STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Dr. Rajinder Arora,

S/o Sh. Kishori Lal Arora,

529, Basant Avenue, 

Amritsar. 


 



            …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Medical College & Hospital,

Amritsar. 






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  713/2013 

ORDER

Present: 
Representative, Dr. P.S. Sandhu, for the complainant. 



Dr. Surinder Pal, Associate Professor-cum-PIO,  for  the respondent. 





  ----  



In the instant case, complainant Dr. Rajinder Arora had submitted his RTI application to the PIO  in the office of the  Principal, Government Medical College, Amritsar on Nov. 21, 2012 seeking the status of the bills of reimbursement of medical expenditure incurred on treatment of his wife who eventually had died on  August  4, 2011.



These bills pertained to reimbursement  of medical  expenses amounting to Rs .3,48,886/-  pertaining to indoor treatment at the  Max Hospital , New Delhi from July 26, 2010 to August 5, 2010 and other amounting to  Rs.1,40,000/-  in the same hospital from August 18, 2010  to 25, 2010.



Having failed to receive any positive response, the complainant approached the State Information Commission and his complaint was entertained on February 5, 2013.  Thereupon the Commission issued notice on March 19, 2013 for hearing before this bench through video conference facility at the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar on April 24, 2013 ( Monday) at  11 am.



The PIO not only failed to comply with the directions of the Commission to file a written reply  signed  by the PIO disclosing the name and designation of the PIO and First Appellate Authority as per  para 3 of the notice of hearing but  preferred to abstain during the video conference though it was just three km away from his office and deputed Mr. Shamsher Singh.  Accountant,  in his office , who was totally oblivious of the facts of the case in defiance of para 2 of the notice. 
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Upset at this casual approach of the PIO,  the commission was constrained to issue show cause notice u/s 20(1)  of the RTI Act directing the PIO  to explain why a penalty @ Rs 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs .25,000/- is not imposed on him till the information is furnished to the complainant.



 The respondent- PIO had informed the commission through its letter dated April 18, 2013 which was received and diarized in the commission’s office on April 30, 2013 stating that the sanction for the contentious medical reimbursement bills was still awaited from the office of Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab  and on receiving the sanction,  the payment would be made accordingly. A copy of the same was endorsed to the complainant. 



Thus, the complainant was informed of the status of his reimbursement bills after 100 days of the mandated period of 30 days of filing of RTI application and hence it attracted a penalty of maximum of Rs. 25,000/-.



Ironically, the information provided after 100 days after  the mandated period too was patently wrong as became evident  subsequently.



During the second hearing on May 25, 2013, the Respondent- PIO admitted that the information furnished to the complainant was wrong.  The PIO conceded that the sanction for reimbursement of the bills had been granted as early as  July 1, 2011, more than a month prior to the death of Dr, Satya Arora, who herself had served the same institution for over three decades.



In his reply to the commission on May 14. 2013 to the show cause notice, the Principal of the Government  Medical College, Amritsar  explained the reasons for delayed response to the RTI application and furnishing of wrong information. The Principal has conceded that the sanction had been granted in July 2011 but the sanction along with original bills was misplaced during shifting of office records to another building on account of renovation of the Administrative Block of principal’s office in 2011.



However, the explanation was far from satisfactory. Even assuming that the bills along with the sanction were misplaced or lost, the office of the Principal had been sitting over the issue despite repeated requests from the applicant/ complainant. No serious efforts were made to trace the bills and their sanction reflecting on the functioning of the office of the principal of prestigious institute of Punjab Government.



The complainant had sent requests and reminders through registered letters dated August 2, 2011, October 8, 2011 and September 1, 2012 to the office of Deputy Chief Minister, 
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Mr. Sukhbir Badal and copies endorsed to the Principal Secretary,  Department of Research and Medical Education, Health and Family Welfare and the  Director , Research  and Medical Education/ Principal Secretary Health and  Family Welfare and also to the office of the Principal  Government Medical  College Amritsar. 



Shockingly, nothing had stirred the conscience of those concerned.  Even when the complainant filed a RTI application, there was no response to the RTI application within the stipulated period. Practically, no clue was given to the complainant regarding the status of the reimbursement of bills and when the PIO provided the information after a lapse of more than 100 days of mandated period the information was patently wrong. 



Perhaps,  this  is a classic case of red- tape–ism and administrative lethargy. For one and half year till filing  the RTI application, the office of the Principal made no efforts to trace the file and ensure timely payment. Even after death of Dr. Satya Arora , when her husband sent application and reminders, one expects that the Principal should have been pro-active and ensured early payment of dues. And updated his former senior colleague of fate of the reimbursement of the bills and his RTI application. 



This reflected gross neglect, insensitivity and inhuman approach of the office of the Principal which was  stunning and shocking especially when it related to a woman professor who had served the same institution with her total commitment and dedication for three decades. If this PIO office could let it happen to illustrious professor couple of his own institute, the fate of lesser mortals would be beyond imagination. This is more glaring especially as  the medical colleges and hospital are to deal with suffering humanity and should be more  sensitive to peoples’ woes and sufferings.



The representative of the complainant submitted a representation from the complainant stating that an amount of Rs.1,68,079/- against the bills amounting to Rs. 4,88,886/- has been sanctioned  and credited to his account on June  8, 2013.  He not only  contested the deductions as he pleads that no deductions could be effected if the applicant had died but also sought interest at the bank rate for delayed payment nearly two years after it was sanctioned.



The complainant is at liberty to agitate on these grievances  at appropriate  administrative machinery and judicial forums and seek  redress as the Commission has no authority to adjudicate on these issues. The role of the Commission is limited to entertaining his complaint for denial of information as sought by the complainant in his  application.   







-4-



In the light of above, the Commission is of considered opinion, that the PIO,  Dr.  Surinder  Pal,  in the office of the Principal of Government Medical College, Amritsar has grossly erred in supplying  delayed information and that too patently wrong information to the complainant  and hence constrained to impose a penalty of Rs. 25,000/ (at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/-) for supplying information after 100 days of mandated period of 30 days.



The complainant has undergone immense agony and discomfort for having not received timely information. Moreover, when he received the information, it was wrong.  Though there can’t  be any monetary compensation for the loss or other detriment suffered, the commission awards a token compensation of Rs.2500/- (Rs.Two thousand  Five hundreds only ) to the complainant. The  compensation is to be paid  by the Respondent public authority as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  The Commission directs that the payment of compensation be made to the  applicant before the next date of  hearing under  intimation to the Commission. 



The  case is  adjourned to 15.07.2013  at  10.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.





 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013.        
  
         

         State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Beant Singh, 

S/o Sh. Chhaju Singh, 

V.P.O – Lehal Kalan, 

Tehsil – Lehra, 

District – Sangrur. 

  
 




   
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Registrar,

Co-operative Societies, Sangrur.        





 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1761/2013

ORDER
Present :
None for the  complainant.



None for the Respondent.






----

RTI  application filed on

:   3.10.2012. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second complaint  recd.  in
:   25.04.2013. 
Information Commission on.

Information sought : 



Seeks information  related to CASS of village  Lehal Kalan Sangrur.

Grounds  for  appeal. 



No response, hence denial  of information.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  



Both  the  parties  are absent today.



The complainant  had filed  the same  complaint earlier – complaint case No. 1672/2013 -  which was listed  on 13.06.2013 and  has already been disposed of.  This case is  also disposed of accordingly.

Decision :



In view of the above,  this 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: 19.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Makhan Singh, 

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh, 

Village – Beeka, 

District – S.B.S., Nagar 
 




   
… Appellant
Versus
i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab,. 


Chandigarh. 

ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Chief Minister, Punjab, 


Chandigarh.  






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1077/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Makhan Singh, appellant, in person.


Mr.  Ashwani Kumar,  PIO, for  the respondent.






----

RTI  application filed on

:   15.10.2012. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

First appeal to FAA

:   18.03.2013.
FAA’s order



:   Nil.

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:   7.5.2013.
Information Commission on.
Information sought : 



Seeks information on seven points relating to Public Service Act, 2011.
Grounds  for  appeal 



No response, hence  denial  of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  



A perusal  of the RTI application  reveals that  almost  all the points  are  in the nature of questions  and hence do not constitute information under Section 2 (f) of the Right to Information  Act, 2005.  Thus the  appeal case is dismissed.
Decision :



The appeal case is  dismissed and closed.



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Anand Mohan Singh, 

209 – Green Park, 

Near General Bus Stand, 

Jalandhar. 




   

 
 
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Joint Registrar, 

Co-operative Societies, 

Patiala Division Patiala. 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1723/2013

ORDER

Present :
None for the complainant.


Mrs.  Jaspreet Kaur, Supdtt.-PIO, for  the respondent.






----
RTI  application filed on

:   30.07.2012. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:   7.5.2013.
Information Commission on.
Information sought : 



Seeks information on  five  points. Raising various issues not covered under RTI Act.
Grounds  for  appeal 



No response, hence  denial  of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  



The  complainant has stated in his letter dated 4.06.2013  that he cannot  attend the hearing today on health grounds. The complainant, Anand Mohan Singh, seeks  information on five points relating to various issues which are not covered under the RTI Act, 2005.
Hence  the  complaint case is dismissed.
Decision :



The  case is  dismissed and closed.



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sanjay Kumar Mishra, 

H. No. 1224, G/F, 

New HBC, Sector – 19, 

Panchkula.  




   

 
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Amritsar. 
 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1697/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Sanjay  Kumar Mishra, complainant with Representative, Mr. Surinder Bhanot.


Mr.  Kulwant Rai, ASI, for  the respondent.






----
RTI  application filed on

:   ---- 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:   11.4.2013.
Information Commission on.
Information sought : 



Seeks information reg. one  S. I. Randhir Singh.
Grounds  for  appeal 



Incomplete and  wrong information supplied.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  



The Respondent states that  the requisite response has been sent to the  complainant through speed post  on 18.6.2013.  The complainant says that he has not yet received the information.



The complainant is advised to go through the  provided information, point out deficiencies, if any, within 07 working days to the PIO under intimation to the Commission and the Respondent-PIO is directed to address the same before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. 
Decision :



The  case is  adjourned to 15.07.2013 at 10.00 A.M.



Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sukhchain Singh, 

Sanan Mohalla, 

W/No. – 11, 

Fatehgarh Churian, 

Tehsil – Batala, 

District – Gurdaspur – 143602  
 




   
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Kapurthala. 









 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1726/2013

ORDER

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


Mr.  Kamal Kishore, Clerk, (o/o Teh. Phagwara) for  the respondent.






----
RTI  application filed on

:   26.03.2013. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:   3.5.2013.
Information Commission on.
Information sought : 



Seeks information on  three  points on proof of ownership  of land – khasra No.177/42 – 177/41 in village Kirpal, tehsil Phagwara.
Grounds  for  appeal 



No response, hence  denial  of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  



The representative of the  Respondent-PIO has brought the  information and supplied the same to the complainant during the hearing.  However, the complainant protested that this is  not  complete and also not attested.  Also point No. 3 was not addressed.  The representative of the Respondent assured that supplied information  would be attested  and part of the remaining information would be  provided to the complainant during the next seven working days.  If the complainant is not satisfied with the information, he can approach the first appellate authority.
Decision :
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Complaint Case no. 1726/2013                 



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: 19.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sukhchain Singh, 

Sanan Mohalla, 

W/No. – 11, Fatehgarh Churian, 

Tehsil – Batala, 

District – Gurdaspur – 143602  
 




   
… Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Kapurthala. 








 
 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1727/2013

ORDER
Present :
Mr. Sukhchain Singh,  complainant, in person.


Mrs. Jaswant Kaur, Supdtt. (o/o BDPO)  for  the respondent.






----
RTI  application filed on

:   14.03.2013. 

PIO replied



:   Nil.

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:   3.5.2013.
Information Commission on.
Information sought : 



Seeks information on three points regarding ownership of landed property.
Grounds  for  appeal 



No response, hence  denial  of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  



The  respondent stated that information relating to point No.2 has been provided to the complainant by the office of BDPO, Phagwara.  As regards point No.1 and 3 of the RTI application, these relate to the office of Tehsildar, Phagwara, who was requested to supply the requisite information. None is present on behalf of the  PIO-Tehsildar.



PIO-Tehsildar, Phagwara, is directed to  supply the requisite  information within  fifteen (15) working days to the  complainant under intimation to the Commission.  If the complainant is not satisfied with the response, he is at liberty to approach the  first appellate authority.  

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: 19.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.




Cc:    




Public Information Officer,




o/o  Tehsildar, Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sukhchain Singh, 

Sanan Mohalla, 

W/No. – 11, Fatehgarh Churian, 

Tehsil – Batala, 

District – Gurdaspur – 143602  
 




   
… Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Kapurthala. 









 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1728/2013

ORDER
Present :
Mr. Sukhchain Singh,  complainant, in person.


 Mrs. Jaswant Kaur, Supdtt. (o/o BDPO)  for  the respondent.






----
RTI  application filed on

:   14.03.2013. 

PIO replied



:   5.04.2013.

Second appeal  recd.  in State
:   3.5.2013.
Information Commission on.
Information sought : 



Seeks attested copies  of resolutions  adopted  by village panchayat Kirpalpur from 31.3.2012 to  10.3.2013 along with the development works undertaken and expenditure incurred on these projects during this period.
Grounds  for  appeal: 



No response from BDPO,  hence  denial  of information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :



  



The respondent  stated that the requisite information has been  supplied  to the complainant  which, the complainant, confirms having received  the same.
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: 19.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.




CC:




Public Information Officer,




o/o  Block Dev. and Panchayat Officer,




Phagwara,  Distt. Kapurthala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.S. Bangash, Advocate, 

Chamber No. 32, 

District Court Complex, 

Nawanshahr. 

  
 




   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Nawanshahr. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1740/13


ORDER

Present: 
 
Mr. S.S.Bangash, complainant in person.


Mr. Shiv Kumar, DRO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
04.03.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 25.03.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
06.05.2013
Ground for complaint

: 
Wrongly transferred the RTI application. 



Information 
 
 Instead of seeking information, the complainant has made 3 serious allegations against the functioning of the “Suvidha Kendra” and made some suggestion for its improvement.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  
 
 The PIO through his letter dated March 25,2013 has informed the complainant that the information can’t be supplied as it is not covered under RTI as pointed out in para 8 of the letter of DOPT of Government of India No 1/69/2007-IR dated Feb.27, 2008.  
                             An allegations, questions and suggestions for action raised in the RTI application do not constitute information u/s 2(f) of the RTI Act. 
Decision:- 



In light of above, the complainant case is dismissed. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013.        
  
       

  State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa,

S/o Sh. Rasal Singh, 

VPO – Sarangdev, 

Tehsil – Ajnala, District  - Amritsar.   
 




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Kapurthala. 
 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1745/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Harjeet Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
05.02.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
07.05.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response


Information  sought:- 

Seeks copy of report of inspection related with flood protection works in District Kapurthala by Dr. Swaran Singh, Commissioner, Jalandhar reported by DC on 22.06.2005.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted that the information sought by the complainant has been supplied to him on June 15, 2013 and also produced a letter from the complainant that he has received the information to his satisfaction. A copy of the same is taken on record. Also, he was earlier informed on March 15, 2013, April 25, 2013 and June 3, 2013 that the investigation on the complaint filed by him regarding which he was seeking information was still then in progress and would be supplied after the completion of the enquiry. Thus, there was no cause for complaint as the information seeker has been updated on the fate/status of  his complaint. 
Decision:- 
 


Since the information stands supplied, the complainant 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: 19.06.2013        
  
       

          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.S. Bangash, Advocate, 

Chamber No. 32, 

District Court Complex, 

Nawanshahr. 

  
 




   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Nawanshahr. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1750/13

ORDER
Present: 

Mr. S.S.Bangash, complainant in person.




Mr. Shiv Kumar, DRO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
01.03.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 21.03.2013
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
07.05.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Incomplete information furnished by PIO. 


Information  sought:- 

Seeks information on seven points regarding registration of marriage.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 
The RTI application filed by the complainant is all in question form  raising various issues regarding functioning of the marriage registration office and suggestions for its improvement and are hence do not constitute information as u/s 2(f) of the RTI  Act. 
Decision:- 



In light of above, the complainant case is dismissed. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013.        
  
       

  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dharam Pal, 

S/o Sh. Tula Ram, 

Mohalla Khanpur, 

Near Oberai Model School,

 Khanpur Road, Pathankot, 

Tehsil & District Pathankot. 




   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar Dhar Kalan, 

District Pathankot.  





 

 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1725/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Dharam Pal, complainant in person.


Mr. Kewal Krishan, office Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:

23.01.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 
Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 
:

12.03.2013
Ground for complaint

:


No response, hence denial of information 
Information  sought:- 

Seeks certified copy of possession (Dakhal) delivered on 30.12.1965 hearing H B no. 398, Plot no. 65 situated at Shahpur Kandi, Tehsil Dhar Kalan, Pathankot in my favour of Tula Ram S/o Sh. Gurmukh Singh r/o Shahpurkandi. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The representative of the PIO submitted that the information provided to the complainant vide memo no. 177 dated 12.03.2013. The complainant conceded this but was agitated that the information provided is nearly 20 days delayed. The respondent-PIO explained that the delay was not intentional but due to his department’s pre-occupation with then ongoing 6th Economical Census work. The complainant had been informed that the related record was not available with the PIO.The representative of the respondent adds that it

(information) may be with the Sadar Kanungo, Sales and Rehabilitation or any other departments but he was not sure about the custodian of the said information. Since the information is not available in the records of the respondent PIO, it cannot be provided.
 










Contd…2/- 
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Complaint Case no. 1725/13

 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: 19.06.2013.        
  
       

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rulda Singh, 

S/o Sh. Basant Singh,

Village – Suhag Heri, 

PO – Turkheri, 

Via Chanarthal Kalan, 

Tehsil & District Fatehgarh Sahib, 



   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar – I, 

Amritsar. 







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1771/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Rulda Singh, complainant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
27.02.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
08.05.2013
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information


Information  sought:- 
 
 Seeks certified copies of document submitted by Deepak S/o Sh. Chander Mohan while applying for SC certificate. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The Respondent is absent without intimation to the Commission. Neither PIO has replied the notice of hearing nor supplied the information to the complainant.  The PIO  has not acted as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  This amounts to wilful  and deliberate  denial of   information to the complainant.  The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the PIO-Respondent    and is constrained to serve a show cause notice to the PIO.

 

The PIO o/o Tehsildar Amritsar-I, 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  complainant.  

    

The PIO is directed to submit his 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.

 










Contd…2/- 
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Complaint Case no. 1771/13


In addition to the written reply, the 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-respondent  to be personally present  on the next date  of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the  complainant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

Decision:- 
 


The case is adjourned to 10.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013.        
  
       

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Binder Pal Singh Gill, 

S/o Sh. Gursewak Singh Gill,

H. No. 1029, Mohalla – Kaharain DA,

Old Moga. 

 

  
 




   
 

… Appellant

Versus

i) 
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Moga. 


ii) 
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Director Local Govt. Pb.


Chandigarh.  






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1078/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Parvinder Kumar Kalra, Inspector-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
22.11.2012
PIO replied




:   
26.12.2012
First appeal filed



:   
28.12.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
05.05.2013
Information sought :-

Seeks action taken on his letter dated 02.11.2012 by the MC, Moga.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
Not satisfied with the PIO response. 
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :-


The respondent-PIO has provided the substantial information to the appellant. However, the PIO has refused remaining information i.e. documents submitted by Mr. Kartar Singh for obtaining the water connection saying that it was the third party information and had denied the same as the third party had dissuaded the PIO to provide the same to any one when the PIO invoked section 11 of the RTI act the consent of the third party.
 

A perusal of the RTI application makes it clear that the information sought is certainly in public domain and cannot be denied. The Commission directed the respondent-PIO to provide the requisite information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
 










Contd…2/- 
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Appeal Case no. 1078/13

 Decision :



The case is adjourned to 15.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 19.06.2013        
  
       

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Binder Pal Singh Gill, 

S/o Sh. Gursewak Singh Gill,

H. No. 1029, Mohalla – Kaharain DA,

Old Moga. 

 

  
 




   
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Moga. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1766/13

ORDER
Present:
 None for the complainant. 
 

Mr. Parvinder Kumar Kalra, Inspector-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
15.11.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
11.01.2013
 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
06.05.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information on the ground that it relates to  
 





third party.


Information  sought:- 
 
 Seeks information regarding two employee of the MC namely Mr. Devinder Singh, Supervisor and Mr. Jagraj Singh, Clerk. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The respondent-PIO has denied the information on the ground that this was purely related to third party. On perusal of the RTI application, it becomes clear that the information sought was purely personal in nature and is exempted from disclosure.

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: 19.06.2013        
  
       

  State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh, 
S/o Sh. Banta Singh, 

Village – Ghangas,

Tehsil – Payal, 

District – Ludhiana 

 

  
 




   
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police, 

Khanna.  








 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1687/13

ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant. 


Mr. Lal Singh, ASI, for the respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
12.03.2013
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
30.04.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information 
Information  sought:- 

Seeks action taken on his letter / representation dated 12.03.2013 vide letter no. 194-P. 
 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted a letter no. 643 dated 17.06.2013 from the PIO SSP Khanna to the complainant that the requisite information had been supplied to him on 15.06.2013 by registered post. 


The complainant is advised, 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: 19.06.2013.        
  
       

  State Information Commissioner
