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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 614 of 2013
Date of decision 19.08.2013 

Sh. Sukhminder Pal,

S/o Sh. Nand Kishore, 

R/o Ward No.6, Nr. Gurudwara Singh Sabha,

Bassi Pathanan-140412, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab.     

  ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Committee,

Bassi Pathana.




……………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Sukhminder Pal complainant in person. (7696755905 ) 

For the respondent: Sh. Jagmohan Lal, Clerk office of Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, Bassi Pathana.  

ORDER

1.
On the RTI application dated 03.12.2012 the information seeker has sought information on 3 points from the PIO office of E.O. Municipal Committee, Bassi Pathana regarding construction of building opposite to Gurdwara Singh Sabha. On not satisfied with the information provided by the PIO, he filed complaint in the Commission on 29.01.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 13.03.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
 The complainant is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to him by the PIO to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of.
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4.
The respondent is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 1526 dated 16.08.2013 to his satisfaction. He further states that no more information is pending with the PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of.
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction by the PIO. The complainant tenders in writing that he is satisfied with the information provided by the PIO. No further action is required in this case. As such, the instant complaint is hereby closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 


 Sd/- 
Chandigarh





        
      (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013


      

    State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 771 of 2013
Date of decision 19.08.2013
Sh. Rajiv Sood S/o Sh. K.L. Sood, 

H. No. 404, Sector-12, 

Panchkula. (Haryana)




……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector-36-A, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Director, 

Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector-36-A, Chandigarh.




..……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Surinder Singh authorized representative of the appellant.        (98550-19049). 

For the respondent: Sh. Harpal Singh, APIO, Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO-cum-Assistant (9646992597) and Sh. Rashpal Singh, Junior Assistant office of Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Sh. Jabir Singh, Chairman-cum- MD. Punjab Institute of Technical Education (Private, ITI) Moga represented by Parteek Rathee, Advocate.

ORDER

1. Vide his RTI application 28.01.2012 the information seeker has sought information on 10 following points from the PIO office of Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab:-

a. Copy of the Notice published in News paper inviting applications for opening of new Pvt. ITIs and addition of trades in existing ones for the Session August 2011 and Feb 2012 session along with noting pages on which approval was taken of competent Authority.
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b. Copy of application on annexure-I, submitted by the Trust/Society for affiliation of Pvt. it is from District Moga.

c. Copy of the Noting pages of the case which was submitted to the Principal Secretary in response to the News item in Hindustan Times on 01.10.2011 regarding fake ITIs and copy of the Noting pages on which Principal Secretary ordered an inquiry to be done in 2 months and legal action to be taken in one month.

d. Copy of the order issued by the Directorate to the inquiry officers in compliance of the orders of the Principal Secretary.

e. Copy of the consolidated report prepared from the reports of the inquiry officers which was submitted to the Principal  Secretary.
f. Copy of the Noting pages on which Principal Secretary passed orders about the action to be taken on  the consolidated inquiry report.

g. Copy of the inquiry reports submitted by various inquiry officers deputed for checking of the fake ITIs along with the copy of the noting pages on which these inquiry reports were dealt by the Branch and orders of the competent authority was taken.

h. Copy of the consolidated inquiry report submitted by the Directorate to the Principal Secretary.

i. Copy of the Noting pages and or letter(s) which were issued in response to the News item of 01.10.2011 to take any action regarding de-affiliation of any Pvt. ITIs of District Moga.
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j. Copies of the annexure-I submitted by Pvt. ITIs of District. Moga for affiliation of the additional trades for the session 2012 and action taken on the application of Pvt. ITIs there after like ordering pre inspection, submission of the pre-inspection report, sending pre-inspection report to the RDAT Faridabad for standing Committed inspection, Standing Committee inspection report and forwarding of the standing Committee inspection report to DGET recommending NCVT affiliation by the Director along with Noting pages on which the case  was dealt at each stage and approval of the competent Authority was taken.  

On not satisfied the information that he got from the PIO he filed first appeal with the FAA on 23.12.2012 and then in the Commission on 05.03.2013. 

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.05.2013 in the Commission.

3. Sh. Surinder Singh authorized representative of the appellant is present in the Commission and seeks an adjournment. On being asked as to why adjournment is required, Sh. Surinder Singh could not explain any reason and stated that he does not know anything about the case.
4. The respondents are present in the Commission files written submission vide memo no. IT/RTI Act/ 2005/ Rajiv Sood/1033 dated 19.08.2013 which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the authorized representative of the appellant. The respondent further state that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted vide memo no. IT/RTI Act/ 2005/ Rajiv Sood/671 dated 22.04.2013 giving details of the case.
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5. Sh. Jabir Singh, Chairman-cum- MD. Punjab Institute of Technical Education (Private, ITI) Moga represented by Parteek Rathee, Advocate is present in the Commission and seeks permission to file representation in this case, which is taken on record, and copy thereof is given to the answering respondent.

6. After hearing the parties and going through the record available on file it is revealed that on filing RTI application dated 18.07.2012 the requisite information was provided vide letter no 1428-dated 08.08.2012 on point no. 1 & 2 and the appellant was asked to inspect the record in regard to information on point no. 3 to 8. The appellant was called on inspection of record on 20.09.2012, 26.09.2012, 26.10.2012 and 30.11.2012 by the PIO office of Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab. On filling appeal with the FAA the appellant was again called for inspection on 27.02.2013 and 09.04.2013 In all, the appellant was called by PIO and FAA for provided inspection of record 6 times. The appellant, instead of availing any of the 6 opportunities provided for inspection of record, filed second appeal in the Commission. During the first hearing held on 14.05.2013 the appellant was not present in the Commission. On next hearing on 17.06.2013 one Davinder Singh authorized representative of the appellant, on 23.07.2013 another authorized  representative Sh. Kuljeet Singh and today still another representative Sh. Surinder Singh attended the hearing. From the foregoing discussion, it is ascertained that the information seeker has not shown 
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seriousness after filing RTI application, during first Appeal with the FAA as well as second appeal in the Commission. He has not availed the opportunity of inspecting the record in the office of PIO as well as FAA and also abstained himself during maiden hearing and has been represented by different authorized representatives during the  hearings of the Commission having no knowledge of the facts of the case. One Sh. Jasbir Singh, Chairman-cum- MD. Punjab Institute of Technical Education (Private) ITI Moga represented by ld. counsel Sh. Parteek Rathee has filed written submission levelling serious charges against the appellant mentioning therein the ulterior motive or intention in seeking the information. The public authority may take action on the representation as per provision of the law after examining the same, if deem fit. In view of aforementioned, the instant appeal case is closed and disposed of.  
7.
 Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.


 Sd/-
Chandigarh






       (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013
    
            

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 892 of 2013
Sh. Gurbachan Singh

R/o # 3079. Sector-27-D,

Chandigarh-160019.





………………Appellant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Patiala. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Director of Civil Supplies & Consumer

Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Secotr-17-C,

Chandigarh.

         

3.
Sh. S.K. Rajpal, (Third Party)
Manager Retail Sales 

Indian Oil Corporation Limited
Patiala.






 .……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Gurbachan Singh appellant in person. (98152-28885)

For the respondent: Sh. Manish Sawhney, Inspector office of District Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Patiala.(9463909616) and Sh. S.K. Rajpal, Manager (RS) office of Indian Oil Corporation , Patiala.(92172-17915) 

ORDER

1.
The appellant is present in the Commission and files written submission dated 19.08.2013 and a copy thereof  is given each to the PIO office of DFSC, Patiala and third party. 

2.
Sh. S.K. Rajpal, Manager Retail Sales office of Indian Oil Corporation, Patiala states that he had applied for obtaining NOC to the District Magistrate, Patiala and PIO office of DFSC is the nodal agency for the purpose. He further states that he has gone through the copy of written submission dated 19.08.2013 given by the appellant and requests that a short adjournment may be given to submit reply.
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3.
On the plea of the third party, the case is adjourned for further hearing on 06.09.2013 at 02:00 PM. 

4.       Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

      
Sd/-  
Chandigarh






 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013
          
       


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 972 of 2013
Sh. Ashok Kumar Singla 

S/o Late Sh. Bachna Ram,

R/o Old Grain Market Opposite 

Punjab & Sind Bank, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.






…………..  Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager

State Warehousing Corporation, 

Sangrur. 






………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. R.K. Goyal on behalf of the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Ankit Mehta, Technical Assistant office of State Warehouse, Sunam-II

ORDER


1.
Sh. R.K. Goyal on behalf of the complainant  files additional written submission dated 13.08.2013, which is taken on record, copy thereof is given to the respondent.

2.
The respondent seeks a short adjournment to reply of the additional submission of the complainant.

3.
On the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 06.09.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
   (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013

 
        

State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1160 of 2013 
Date of decision 19.08.2013
Sh. Lakshmi Narayan Singh 

S/o Sh. Mehar Singh 

Qtr. No.154/III,

SLIET, Longowal-148106,

Mobile No. 94177-58625 




……………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E)

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o District Education Officer (E)

Sangrur.





               …………Respondents
Present:   
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Sharma, Senior Assistant office of DEO(E), Sangrur
ORDER

1.
On his RTI application dated 04.02.2013 the appellant has sought information on 5 points pertaining to appointment of teaching fellows for Sangrur. On not getting the information, first appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 14.03.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 20.05.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act. 

2.
Notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 22.07.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant was neither present on 22.07.2013 nor he is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received about the reason of absence.
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4.
The respondent is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. E-2 2013/80 dated 18.07.2013. He submits certified copy of the receipt dated 18.07.2013 of the said letter, which is taken on record, intimating that the information seeker has received the information from the PIO and requests that the no further action be taken on his complaint.

5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is ascertained that the requisite information has been received by the appellant to his satisfaction and that the information seeker does not want any further action on this complaint. As such, the instant appeal is hereby closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1175 of 2013 

Sh. Jagdish Kumar Jindal

S/o Sh. Kulwant Rai, 

R/o Backside Kissan Cold Store,

S.B.S. College Road, Kotakpura,

Distt. Faridkot-151204

Mobile No. 94630-57563




    ……………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal 

Commission, Punjab, Dakshin Marg, Sector-37-A, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o State Consumer Disputes Redressal 

Commission, Punjab, Dakshin Marg, 

Sector-37-A,  Chandigarh.

        


       …………Respondents
 Present:   
Sh.  Jagdish Kumar Jindal appellant in person (94630-57563).
For the respondent:  Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Sh. Suresh Pawa, Reader office of State Consumer Disputes Redressed Commission, Punjab.(98159-68072)
ORDER

1. The respondent submits written arguments copy of which is given to the appellant who seeks an adjournment for arguing the case.
2.
Accepting the plea of the appellant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 25.09.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 
 

Sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1338 of 2013
Date of decision 19.08.2013
Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali

R/o 16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, 

Amritsar -143001.





…………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala. 

  


 
         ………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. S.M. Bhanot on behalf of complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Naresh Kumar, ATP-cum-APIO office of Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

ORDER

1.
On his RTI application, dated 12.02.2013 the information seeker has sought information on following 7 points from the PIO office of Municipal Corporation, Patiala:-


(i)
Amount to be recovered by the Water and Sewerage Branch of the Municipal Corporation, Patiala from the defaulters up to date of delivering information.

(ii)
Amount to be recovered by the House Tax Branch of the Municipal Corporation, Patiala from the defaulters up to date of delivering information.


(iii)
Amount to be recovered by the Octroi Branch of the Municipal Corporation, Patiala from the defaulters up to date on date of delivering information.


(iv)
Amount to be recovered by the building Branch of the municipal Corporation, Patiala from the defaulters up to date on date of delivering information.
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(v)
Amount of Penalty/Levy imposed by Punjab State Electricity Board/ Punjab State Power Corporation Limited against “Theft of Electricity” stolen to feed direct power to street lights or on account of all other reasons from 2001 to 2012. Year wise.


(vi)
Amount of Octroi assessed on PSEB/PSPCL from 2001 to 2012 on Electricity Power.


(vii)
Net amount received on account of above account of Octroi or paid for above account of theft of Electricity from 2001 to 2012 and payable on date of delivering information.  
 On not getting the complete information he filed complaint in the Commission on 26.03.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.05.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. S.M Bhanot on behalf of the complainant is present in the Commission and states that the information has been provided but in piecemeal and that has caused mental harassment to the information seeker for which PIO should be strictly warned to adhere to the provisions of the RTI Act.

4.
The respondent is present in the Commission and states that he understands and regrets that the feeling of the complainant has been hurt while receiving information. He assures that in future the PIO shall take care to see that the information is provided as per provision of the RTI Act.
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5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that though the information has been provided by the PIO to the information seeker but it has been done in bits and pieces. The PIO is hereby cautioned to be careful in future and ensure that the RTI Act is implemented  in letter and spirit. In view of above, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1488 of 2013 

Sh. Ashok Kumar Singla

S/o Late Sh. Bachna Ram, 

R/o Old Grain Market Opposite 

Punjab & Sind Bank, Sunam, 

Distt. Sangrur. 






………..Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, 

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur. 





..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. R.K. Goyal on behalf of the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Satpal, Clerk office of Municipal Council, Sunam, District-Sangrur.
ORDER

1. Sh. Satpal, Clerk office of Municipal Council, Sunam, District. Sangrur states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide letter no.7808   dated 19.07.2013. He further states that no more information now is pending with the PIO.
2. Sh. R.K. Goyal on behalf of the complainant is present in  the Commission and seeks a short adjournment in this case.

3. Accepting the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 06.09.2013 at 02:00 PM.
4. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 










Sd/-
 Chandigarh
(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013


          

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1683 of 2013 

Smt. Harjit Kaur widow of Sh. Balbir Singh 

R/o House No. 375, Phase-11, 

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali. 





……………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendant House Tax,

Municipal Corporation, Near NIS,

Patiala. 







..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Naginder Singh Vashisth, Advocate on behalf of the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Ravdeep Singh, APIO-cum-Superintendent and Sh. office of Municipal Corporation, Patiala.(96460-46014)

ORDER

1. The respondent is present in the Commission and seeks an adjournment for filing additional written submission. 

2. Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 24.09.2013 at 02:00PM. 

3. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


 Sd/-
Chandigarh






    (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013

                

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com




COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2273 of 2013
Date of decision 19.08.2013 

Sh. Mukhtar Singh S/o Sh. Khushdeep Singh, 

R/o Kothi No.2, Ganda Singh Wala,

P.O.Khanna Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.

M-94638-26364.





…………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Subordinate Service Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector-68, Mohali. 
 

 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None present.

ORDER 
1. Vide his two RTI applications dated 04.02.2010 and 18.02.2010 the information seeker had sought information from the PIO office of Subordinate Service Selection Board, Punjab regarding following 2 issues pertaining to Excise and Taxation Inspectors Examination conducted at Chandigarh in the light of advertisement no. 1/99:-
(i) Certified copy of answer sheet of his son Khushdeep Singh bearing roll no. 20100122.

(ii) How many marks were given to his son at the time of interview? 
On not getting the complete information he filed complaint in the Commission on 24.06.2013.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 12.08.2013 in the Commission.
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3. At today’s hearing, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. No intimation has been received from either about reason of absence. 

4. After going through the record available on file it is observed that during the hearing on 12.08.2013, the complainant has stated that the information on point no. 2 has been provided to him but information on point no.1 is yet to be provided by the respondent. The reply of the respondent to the Notice  of the Commission indicate that the complainant has already been asked the former vide letter no. 1068 dated 24.06.2012, letter no. 1141 dated 08.07.2011 and letter no. 458 dated 26.03.2012 to visit the office of the PIO to inspect the answer sheet. During the hearing on 12.08.2013 both the parties agreed mutually for inspection of answer sheet on 19.08.2013 at 11:00 AM. The same day was fixed for next hearing on the request of the complainant citing the reason that he has to go to USA. At today’s hearing neither of the parties is present. From the ongoing discussion, it is ascertained that the information seeker has been given 3 opportunities by the respondent for inspection of answer sheet of his son and 4th opportunity to inspect it accrued for the respondent on 19.08.2013. In the given circumstances, there is no ground for carrying on further with this case. Therefore, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of.        

5
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

(Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 19.08.2013.


                    
      State Information Commissioner
