STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma, 

House No. 20A, Street no. 4, 

Dashmesh Nagar A, 

Tripuri,, Patiala - 147004

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant  




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary , Govt. of Civil Secretariat,

Punjab, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Secretary , Govt. of Civil Secretariat,

Punjab, Chandigarh

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 583 of 2016  

Present :
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar on behalf of the appellant


Ms. Sharmili Thakur, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar is appearing on behalf of the appellant and states that no information has been given to the appellant so far. Ms. Sharmili Thakur  is appearing on behalf of the respondent and states that they have not received any representation made by the appellant in this case as per their office record.  This is very old case of 2012, which should have been got implemented for proper reply to the appellant which has not been done so far. The representative of the respondent has sought some more time to file a proper response with regard to the RTI application while considering the facts accordingly. Some more time be given to the respondent.
2.
To come up on 21.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) at SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashok Kapoor,

r/o 8-C, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana- 141001

   ……Appellant    


Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar (West)

Ludhiana
First Appellate Authority

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Ludhaina
…….Respondent 

Appeal Case No. 3001 of 2015

Appeal Case No. 3004 of 2015

Appeal Case No. 3554 of 2015

Present :
(i) Sh. Ashok Kapoor, the appellant 


(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent 

 ORDER

The brief facts of the appeal are as under:-

2.
AC: 3001 of 2015 : In this case the appellant, filed his RTI application on 21.04.2015 with the PIO, O/o Tehsildar (West), Ludhaina . Later on, he filed first appeal under Section 19(1) on 30.05.2015 before the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. Respondent No. 2. . His second appeal with the Commission is dated 16.09.2015 and the appeal was fixed for hearing on 19.11.2015. During the hearing on 19.11.2015, the case could not be heard through video conference facility due to failure of power. On the next date of hearing  i.e. on 07.01.2016, respondent was directed to locate or reconstruct the record with the assistance of the appellant and the appellant was advised to give copies of those documents which are available with him. Accordingly, the case was adjourned to  09.02.2016.  

3.
AC:3004 of 2015 : In this case the appellant, filed his RTI application on 22.04.2015 with the PIO, O/o Tehsildar (West), Ludhaina . Later on, he filed first appeal under Section 19(1) on 30.05.2015 before the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. Respondent No. 2. . His second appeal with the Commission is dated 01.06.2015 and the appeal was fixed for hearing on
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 19.11.2015. During the hearing dated 19.11.2015, the case could not be heard through video conference facility due to failure of power. On the next date of hearing i.e. on  03.12.2015, appellant stated that he had received partial information and the respondents were directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. Accordingly the case was adjourned to 07.01.2016.  On 07.01.2016, the appellant stated that no specific reply regarding points no. 3 and 4 has been received by him. The appeal was therefore adjourned on 09.02.2016.
4.
AC:3004 of 2015: In this case the appellant, filed his RTI application on 05.04.2015 with the PIO, O/o Tehsildar (West), Ludhaina . Later on, he filed first appeal under Section 19(1) on 07.06.2015 before the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. Respondent No. 2. . His second appeal with the Commission is dated 05.11.2015 and the appeal was fixed for hearing on 12.01.2016.  During the hearing dated 12.01.2016, the respondents were directed to supply the information otherwise penalty provisions under Section of the RTI will be invoked.
5.
On 09.02.2016, all the above-said cases were clubbed together. On that day, respondents were directed to give the requisite information after reconstructing the file and initiate action against the officials  who have misplaced the file. Accordingly, the appeal was adjourned to 17.03.2016. On 17.03.2016,  respondents were again directed to ensure  that the information was furnished to the appellant. However, if this information is not available on record, the PIO shall file an affidavit on oath stating the same. 
6.
Today, again Sh. Ashok Kapoor- the appellant states that he has not received any information. Respondent is absent. He has not even informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing, which shows that the respondent has no regard for the orders issued by the Commission. 
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7
It is, thus apparent from the response of the PIO that there has been delay in providing the information. 
8.
It is not one of those cases where any single individual / PIO is responsible for the sorry state of affairs prevailing in the department in the matter of maintenance of records.  The flaws are systemic in nature.  Successive managements of the department have undoubtedly been remiss in the proper discharge of their duties.  Had the department been properly managed and administered, the maintenance and preservation of   record would have been given due priority and attention. The department, therefore, has been clearly remiss in the discharge of its functions. This has resulted in much avoidable inconvenience and hardship to the Appellant. He is, therefore, entitled to be compensated under Section 19(8)(b)  of RTI Act 2005 for the loss and detriment suffered by him.  In the circumstances, I am of the view that ends of justice would be met if a sum of Rs.3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) is awarded to the Appellant as compensation (Rs. 1000/- in each above-said three cases).  I order accordingly.

9.
This amount shall be payable by the Respondent from the State exchequer within fifteen days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission.

10.
Looking at the lackadaisical attitude of the respondents, Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar West, Ludhiana is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

11.
Respondent-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Respondent-PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.
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12.
To come up on 21.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post.

Sd/-

Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Through registered post
CC: 
1.
Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to take necessary action 


2.
Sh. Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar (W), Ludhiana 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagsir Singh, S/o Shri Gian Singh,

r/o VPO-Pabbian, Tehsil Jagraon,

District Ludhiana 

….. Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Intelligence Wing, Punjab Police,

Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority

o/o Assistant Director General of Police,

Punjab Police, Headquarters, Chandigarh

…..Respondent 

Appeal Case no. 3792 of 2015

Present : 
(i) None  is present on behalf of the appellant.
(ii)Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Inspector on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 20.04.2016.

2.
The Respondent states that the required information has already been given to the appellant and has shown the acknowledgment through video conference given by the Appellant in token of having received the information.   

3.
During the last hearing, a show cause notice was issued to the respondent.  Respondent has filed the reply of show cause notice issued to him.  Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. No further action is required 

4.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Dilbagh Chand,

S/o shri Ram Ji Dass, Village Hiyatpur,

Post Office Haibowal, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana 

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant           




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o SDM, Samrala

First Appellate Authority

O/o SDM, Samrala


                                                                                                                             -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 491 of 2016

Present :
 (i) Sh. Dilbagh Chand, the appellant



(ii) Ms. Anu Prita Johal, SDM Samrala on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 21.04.2016.

2.
Appellant states that he is not satisfied with the information provided. Respondent has promised that complete information will be provided to the appellant. The appellant expressed his satisfaction over the same and stated that he had no objection if the case is disposed of accordingly. 
3.
During the last hearing, a show cause notice was issued to the respondent.  Respondent has filed the reply of show cause notice issued to him.  Keeping in view all the facts mentioned in the reply the show cause notice is hereby is dropped. 
4.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The appeal filed by the appellant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Jasbir Singh, Editor

Arjun Guru Nanak Nagar,

r/o Village Bholapur (Jhabewal)

P.O. Ramgarh, Ludhiana 

….. Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar (East)

Deputy Commissioner Office

Ludhiana 

…..Respondent 

Complaint Case no. 06 of 2016

alongwith

Complaint Case no. 07 of 2016

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Jaspreet Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

Shri Jaspreet Singh, Clerk appeared on the behalf of the Respondent and states that the required information has already been supplied to the Complainant. He has shown a photocopy of the letter showing acknowledgment by the Complainant.
2.
In view of the foregoing, no cause of action is left. The complaint case filed by the Complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








Sd/-
Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kawaldeep Singh

House No. 501/2, Dooma Wali Gali,

Patiala - 147001










…………….Complainant 

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab

Chandigarh 








     

         ..………....Respondents

Complaint Case No. 128 of 2015

Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of the complainant 

(ii) Sh. Naveen Saini, AIG, O/o DGP Crime Sh. Hari Singh, APIO, O/o DGP Punjab 

 

ORDER
In this case, the application of the Complainant dated 22.05.2014 vide which he had requested the DGP to pass necessary orders with regard to his demand in getting the investigations in his case done by an officer of some other district out of the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar. During the inspection of the file in the last hearing, it has come out that his application was sent alongwith bunch of other representations with the F.D. (fair draft) was sent to the Commissioner of Police again without  getting into the facts and prayer made in his application/request. That is the only record available with the ADGP Crime. During the last hearing they were again given another opportunity to pass appropriate orders or at least provide him the copy of the correspondence and the noting portion related to his representation dated 22.05.2014 as seen in the office file, mentioned above. 

2.
Today, while submitting the response they are still saying that the case has been put to trial and he may approach the Hon’ble Court of Law in this regard. 
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3.
His plea before the Police authorities and in the RTI Act is not that.

4.
Finally, the respondents are directed to provide copy of the representation alongwith noting portion and correspondence as discussed above immediately by way of registered post for his perusal and  further necessary action. They will do so.

5.
In view of foregoing, no cause of action is left. The complaint case filed by the Complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-

Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        






STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Kashmir Singh,

R/o Village:Dhani, Prem Singh,

Chownk Balocha wala, Tehsil:Jalabad,

Distt:Fazilka.

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant 




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jalalabad.

                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No.  2521of 2015

Present :
None for the parties. 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. 20.04.2016, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent was present. Again, at today’s hearing, none is present. 
2.
In the aforementioned circumstances, I am of the considered view that no useful purpose would be served by prolonging this matter any further. The complaint case filed by the complainant is, therefore, disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Jasbir Singh, Editor  Arjan Patrika

Guru Nanak Nagar,

Village Bholapur Jhabewal,

Post Office Ramgarh, District Ludhiana - 141123

                                                                                                                                          --------Complainant.           




            Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar East, D.C. Office,

Ludhiana


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Complaint Case No. 289 of 2016
Present :
(i) None is present on behalf of  the complainant 



(ii) Sh. Jaspreet Singh, on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

Respondent states  that complete information has been sent to the complainant. Complainant is absent. Respondent further states that the complainant has not pointed out any deficiencies so far.  One last opportunity is given to the complainant to appear before the Commission and present his case.

2.
To come up on 21.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) for further proceedings to be heard through video conference facility in the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Manjeet Singh,

S/o Shri Prit Pal Singh,

36, Gali No. 10, Ganda Singh,

Colony Loge Mata Kola Ji, 

Bhalai Kerder, Tarn Taran Road,

Amritsar - 143001

                                                                                                                                          --------Appellant           




            Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Bar Council, Amritsar
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Bar Council,

Punjab and Haryana , Sector 37A, Chandigarh


                                                                                                                              -------Respondent

Appeal Case No. 664 of 2016

Present :
(i) Sh. Manjet Singh , the appellant



(ii) None is present on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER

This order may be read with reference to previous order dated 21.04.2016.
2.
The question arising for decision in this case is whether the PIO, O/o Bar Council, Amritsar is a ‘public authority’ within the meaning of Section 2 (h) RTI Act 2005.   Appellant is advised to file his written reply in this regard before the next date of hearing in this regard.

3.
To come up on 21.06.2016 (at 11.30 AM) at SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
Note : After the order was dictated in the open court, the respondent Sh. Manjit Singh, O/oBar Council, Amritsar  appeared. He was read out the above order.  He has submitted that 
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Amritsar Bar Council is not a public body or affiliated to State Govt. or Central Govt. and thus is not covered under the RTI Act under section 2(h) of the Act. He has also submitted a judgment of Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  dated January 22, 2008  in CWP No. 19682 of 2006 titled “ Bar Council of Punjab and Haryana v/s State Information Commission, Punjab and others” , which is taken on record. Copy of the judgment as submitted by the respondent be sent to the appellant along with the orders. 

Sd/-

Dated : 19.05.2016





         ( S.S. Channy)












Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


   Punjab
