STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Bahadur Singh, 

R/o 10904, Basant Road,

 Miller Ganj, Industrial Area – B, 

Ludhiana – 141003.

 




… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Roopnagar.  


2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Roopnagar.  


.



…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2036/2013

ORDER 

Present :
Representative, Mr. Balbir Aggarwal,  for  the  appellant.

Mr.  Arvind Kumar, DRO-APIO, for the respondent.



----



The requisite information, duly attested,  has been delivered to the representative of the  appellant  during the hearing today to  his satisfaction and a copy of the same has been  submitted to the Commission which is taken on record.



Since the information  has  been provided, the case is  disposed of and  closed.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  18.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Balvir Singh, 

S/o Sh. Gurmail Singh, 

Ward No. 13 # 294, Morinda, 

Tehsil – Chamkaur Sahib, 

Ropar.    








… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab School Education Board

Phase  VIII,  Ajitgarh (Mohali). 





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3315/2013

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Balvir Singh,  complainant, in person. 



Mr. Varinder Madan, Supdtt. (RTI ), for the  respondent.







-----   



The information  was initially  denied by the PIO on the ground that it was  related to third party.  Subsequently, on receiving  the  Commission’s  notice the said information was provided  to the  complainant to his satisfaction.



Since the information  has  been provided, the case is  disposed of and  closed.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  18.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shiv Kumar, 

# 5, Gali No. 1 B, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, 

Patiala. 

 






… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Managing Director, 


Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, 


Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,  


Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, 


Patiala.  







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2120/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Mr. Shiv Kumar, appellant, in person.



Ms  Manika, Clerk, for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   17.04.2013. 

PIO  replied



:   30.05.2013..

Appeal to FAA filed 

:   23.07.2013.

Order  of  FAA


:   -----

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   01.10.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information  on   two   points  related to filing of property returns by different  General Managers  and the copy of orders of providing  car along with drivers to  General Managers.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



Only  partial information  supplied.

Appeal Case No. 2120/2013
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The requisite information has been provided to the appellant today during the hearing to his satisfaction.



The appellant has also given in writing that he has received  complete information and  requested that the case  be closed.

Decision:

Accordingly, the case is  disposed of  and closed.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  18.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Shiv Kumar, 

# 5, Gali No. 1 B, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, 

Patiala. 

 






… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Managing Director, 


Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, 


Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,  


Pepsu Road Transport Corporation, 


Patiala.  







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2167/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Mr. Shiv Kumar, appellant, in person.



Ms  Manika, Clerk, for the Respondents.






----  

RTI  application filed on

:   18.07.2013. 

PIO  replied



:   Nil.

Appeal to FAA filed 

:   22.08.2013.

Order  of  FAA


:   -----

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   01.10.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information  on  nine  points  regarding different issues  (totally unconnected with each other )  related with  department  and its officials.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence denial of information.

Appeal Case No. 2167/2013
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Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





Partial information has already been supplied to the appellant. The remaining  information  has been provided to the appellant today during the hearing.  However, the information related to query No.7  has been denied on  the account that it was personal information.  The Commission is of the considered  opinion  that  there is nothing personal  regarding the information sought  by the appellant  which be provided to  him within a week’s time.  



The representative of the PIO  assured that the remaining information regarding point No.7 will be supplied to the appellant within  the next 05 (five) working ‘days.  The  appellant is satisfied with this  assurance and he has no objection if the case is closed.

Decision:

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

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  18.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Harbans Singh, 

H. No. 1064, 

Sector – 64, 

Mohali. 






            .… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o  Commissioner, 

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur.   



    



  …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3515/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the complainant.



Mr. Jagtar Singh, Clerk (Br. Sadar Kanungo), for the  respondent.








-----

RTI  application filed on

:   27.05.2013. 

PIO  replied



:   Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   01.10.2013. 

Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks  information on his complaint  regarding  mutation No. 3125/3194.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :





The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.  The notice of hearing dated  24.10.2013 sent to  the complainant has been received back with the  postal authority’s report “refused.”



The respondent has submitted a letter diarised in the Commission’s office on 15.11.2013  that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on 7.6.2013  through registered post that his  application has been sent to the  Deputy 

Complaint Case No. 3515/2013
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Commissioner, Muktsar for enquiry. The representative of the Respondent stated during the hearing that the enquiry is still pending.  The respondent-PIO is directed to apprise the complainant of the  outcome of the inquiry  within a week  on  receipt of the report.

Decision:

With this direction, the case is  disposed of  and closed.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  18.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Balbir Aggarwal, 

H.No. 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwanti,

Industrial  Area – B, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana – 14103. 


 



… Appellant

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 


ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

 
Ludhiana.  


   
  


  …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1080/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.

Mr. Arun Kumar, Bldg. Inspector,  for the respondents. 






----  



The appellant stated that  he  has identified   the information  he requires  and supplied the list of documents after inspecting the record  but the PIO  has not supplied the same till date. The representative  of the PIO stated that some information has been provided  and  assured that  copies of the maps  will be provided to the appellant  within the  next 07 (seven) days.  The PIO  is directed to honour the commitment and supply the remaining information to the appellant  as committed.  Failure to do so will attract the stringent provisions of the  RTI Act, 2005.



Meanwhile, compensation amounting  to  Rs. 3000/- (Rupees Three thousand only) is awarded to the appellant which  shall  be paid by the public authority-Respondent through Bank Draft before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission.



The case is adjourned to  10.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  18.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Balbir Aggarwal, 

H.No. 10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwanti,

Industrial  Area – B, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana – 14103. 


 


   
… Appellant

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana. 


ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o  Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.  



     
           
 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1081/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, appellant, in person.



None  for  the  Respondents.






-----



The   respondent-PIO  is absent without intimation to the  Commission.

The Commission takes ka serious notice of  his absence.



The appellant  states that information related to Zone –C is still awaited.  The  PIO is directed to supply the requisite information relating to Zone – C, duly attested,  also before the next date of hearing.





The Commission directs the  PIO to be personally present at the next date of hearing  with a copy of the information supplied to the appellant.



The case is adjourned to  10.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.


      

   (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated:  18.11.2013.    

   

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Natha Singh, 

S/o Sh. Suba Singh, 

R/o Sikhan Wala Road, 

Near Dasmesh Rice Mills, 

Kotkapura, Distt. Faridkot.






… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager, 

Punjab Roadways, 

Sri Mukatsar Sahib. 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3540/13

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Natha Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Vijay Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
02.04.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
01.10.2013

Ground for complaint

:
The respondent-PIO has not replied to the RTI 







application. 


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information about himself when he was employee as Black Smith during 09.07.1988 to 3112.1993 and regarding these employees who was regularized. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 



The respondent-PIO has demanded the requisite fee of Rs. 23 for the said information after 30 days and not within 10 working days as prescribed under the Punjab Right to information Rule 2007. However, during the hearing the representative of the PIO provided the requisite information to the complainant. The complainant is advised to peruse the information and if he is not satisfied with the information provided he can approach the first appellate authority.

Decision:- 



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

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 








  Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.11.2013    

   

  State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Mr. Avtar Singh, 

S/o Sh. Amar Singh, 

R/o Village Siao Po Manoli, 

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali. 






… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Mohali. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Mohali.  







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2126/13

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Avtar Singh, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
08.07.2013

PIO replied




:   
Nil 

First appeal filed



:   
08.08.2013

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
01.10.2013

Information sought :-

 
Seeks information whether a FIR has been filed on his complaint dated 05.04.2013.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 : 
No response. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-

 

The respondent-PIO  is absent without intimation to the Commission. 



The Appellant stated that the  Respondent- PIO  has not provided any information till date. Even the Respondent-PIO has not  responded  to the Commission’s notice. The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the PIO and is constrained to serve a show cause notice to the PIO.
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Appeal Case No. 2126/13


The  PIO office of Deputy Commissioner, Mohali is  hereby issued show -cause notice under Section 20(1) of  RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon  him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The PIO-ADC is directed to submit  reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.




 





In addition to the written reply,  PIO is also hereby 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.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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. 



  The Commission further directs the  PIO  to be personally present  on the next date of hearing  and  also supply  the  information to the appellant immediately  with  a  copy of  the same to the Commission  along with  his reply  to the  show cause notice failing which the  matter will be decided ex-parte. 

Decision :-



The case is adjourned to 11.12.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.11.2013    

   

  State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Puran Chand, 

S/o Sh. Nathu Ram, 

R/o Village Rana,

Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka  






… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Fazilka 


   





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3536/13

ORDER 

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Neeraj Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
03.06.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
01.10.2013

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on the complainant against the Mr. Jaswinder Singh. 
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 

 
 

The respondent-PIO has sent a letter dated 8.11.2013 to the Commission stating that the requisite information i.e. action taken on his complaint has been disposed of on 13.08.2013 by the office of ADC (Gen.) and also sent a copy of the same has been sent to the complainant.
                                  The representative of the respondent-PIO stated that the complainant has been asked to appear before the enquiry Committee on 31.05.2013, 06.06.2013, 27.06.2013 & 15.07.2013 to appear before the enquiry committee but he  failed to turn up. He also submitted copies of these communications to the complainants which were taken on record. Meanwhile, the competent authority has disposed of his case in the absence of the complainant. 
 Today the complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The 
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Complaint Case no. 3536/13

respondent-PIO has provided the action taken report on his complainant. However, if he is not satisfied with the information provided, the complainant can approach the first appellate authority.  

Decision:- 




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

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.11.2013    

   

  State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, 

s/o Sh. Saroop Singh, 

R/o Kotkapura, Village Kotsukhia,

Distt. Faridkot.







… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Faridkot


   





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 3581/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Ashok Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
28.06.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
03.10.2013

Ground for complaint

:
No response by the PIO


Information  sought:- 


Seeks information regarding the vehicle No. PB03-W-1020 (Car Alto White). 
 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the respondent stated that complainant had been informed that the  information sought regarding the vehicle no. PB03-W-1020 (Car Alto White) is related to DTO Bathinda. The complainant is advised to file a fresh RTI application before the competent authority i.e. DTO Bathinda.
Decision:- 


 

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

Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.11.2013    

   

  State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Mr. Arvind Sharma, 

S/o Sh. Darsan Kumar, 

One Way Traffic Road, 

Mansa

 






… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o District Transport Officer, 


Mansa. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Officer Pb.,

Sector – 17, Chandigarh. 





…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2172/13

ORDER 
Present: 
Mr. Arvind Singh, appellant in person .



None for the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
19.07.2012 (20.12.2012)

PIO replied




:   
Nil 

First appeal filed



:   
17.12.2012 (26.04.2013)

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
03.10.2013

Information sought :-


Seeks information regarding PB 31G 9567 (RC transfer alongwith documents.)
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 : 
Denial of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-



The respondent-PIO is absent but has submitted through  an e-mail  diarized in the Commission on 18.11.2013 stating that he cannot attend the today’s proceedings due to unavoidable circumstance.

 

 The Appellant stated that the Respondent- PIO  has been deliberately denying the information.  Even the Respondent-PIO has neither responded the RTI 
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Appeal Case No. 2172/13

application nor to the Commission’s notice. Moreover, the appellant has filed an appeal before the first appellate authority(FAA) and it too went unnoticed by the FAA. The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the PIO and is constrained to serve  a show cause notice  to the PIO.


The  PIO-DTO office of District Transport Office, Mansa is  hereby issued show -cause notice under Section 20(1) of  RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed  upon  him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  appellant.  



The PIO-DTO is directed to submit  reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.




 





In addition to the written reply,  PIO is also hereby 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.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 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. 



  The Commission further directs the  PIO  to be personally present  on the next date of hearing  and  also supply  the  information to the appellant immediately  with  a  copy of  the same to the Commission  along with  his reply  to the  show cause notice failing which the  matter will be decided ex-parte. 

Decision :

 

The case is adjourned to 11.12.2013 at 11.00 AM.
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.11.2013    

   

  State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Mr. Sonu Maheshwari, 

Chairman Noujawan Welfare Society, 

# 4395, Kikar Bazar, 

Bathinda. 







… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o District Transport Officer, 


Bathinda

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Transport Officer, 


Bathinda 






…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2152/13

ORDER

Present: 

None for the appellant. 

Mr. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.  

RTI  application filed on


:   
29.04.2013

PIO replied




:   
Nil 

First appeal filed



:   
14.06.2013

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
01.10.2013

Information sought :-


Seeks information regarding the type of beacon installed on the cars of Municipal Commissioner, Assistant MC others and also on the vehicles of the Improvement Trusts. 

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
Denial of information. 

 

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :
 

The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The respondent-APIO stated that he has supplied the information, through registered post on 29.10.2013 soon after he got the notice of the Commission. Since the appellant is   
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Appeal Case No. 2152/13

absent and nothing contrary heard from his quarter it assumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.


Decision :-

 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced  in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 18.11.2013    

   

  State Information Commissioner
