STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Naveen Kumar s/o Sh. Sukhdev Mittar,

H.No. 699, Mohalla Krishan nagar,

Nakodar, Distt. Jalandhar.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

PSPCL, Mahilpur, District: Hoshiarpur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Superintending Engineer,

PSPCL, Hoshiarpur.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1102 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Naveen Kumar, appellant, in person.



Shri Harminder Singh, Additional S.E., on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Naveen Kumar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 07-10-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding grant of tubewell connections in village Tohlian. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  30-11-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 05-03-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 16-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant in the court, who after perusing the same expresses satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Ravinder Kumar Saini,

H.No. 51, Street No. 15, Krishna Nagar,

Hoshiarpur.









…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, HRD,

PSPCL, Mall Road, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD,

PSPCL, Mall Road, Patiala.





…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1228 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Ravinder Kumar Saini, appellant, in person.

Shri Rajinder Singh Maansahia, PRO-cum-Nodal Officer RTI and Shri Sanjeev Sharma, Circle Assistant, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Ravinder Kumar Saini,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-10-2015  addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding decision of the High Court in CWP No. 12904 and CWP No. 12502. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 27-01-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 30-03-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.07.2016, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Consequently, the status of the provided information is discussed in detail and after hearing both the parties, the PIO is directed to supply the information regarding Points No. 1 and 2(b) to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to   06.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 
Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Lakha Singh ,

VPO: Saharna via Mansa,

Distt. Mansa- 151505.








…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Chief Engineer, HRD,

PSPCL, Mall Road, Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Chief Engineer, HRD,

PSPCL, Mall Road, Patiala.





………Respondents
.










Appeal Case  No.  1230 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Lakha Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Rajinder Singh Maansahia, PRO-cum-Nodal Officer RTI and Shri Vishal Rai, UDC,  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri Lakha Singh  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 26-08-2015  addressed to PIO sought list of selected candidates under  OA and OL categories. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  31-10-2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 11-02-2016   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 29-03-2016   and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that no information has been supplied to him as yet. After hearing both the parties,  the PIO is directed t supply the requisite information, as available on  their record, to the appellant within 7 days, under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to 30.08.2016  at 11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Ramgarh,

District:  Ludhiana.







……..Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Hoshiarpur.








……..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 695 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Soami Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO and Shri Gurmail Singh, Inspector, on behalf of the respondents.

Vide RTI application dated 05-02-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Tejinder Singh  sought various information/ documents  regarding Punjab Government Notifications dated 20.08.2014,  23.01.2015 and  29.06.2015.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tejinder Singh   filed a complaint dated 29-03-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 29-03-2016    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 07.07.2016, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant. The complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 20.07.2016 has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to Bhog of a relative. He has further informed that the provided information is incomplete and incorrect. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint 
Contd…….p/2
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case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-07--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.







…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar..








…….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 685 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Malkiat Singh, Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 15-02-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Tejinder Singh  sought various information/ documents on two points regarding sealing/demolition of unauthorized  buildings/Hotels. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Tejinder Singh   filed a complaint dated 29-03-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 29-03-2016    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 07.07.2016, which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 795, dated 22.03.2016. He submits a copy of this letter, which is taken on record. The complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 20.07.2016 has been received from him through e-mail informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to Bhog of a relative. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him. Therefore, PIO is directed to send one more copy of the information to the complainant  by registered post. In case the complainant is not satisfied with the provided information, then his attention  is invited to the 
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judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint 

case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-07--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Kumar s/o Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

H.No. 692, Sector-8, Chandigarh.





…....Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sangrur.








……..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 633 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Mandeep Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagpreet Singh,  Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 

Vide RTI application dated nil  addressed to the respondent, Shri Mandeep Kumar sought various information/ documents relating to 23 villages.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Mandeep Kumar,  filed a complaint dated 19-03-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 21-03-2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today, the complainant informs that reply has been received from the PIO but no information has been supplied. After hearing both the parties and discussing the sought information, the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information to the complainant within one month, under intimation to the Commission.
4.

Adjourned to   06.09.2016 at   11.00 A.M. for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-07--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagroop Singh s/o Sh.Mahinder Singh,

VPO: Chhajli, Patti Rozan,

Distt. Sangrur.








……Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Assistant Engineer, PSPCL,

Sub Urban Sub Division, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.








……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 622 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Jagroop Singh, complainant, in person.


Shri Joney Garg, Assistant Engineer and Shri Sher Singh, LDC, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 25-08-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Jagroop Singh  sought information/ documents of raid conducted in the village on 07-08-2015 and its outcome.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jagroop Singh   filed a complaint dated 15-03-2016   with the Commission, which was received in it on 17-03-2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 07.07.2016,  which was postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the complainant submits that requisite information has been supplied but it is late by 4 months. The respondent explains reasons for delay  which is not malafide but it  is rather procedural. Therefore, the plea of the respondent is accepted. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-07--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhola Singh s/o Sh. Ghichar Singh,

Village: Bhedpuri, PO:Kularan,

Distt. Patiala.








……Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.








……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 657 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Madhwa Nand, S.I. of the office of SSP Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 03-11-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Bhola Singh sought copy of action taken on his application dated 17-09-2015 against Shri Didar Singh of police post Mawi Kalan.. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Bhola Singh   filed a complaint dated 19-03-2016   with the Commission, which was received in it on  21-03-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today,  Shri Madhwa Nand, S.I. of the office of SSP Patiala, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. 48/AC/16/1358, dated 19.07.2016 from PIO-cum-SSP, Patiala vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him. A copy of provided information has been enclosed with this letter. A telephonic message has been received from the complainant informing that he has received the information to his satisfaction.  
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-07--2016




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

District Courts, Sector: 76,S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).



…Appellant

               Versus

Public Information Officer








o/o Chief Town Planner, 

PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.
First Appellate Authority, 







o/o Chief Town Planner, 

PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.
Public Information Officer








o/o Chief Administrator, PUDA, 

PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.
Public Information Officer








o/o Chief Administrator, GMADA
PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, Mohali.




…Respondents
Appeal  Case No.  2515  of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Appellant, in person.
Shri  Dinesh Chander, Superintendent Coordination PUDA and Shri Om Parkash, ATP,  on behalf of the respondents.


Vide RTI application dated 27.04.2015,  addressed to the respondent, Shri H. S. Hundal  sought various information/documents on 13 points  regarding plots/flats reserved for financially weaker Sections

2.

On 10.02.2016,   the respondent informed  that as per the orders of the Commission passed  on the last date of hearing,  copies of requisite CLUs  had been supplied to the appellant. The appellant pointed  out deficiencies in the provided information,  in black and white,  regarding information asked for at  points No. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11 and 13. Accordingly, the PIO  was  directed to supply complete information to 
Contd…..p/2
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the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him and  in case any 
information was  not available in record, then a duly attested affidavit  to this  effect be submitted on the next date of hearing.  Besides, during hearing it also emerged  that the information asked for at points No. 10, 11, 12 and 13 related  to PUDA/GMADA. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of PUDA and PIO of the office of GMADA  were  impleaded as parties in this case and they were  directed to supply complete information regarding these four points to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 07.04.2016. 
3.

On 07.04.2016,  both the parties were  present. The PIO handed  over the  information to the appellant in the Court. The appellant sought  time to study the provided  information and informed  that he would  send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
4.

Today, Shri Om Parkash, ATP, informs that the information regarding Points No. 10, 11 and 12 has been supplied to the appellant, which has been duly received by him. The appellant expresses satisfaction.
5.

The respondent further submits that the remaining information relates to BDA Bathinda, JDA Jalandhar, GLADA Ludhiana, PDA Patiala and GMADA Mohali. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to supply the remaining  information to the appellant after collecting the same from the concerned quarters, before the next date of hearing. 
6.

Adjourned to  06.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Mohd. Nadeem s/o Sh.Mohd.Suleman,

B-16/438, Mohalla Faridpur,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.







…Appellant



Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


…Respondent







Appeal Case  No. 3684 of 2015 

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of both the parties.

Shri Mohd. Nadeem Appellant vide an RTI application dated 06-04-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certain information on five  points regarding issuance of Challan, R.C. Tax and LMV Driving Licence.

2.

The case was last heard on 07.04.2016, when  despite the issuance of a letter No. 9613, dated 04.03.2016 by First Appellate Authority-cum-STC, Punjab, Chandigarh, the respondent was  not present during second consecutive hearing   without any intimation nor any information had been supplied to the appellant. Viewing this lapse on the part of the PIO seriously, one last opportunity was  afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing  which punitive action under he provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him, ex-parte. The case was adjourned to 07.07.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

The appellant has informed on telephone that he is unable to attend hearing today. He has further informed that no information has been supplied to him as yet. 
Contd……p/2
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4.

A letter No. DTO/1028, dated 18.07.2016 has been received through e-mail from DTO Sangrur informing that concerned official is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear in the court of District Session Judge, Patiala. It has been further informed that the requisite information has been   supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 910, dated 01.07.2016. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the provided information to the appellant and the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
5.

Adjourned to 07.09.2016   at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Daljit Singh s/o Sh.Amrik Singh,

VPO: Baddon, Distt. Hoshiarpur.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary,

Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  487 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Daljit Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Kamaljit, Data Entry Operator,  on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Daljit Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 03-09-2015addressed to PIO sought certain information on  four points regarding certain Bus Permits of PRTC Ludhiana and Kapurthala Depots.
2.

The case was last heard on 20.04.2016, when  the appellant informed  that provided information was  incomplete and he had sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO but complete information had  not been supplied to him as yet. The respondent submitted  that  since the sought information related  to the year 1973, a lot of time was  required to trace out the old record. He sought  some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information and requested  for adjournment  of the case which was accepted and the case was adjourned to 07.07.2016, which was further  postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the respondent informs that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant. The appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete and he has sent the deficiencies in the provided information. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing.
4.

Adjourned to 06.09.2016   at 11.00 A.M.









 
Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gurtej Singh s/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

Baba Math Patti Rolki Village Tapa,

District: Barnala.








…Appellant


Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Education Board Complex, Phase-8,  SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Education Board Complex, Phase-8, SAS Nagar.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  404 of 2016

Order
Present: 
None for  the appellant.

Shri Kulwant Singh, APIO-cum-Senior Assistant(Recruitment Branch) and Shri Varinder Singh, Clerk, office of D.P.I.(S), on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Gurtej Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-03-2015 addressed to PIO sought copies of Marks Sheet of MA, Ist, 2nd and B.Ed. of all the 50 candidates who have been shown to be selected for the post of Punjabi Lecturer by C-DAC in the year 2006.

2.

The case was last heard on 26.04.2016 when  the appellant informed  that information in respect of 39 candidates had  been supplied to him but the information in respect of remaining 11 candidates was  still pending. The respondent was  unable to explain the position of remaining 11 candidates. Therefore, PIO was  directed to explain the factual position of case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the appellant without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 07.07.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
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3.

A letter dated 20.07.2016 has been received from Shri Sarwinder Goyal, Counsel for the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to strike called by Bar Association. He has further informed that  the information in respect of 5 candidates out of remaining 11 has been received and the information in respect of remaining 6 candidates is still pending.
4.

The respondent has brought information in respect of 9 candidates  out of 11 for handing over the same to the appellant.  Since the appellant is not present, the respondent  is directed to send this information to the appellant by registered post. He is also directed to supply  the information in respect of remaining 2 candidates to the appellant,  before the next date of hearing. 
5.

Adjourned to  06.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.






 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Charanjit Singh Rai,

House No. 1593, Sector 33-D, Chandigarh.



…….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal, MGN Public School,

Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar.






……..Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1941 of 2015

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



Shri Gaurav Tangri, Advocate, on behalf of the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 06-05-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri  Charanjit Singh sought various information/ documents relating to MGN Public School, Adarsh Nagar, Jalandhar.

2.
During hearing  on 24.02.2016,   Ld. Counsel for the respondents made  a written submission  stating that the respondent institute is   not a ‘public authority’. Accordingly, the Ld. Counsel for the respondent was  directed to supply a copy of this written submission to the complainant, who was  directed to submit a rejoinder alongwith documentary proof on the next date of hearing to contest the claim of the respondent. The case was adjourned to 27.04.2016.
3.
On 27.04.2016,  the complainant submitted  a rejoinder to the claim of the respondent that their institute is not a ‘public authority’ under the RTI Act, 2005. He handed  over a copy of the rejoinder to the Ld. Counsel for the respondent, who was  directed to submit his observations, if any,  on the rejoinder, on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 07.07.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
4.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the respondent submits a letter dated 20.07.2016 requesting for adjournment of the case to some other date as he wants to file reply to the rejoinder submitted by the complainant.
5.
On the request of  the Ld. Counsel for the respondent, the case is adjourned to  04.10.2016  at 11.00 AM. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 20-07-2016




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Sector: 76, Mohali.








…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District & Sessions Judge,

Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o District & Sessions Judge,


Patiala.







….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.   1936 of 2015  

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Sukhjit Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  H. S. Hundal, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 15.04.2015,        addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 13 points in respect of Shri Keshav Chand Gupta, relating to  his tenure as Additional Sessions Judge/Special Judge, Patiala
2.

The case was initially  heard by Shri Vashvir Mahajan, SIC, on 21.07.2015 who adjourned the case sine-die as the first appeal filed by the applicant with the First Appellate Authority had not been decided  and it was considered appropriate to await the outcome of the first appeal. 

3.

The appellant vide his letters dated 24.10.2015  and 19.01.2016 requested Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab  to restore his appeal case as no communication regarding any decision by First Appellate Authority had been received by him even after a lapse of 3 months. He requested to direct the PIO to provide him the requisite information at the earliest and the concerned persons be 
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penalized as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 for denying the information and causing harassment. 

4.

It was decided by Hon’ble C.I.C. to restore this case and was  transferred to the Bench of the undersigned. Accordingly, the case   was fixed for further hearing for 04.05.2016.
5.

On 04.05.2016,  the appellant submitted  that no information had  been supplied to him till date. None was  present on behalf of the respondents, without any intimation.  Viewing the absence of the respondent seriously, the PIO was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him.  The case was adjourned for today.
6.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant, who after perusing the same informs that the information is unattested and is incomplete as the information regarding Points No. 1 to 12 has not been supplied. After hearing both the parties, it is directed that the remaining information be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing and in case any information is not available in their record, a duly attested affidavit from the PIO   in this regard be submitted on the next date of hearing.
7.

Adjourned to  06.09.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, SAS Nagar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

…….Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3625 of 2015

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, Appellant, in person.

None  on behalf of   the respondents. 
Shri H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 01-09-2015 addressed to PIO, sought certified copies of all Registration Records etc.

2.

The case was last heard on 05.05.2016, when  the appellant informed  that complete information had not been supplied to him till date. None was  present on behalf of the respondents. However, a letter No. 1131/DTO, dated 05.05.2016 was  received from DTO, S.A.S. Nagar informing that he had  submitted an application dated 02.05.2016 to Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, for transferring his all cases from the Bench of Shri R. S. Nagi to some other Bench.  He had  requested to adjourn this case to some other date till a decision was  taken by Hon’ble C.I.C. on his application dated 02.05.2016. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Subsequently, a decision was taken by Hon’ble C.I.C. on the 
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representations dated 02.05.2016 and 19.05.2016  of DTO, S.A.S Nagar and  consequently, a number of cases were transferred from this Bench to some other Bench. 
4.

Accordingly, a copy of the order, alongwith case file, is sent to Deputy Registrar, PSIC, for seeking appropriate orders from the Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, for transferring the  instant case too,  to some other Bench.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:
Deputy Registrar,


Punjab State Information Commission,


SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.


(alongwith Case file No. AC – 3625/2015)
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Ram Murti, Conductor-178,

Punjab Roadways , Sandhu Colony,

Jalandhar Road, Chowk Mehta, Amritsar.



…….….Appellant
\
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.


…………Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  3500 of 2015

Order

Present:
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondent.

Shri Ram Moorti, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 27-10-2014 addressed to PIO, sought information regarding his application dated 30-09-2014 and sought copy of rules under which his application has been returned to him by the SDM, Baba Bakala. 

2.

During hearing  on 09.03.2016,   the appellant informed  that no information had  been supplied to him as yet. None was  present on behalf of the respondents during second consecutive hearing. Consequently, SDM Baba Bakala was  contacted on telephone  by the under-signed and  asked to give a personal hearing to the appellant and arrange to supply the requisite information to his satisfaction. Besides, the appellant was  advised to contact SDM Baba Bakala on Friday, the 11th March, 2016 and explain his case and get the requisite information. The case was adjourned to 10.05.2016.
3.

On 10.05.2016,  a letter No. 818/RTI, dated 06.05.2016 was  received from PIO-cum-Superintendent Grade-2, office of SDM Baba Bakala Sahib informing that as per the directions issued by  the Commission on the last date of hearing, the 
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appellant did not turn up to see SDM Baba Bakala Sahib to explain his case. It was further  informed by the PIO that the appellant had  been asked a number of times to seek any information from their office on any working day but he or any member of his family never turned up. Accordingly, one last opportunity was  afforded to the appellant to get the requisite information from the PIO, failing which case would  be closed. The case was adjourned for today.
4.

A letter dated 24.06.2016 has been received from the appellant informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to financial constraints. It is also clear  from his  letter that despite the directions of the Commission, the appellant has not contacted SDM Baba Bakala to obtain the requisite information and removal of his grievances and does not want to visit the office of the PIO.  In these circumstances, the case cannot be allowed to drag on indefinitely.    However,  the PIO is directed to supply the requisite information, available on record, to the appellant and in case the appellant is still not satisfied, he is again directed to contact SDM Baba Bakala. 
5.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri. Tejinder Singh,

H. No. 353, SBS Colony,

Maksudan, Jalandhar City. 





…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar – 144001.



…Respondent
Complaint  Case No. 715 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  complainant, in person.


Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O., Improvement Trust, Jalandhar,   on behalf of  the Respondent.


The case was last heard on 10.05.2016, when  the complainant submitted  that he had  received compensation amount of Rs. 3500/- but the provided information was  still incomplete. He submitted  deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent in the court, with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be provided to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.
2.

Today, the complainant informs that complete information has been supplied  to him to his satisfaction. He submits that he filed RTI application for seeking information in this case on 18.12.2014 and the information has been supplied after about 19 months. He further submits that action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty upon the then PIO for the delay in the supply of information may be taken. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to Shri Dayal Chand Garg, 
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Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Patiala(the then E.O. Improvement Trust Jalandhar) to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him. He is also given an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing.
3.

Adjourned to 07.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  









Sd/-

 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri Dayal Chand Garg,





REGISTERED


Executive Officer,


Improvement Trust, Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Tejinder Singh,

H. No. 353, SBS Colony,

Maksudan, Jalandhar City.  





…Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




…….Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 717 of 2015     

Order
Present: 
Shri Tejinder Singh,  complainant, in person.


Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O., Improvement Trust, Jalandhar,   on behalf of  the Respondent.


The case was last heard on 10.05.2016, when  the complainant submitted  that he had  received compensation amount of Rs. 3500/- but the provided information was  still incomplete. He submitted  deficiencies in the provided information to the respondent in the court, with a copy to the Commission. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply point-wise complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing. He was  also directed to explain the factual position of the case, in person, on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be provided to the complainant without any further delay. The case was adjourned for today.

2.

Today, the complainant informs that he has received some information but the information regarding Points No. 7,8 and 9 is still pending.  Accordingly, Shri Jatinder Singh, E.O., Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, appearing  on behalf of  the Respondent, is directed to supply the remaining information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  

3.

The complainant submits that he filed RTI application for seeking information in this case on 23.01.2015 and a period of about 18 months has  passed but 
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complete  information has not  been supplied as yet.  He further submits that action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty upon the then PIO for the delay in the supply of information may be taken. Accordingly, a Show-Cause Notice is issued to Shri Dayal Chand Garg, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Patiala(the then E.O. Improvement Trust Jalandhar) to explain reasons through a duly attested affidavit as to why a penalty at the rate of Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed upon him. He is also given an opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing.

4.

Adjourned to 07.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  









Sd/-

 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
CC:
Shri Dayal Chand Garg,





REGISTERED


Executive Officer,


Improvement Trust, Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Lakhwinder Singh,

House No. 78, Salaria Vihar,

Urban Estate, Phase-1, Patiala.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar, Samana, District: Patiala.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, Samana,

District: Patiala.






…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  410 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Lakhwinder Singh , Appellant, in person.

Shri Karamjit  Singh, Field  Kanungo, Samana and Shri Daljit Singh, Patwari,  on behalf of the respondents. 
Shri Lakhwinder Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 07-06-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding encroachment on common passage in Waraichan Patti, Khasra No. 253. 

2.

The case was last heard on 16.06.2016, when  the appellant informed  that requisite information had  not been supplied to him as yet. Consequently, the case was discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties, Tehsildar Samana was directed to get the demarcation of land of Khasra No. 253 of Warrainchan Patti Samana be got done and supply the information regarding area of land encroached by each individual  to the appellant as per his  RTI application, with a copy to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would be initiated against him.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Shri Karamjit  Singh, Field  Kanungo, Samana , appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits that demarcation of the said land is not possible at this point of time due to standing crop. Therefore, one last opportunity is afforded to him to get the demarcation done and supply the requisite information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to 07.09.2016  at 11.00 A.M.  for confirmation of compliance of orders.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 20-07-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
