at the earliest in the interest of justice as per provisions of the RTI Act.



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripudaman Ohri

S/o Sh. Amrit Lal Ohri,

1418, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126(Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)






  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1045 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 25.08.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  11.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri, through a letter dated 16.05.16, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 12320 dated 16.05.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri vide letter no. 1437 dated 14.10.2015. It is taken on record. 



He also submits a reply vide letter no. 701 dated 12.05.2016
 showing that first  appeal of the applicant is yet to be decided by the First Appellate Authority. The appellant has approached the Commission by filing second appeal before first appeal filed  by him has not  been decided by the First Appellate Authority. It is taken on record.



In view of the above, the instant appeal case is dismissed on the ground that decision on first appeal by the First Appellate Authority is yet to be taken in the instant case.



The and the First Appellate Authority is directed to decide the first appeal of the applicant at the earliest in the interest of justice as per provisions of the RTI Act.



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054








Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ripudaman Ohri

S/o Sh. Amrit Lal Ohri,

1418, Phase – II,

Shivalik Avenue,

Naya Nangal - 140126(Punjab)






..…Appellant

Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)

First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur (Punjab)






  
  ..…Respondent


  

Appeal  Case No.  1046 of 2016
Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER 

The RTI application is dated 25.08.2015. Second appeal with the Commission is 

dated  11.03.2016. 


The appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri, through a letter dated 16.05.16, which has been received in the Commission vide Diary No. 12320 dated 16.05.2016, has intimated the Commission that he is unable to attend today’s hearing. It is taken on record.



Sh. Vikram Adya, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent in today’s hearing, states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ripudaman Ohri vide letter no. 1437 dated 14.10.2015. It is taken on record. 



He also states that first  appeal of the applicant is yet to be decided by the First Appellate Authority. The appellant has approached the Commission by filing second appeal before first appeal filed  by him has not  been decided by the First Appellate Authority. It is taken on record.



In view of the above, the instant appeal case is dismissed on the ground that decision on first appeal by the First Appellate Authority is yet to be taken in the instant case.



The and the First Appellate Authority is directed to decide the first appeal of the applicant at the earliest in the interest of justice as per provisions of the RTI Act.



 Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

    (Chander Parkash)
17th  May, 2016            
            
         
        State Information Commissioner
