STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Satish Kumar Bhiri, 9417612036,

Ward No.10, Opposite Nehru  park,

Jaiton, Faridkot, 

 





    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Bathinda..

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Medical Officer,

Bathinda.


    





...Respondent



Appeal Case No. 364 of 2017

Present:-
None for the appellant..


Shri Amandeep Verma, Drug Inspector present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.



The appellant has not come present but sent an application for giving date on the ground that he could not appear before the Commission for today i.e. 20.3.2017. 

2

 Shri Amandeep Verma, Drug Inspector-cum-PIO, Bhatinda has come present before the Commission and he submitted a letter No. 552, dated 27.10.2016 and stated that the information has been sent to the appellant on 27.03.2016 but inspite of this, the appellant had filed the present appeal before the Commission on 16.01.2017. 

3

On the last date of hearing on 7.3.2017, the appellant has come present and today he could not come present. A copy of the letter dated 27.10.2016 is taken on the record on the file of the Commission. Respondent/PIO is directed to send the copy of the said letter through registered post i.e. within 2 days to the appellant. 

4

However, the appellant is granted an opportunity to come present before the Commission on 11.4.2017 otherwise the case will be decided without hearing him in his absence. Now to come up on 11.4.2017 for further hearing. 










Sd/-





   


  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated:  20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Raj  Bibra, 9814814431,

2007-C, Urban Estate,

Phase-2,  Jalandhar City. 
 





    Complainant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Civil Surgeon,

Jalandhar, Civil surgeon,

Jalandhar..


    





...Respondent



Complaint Case No. 135 of 2017

Present:-
Shri Prem Sheel Jain proxy on behalf of complainant- Shri Raj Bibra. 



 Respondent/PIO o/o Assistant Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar present. 


Respondent/PIO-Assistant Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar has submitted a letter dated 16.03.2017 bearing No. 2792 alongwith  Annexures i.e. letter dated 20.1.2017 bearing No. 767 issued by the PIO to Shri Raj Bibra in which the PIO has mentioned that the information was provided to the complainant/applicant vide letter dated 18.02.2016. 



On the last date of hearing i.e. 07.03.2017, the Respondent/PIO had not come present then again a notice was sent to the PIO to appear before the Commission for today i.e. 20.03.2017 inspite of the notices, PIO had not come present rather he sent a letter stating therein that the information has been provided to the complainant, which is not clear from the bare reading dated 20.01.2017. This is a complaint case with regard to the RTI application which was filed by the complainant/applicant on 05.12.2016. So, in the circumstances of the complaint case, a Show Cause Notice is issued to the PIIO-cum-Assistant Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar to come present personally before the Commission on 11.04.2017 otherwise the Commission will be forced to take action against you. If he fails to come present on 11.04.2017, the Commission will penalize the Respondent/PIO and letter will also be written to the Department to take action against him. Now to come up on 11.04.2017 for further hearing. 


Copy of this order be sent to the Respondent/PIO for strict compliance. 










Sd/-









   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.017.


  
    
State Information Commissione



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Raj Bibra, 9814814431,

2007-C, Urban Estate,

Phase-2,  Jalandhar City
 





    Complainant.

Versus`
Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Civil Surgeon,

Jalandhar, Civil surgeon,

Jalandhar..


    





...Respondent



Complaint Case No. 136 of 2017

Present:-
Shri Prem Sheel Jain proxy on behalf of complainant- Shri Raj Bibra. 



 Respondent/PIO o/o Assistant Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar present. 



Respondent/PIO-Assistant Civil Surgeon, Jalandhar has submitted a letter dated 16.03.2017 bearing No. 2772 alongwith  Annexures i.e. letter dated 20.1.2017 bearing No. 768 issued by the PIO to Shri Raj Bibra and in the letter it is mentioned that the claim case was passed by the Medical Bord and was sent to the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter No. Medical Board/2016-2158, dated 18.10.2016. In the circumstances of the case, this case is also fixed for 11.4.2017 with the directions to the PIO and come present before the Commission and reply with regard to the Medical Bill of complainant/applicant and in case, the PIO would not come present before the Commission, then strict action will be taken against him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 



Now to come up on 11.04.2017 for further hearing. 



Copy of this order be sent to the Respondent/PIO for strict compliance. 











Sd/-










   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana..

 

 





    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First  Appellate Authority.

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana


    





...Respondent


Appeal Case No. 419 of 2017

Present:-
Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, appellant, in person.


Shri Dev Raj, Inspector, I/C, RTI Branch,on behalf of Respondent/PIO- Commissioner of 


Police, Ludhiana.

O R D E R 



The appellant -Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate had filed an RTI Application dated 27.01.2017 which was diarized vide No. 2346 dated 03.02.2017 in the office of Commission. 

2.                     The case was fixed on 07.03.2017 for hearing before the Commission with regard to the RTI application. Notice was issued to the parties to put their appearance before the Commission on 07.03.2017, vide office letter No. PSIC/Legal/5248/5251, dated 01.03.2017. 
1.  

On the date fixed for  hearing i.e. 07.03.2017, both the parties  were present before the

Commission. 
2. 
I have heard both the sides and have perused the relevant record. The Respondent/PIO has submitted  a copy of letter No. 4415 RTI dated 10.12.2016 and another letter No. 4415 RTI, dated 2.12.2016 wherein it has been submitted under the law so far as the Point No. 4 to the RTI application is concerned, the matter is under enquiry which is pending with the ADGP-3, o/o the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana. So far as the point No. 5 is concerned, it has also submitted that the enquiry is still pending with the ADGP-3, Ludhiana and so far as para No. 7 of the RTI application is concerned, it was stated in the written letter that the matter is under enquiry but Shri Dev Raj, Inspector RTI Branch stated that the enquiry had been completed and the copy of the enquiry will be sent to the appellant within five days through registered post. 
3. 
So far as the Para No. 6 is concerned, it is mentioned in the application that the complaint filed by the appellant was entered vide DDR No. 85, dated 15.6.2015 at Check Post at Police Division No. 5, Ludhiana, it is replied that regarding letter dated 2.12.2016 no such DDR No. 85 dated 15.6.2015 was never registered at Police Post, Division No. 5, Ludhiana. The attested copies of both the letters were placed on file of the Commission and the copies of the both the letters were also handed over to the appellant-Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma present in the court before the Commission. The appellant stated that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him under the law. 

4. 
In view of the above, the matter is disposed off accordingly. Parties be informed accordingly. Announced.












Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 07.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner,Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana..

 

 





    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First  Appellate Authority.

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana


    





...Respondent


Appeal Case No. 427 of 2017
Present:-
Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, appellant, in person.



Shri Dev Raj, Inspector, I/C, RTI Branch,on behalf of Respondent/PIO- Commissioner of 


Police, Ludhiana.

O R D E R 



The appellant -Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate had filed an RTI Application dated 27.01.2017 which was diarized vide No. 2348 dated 03.02.2017 in the office of Commission. 

2.                     The case was fixed on 07.03.2017 for hearing before the Commission with regard to the RTI application. Notice was issued to the parties to put their appearance before the Commission on 07.03.2017, vide office letter No. PSIC/Legal/526-/5263, dated 01.03.2017. 

3 

On the date fixed for  hearing i.e. 07.03.2017, both the parties  were present before the

Commission. 
4
I have heard both the sides and have perused the relevant record. The Respondent/PIO has submitted  attested copy of letter No. 07 RTI dated 01.01.2017, so far as the application is concerned, the appellant seeks information regarding Application No. 27305, dated 27.11.2016 and as per reply submitted by the respondent/PIO, the matter is pending for enquiry for report with the ADGP-3, Ludhiana. 
5
So far as para No. 5 of the RTI application is concerned, the Respondent/PIO stated that the enquiry of the said application alongwith some other application which was filed by the appellant-Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma were conducted by ADGP-3, Ludhiana and the enquiry had been complied by ADGP-3, Ludhiana. Attested copies of the enquiry report dated 09.01.2017 was handed over to the appellant present in the court before the Commission. 

6
 Respondent PIO is further directed to supply the copies of Enquiry Report with regard to the application No. 27305/B, to the appellant within 15 days when the enquiry report will be completed by the said Officer through registered post. The appellant further stated that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him under the RTI Act, 2005. 
7
In view of the above, the matter is disposed off accordingly. Parties be informed accordingly. Announced.











Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 07.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner, Punjab. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana..

 

 





    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information O.fficer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First  Appellate Authority.

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana


    





...Respondent


Appeal Case No. 428 of 2017
Present:-
Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, appellant, in person.



Shri Dev Raj, Inspector, I/C, RTI Branch,on behalf of Respondent/PIO- Commissioner of 


Police, Ludhiana.

O R D E R 



The appellant -Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate had filed an RTI Application dated 02.12.2016 which was diarized vide No. 2349 dated 03.02.2017 in the office of Commission. 

2.                     The case was fixed on 07.03.2017 for hearing before the Commission with regard to the RTI application. Notice was issued to the parties to put their appearance before the Commission on 07.03.2017, vide office letter No. PSIC/Legal/5264-/5267, dated  01.03.2017. 
 

On the date fixed for  hearing i.e. 07.03.2017, both the parties  were present before the
Commission. 
1.                I have heard both the sides and have perused the relevant record. Shri Dev Raj, Inspector, RTI Branch appeared on behalf of Respondent/PIO and submitted written reply and stated that  the copy of letter has already been sent to the appellant/applicant. 

2.                 From the bare reading of the RTI application which transfers that one Vijay Goyal had filed petition No. CRM No. 40494 of 2016 in which he leveled some allegations against the appellant and now the appellant is seeking information regarding the above-said petition from the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana. 

3.         
The appellant admitted that he had a copy of the petition with him. Moreover, the copy of said petition and the Annexure are record of the concerned court which can be got by applying and paying requisite fee for  certified copy with the Copying Agency before that court. The copies of the pleadings for getting the copies and orders of the court, there is some procedure that any one can get the certified copies by filing with the Copying Agency and the Copying Agency after receiving the requisite fee delivered the certified copies and the pleadings and orders to the appellant/applicant. Therefore, in the present case, if the appellant wants to get the certified copies of petition No. CRM/40494/2016, he may make a written request before the Copying Agency of the concerned court. 
4. 
Similarly, para No. 4 (6) it is mentioned that the details of matter which are pending in the court of Hon'ble Chief Justice of India pertains to  petition No. CRM/34337 of 2015 as alleged by Shri Vijay Goyal. Similarly, para No. 4(7) the appellant sought information with regard to . CRR No. 87 dated 26.11.2015 which is pending before the Additional District and Session Judge, Ludhiana. 
5. 
These all matters are connected with the record of Hon'ble Court so the appellant can get the certified copies by filing an application after paying the requisite fee from the Copying Agency of the concerned Court. 

6. 
So far as the Para No. 5 of the RTI application is concerned, the application by receipt No. 68/Peshi/DCP Investigation, Ludhiana dated 02.12.2016  was filed by the appellant in the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana. Shri Dev Raj, Inspector No. 433/PR who appeared on behalf of Respondent/PIO stated that the above-said application is pending for enquiry before the ACP (W), Ludhiana and whenever the enquiry will be completed, Enquiry Report or Action Taken Report will be sent by registered post to the appellant within 15 days from the completion  of the enquiry. 
7.  
The Respondent/PIO has submitted  attested copy of letter No. 07 RTI dated 01.01.2017, so far as the application is concerned, the appellant seeks information regarding Application No. 27305, dated 27.11.2016 and as per reply submitted by the respondent/PIO, the matter is pending for enquiry for report with the ADGP-3, Ludhiana. 

8. 
So far as para No. 5 of the RTI application is concerned, the Respondent/PIO stated that the enquiry of the said application alongwith some other application which was filed by the appellant-Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma were conducted by ADGP-3, Ludhiana and the enquiry had been completed by ADGP-3, Ludhiana. Attested copies of the enquiry report dated 09.01.2017 was handed over to the appellant present in the court before the Commission.. The appellant further stated that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him under the RTI Act, 2005. 

9. 
With the above observations, the matter is disposed off accordingly. Parties be informed accordingly. Announced.













Sd/-
Chandigarh. 





   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 07.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner,Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Courts,

Ludhiana..

 

 





    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First  Appellate Authority.

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana


    





...Respondent


Appeal Case No. 429 of 2017
Present:-
Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, appellant, in person. 



Shri Dev Raj, Inspector RTI on behalf of Respondent/PIO-Commissioner of Police, 


Ludhiana.


The appellant-Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma and Shri Dev Raj, Inspector No. 433/PR RTI Branch has come present on behalf of Respondent/PIO. 



I have heard both the appellant and the Respondent/PIO and also gone through the RTI application dated 22.11.2016 filed by the appellant. The Respondent/PIO has also submitted reply dated 30.11.12016 to the above said RTI application but the reply to the said RTI application is not clear. I have discussed about  the information sought in the RTI application. The appellant admitted this fact before the Commission that he had copies of Challan with him. The Challan was  presented with the concerned Court by the Investigating Officer and  the copies of the challan were provided to the appellant-accused before the Court. 


In para No.  4(2) of the RTI application, the appellant sought some information regarding some orders of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India and the Respondent/PIO replied that they have no information with regard to the said order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India and in case, the appellant had that  the order of the Hon'ble Supreme Court  with him, which was provided  by the Duty Magistrate on 23.2.2017 as stated by the appellant before the Commission. 


That Para No. 4(3)  of the RTI application, the Respondent/PIO replied that FIR No. 236 dated 1.11.2014 under Section 389/420/120-B IPC, was registered at P.S. Division No.5, Ludhiana after conducting the enquiry by Shri Swapan Sharma, IPS and the challan was presented already before the court. So in the case filed before the Criminal Court and the copies of which were supplied to the appellant by the concerned court. This point is decided accordingly. 


So far as para No. 4(4) of the RTI application regarding complaint No. 1001655, the appellant demanded Action Taken Reprt on this RTI application. The Respondent/PIO is directed to provide him information with regard to Para No. 4(4) of the RTI application. 



I have gone through Para No. 4(5) of the RTI application, the appellant has not mentioned any substance regarding which he is seeking information, So, the  appellant can file an application by mentioning Subject, No , date and  name of the complainant  only then the information can be provided to the appellant. 


Regarding  Para No. 4(6), the appellant sought information regarding another order passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India dated 13.1.2013 and on the basis of which order of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India, F I R was registered against him, the Respondent/PIO have replied that they have no information. 



I have gone through Para No. 4(7) and 4(8)  of the RTI application, these paras are not specific and the information could be provided thereby the appellant is specific regarding information seeking for. 



I have gone through Para No. 4(9) of the RTI application that this information is regarding Rank of Beant Juneja and and ASI Vipin Kumar vide which the appellant sought through Belt No and also sought information regarding assets gained by the concerned Officers. The Respondent/PIO is directed to provide Rank/Belt No. of both the Police Officers and also to provide assets/property that both the Police Officers have this in the office of the Commissioner of :Police, Ludhiana. 


I have also gone through Para No. 4(10) and 4(11) of the RTI application, the appellant has no specific , so no information can be provided if he bound to take information regarding paras, the appellant is at liberty to make fresh RTI application. 



I have also gone through Para No. 4(12) and 4(13) of the RTI application, the appellant has not mentioned specific time for which he is seeking information. The appellant submitted orally before the Commission that he will be satisfied if the information regarding Para No. 4(12)  and 4(13) be provided from the year 2009 to the date of application. 



I have gone through  Para No. 4 (15) in which the appellant had mentioned complaint No alongwith its date to know about the Action Taken on the complaint. The Respondent is directed to provide the information regarding Para No. 4(15) to the appellant.. 



The Respondent/PIO is directed to provide information or written submission with regard to Paras No. 4(5), 4(9), 4(12) and 4(13) concerning the RTI application.  Now to come up on 11.4.2017 for further hearing. 









Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Court,

,Ludhiana..

 

 

   Appellant.

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana.

First  Appellate Authority.

O/o Commissioner of Police,
Ludhiana


    



...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 430 of 2017 

Present:-   Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, appellant, in person. 


     Shri Dev Raj, Inspector RTI on behalf of Respondent/PIO-Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.



The appellant/applicant has filed RTI  application dated 1.12.2016 vide diarized No. 28217/B under the RTI Act for seeking some information. 



Point No. 1 &2 of the RTI application is concerned with the court record which is CRM-M No. 40924 of 2016 which is pending before the Hon'ble High Court. The appellant can get the certified copies of the relevant record by filing the requisite fee to the Copying Agency. 



Vide Para No. 2 of the application, the appellant/applicant sought information regarding Action Taken Report of the Letter-Petition No. 38533/SCI/PIL (E)/2016 diarized vide No. 22760/B, dated 07.10.2016. Shri Dev Raj, Inspector RTI on behalf of Respondent/PIO-Commissioner of Police stated that the said application is pending for enquiry before the ADCP-3, Ludhiana and whenever enquiry is completed,  Inquiry report of the enquiry will be sent to the appellant within 15 days from the date of completion of the report. 


So far as Para 3 of the RTI Application is concerned, it is with regard to application dated 1.12.2016 vide diarized No. 28217/B. This application of the applicant was filed for conducting enquiry by ADGP HQ, Ludhiana and the copy of the said inquiry is given to the appellant/applicant. 


Para No.4 of the RTI Application is concerned, the appellant/applicant sought information regarding some application dated 28.09.2016 filed by Shri Vijay Goyal in the office of Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana. Inspector Dev Raj submitted that they have not traced the said application in the office of Commissioner of Police and if the appellant/applicant submits any application, then we can give the reply to this para. So far as para nos 2 & 3 are concerned, these are considered and decided. 


Shri Dev Raj, Incharge, RTI Branch submitted that he may be given one chance to recheck the application in the office of the Commissioner of Police ( English Branch) and if the application is found, then he will submit the reply of the said application on the next date of hearing. So the respondent/PIO is directed to go through the record of the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana and if the application filed by Shri Vijay Goyal on 28.05.2016, then the information be given to the appellant/applicant otherwise should file written reply regarding this point on the next date of hearing on 20.03.2017. 










Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 07.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Navdeep Gupta S/o Sh. D.C Gupta,

K No,455, Gillco Valley, Kharar,

SAS Nagar..
 

 





Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Social Security Women and Child Welfare,

Pb, Chd, Sec-34-A,.

    





...Respondent


Complaint   Case No. 128 of 2017

Present:-
Shri Navdeep Gupta, Complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of  Respondent PIO.


The appellant-Shri Navdeep Gupta has come present before the Commission. None has come present on behalf of Respondent/PIO o/o Secretary, Social Wornen and Child  Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh. The complainant /applicant had filed  RTI application on 17.08.2016 addressing his application to the Hon'ble Minister of Health, Punjab and PIO Health Minister, Punjab transferring the RTI application under Section 6(3) under the RTI Act, 2005. first to the PIO-Social Security Women and Child Development Department, Punjab and second to the PIO, Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide letter No. 30603-04, dated 01.09.2016. 


The period of more than six months has been passed but the concerned PIO neither supply any information sought by the complainant/applicant nor they file any written submission or sent any letter concerning the RTI application. 



The said PIO were also not present  on 07.03.2017 and now today, they are again not present without any intimation. 



From the facts of the RTI application, the concerned PIO i.e. Social Security Women and Child Development Punjab and Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab had not taken any step with regard to the RTI application filed by the complainant/applicant nor they put any heed to the complaint filed by the complainant before the State Information Commission. It seems that PIOs are not vigilant towards conduct to perform their duties even they are not bothering notices sent by the Commission. 


Under these circumstances, both the PIOs are issued Show Cause Notice that why had not replied in connection with the RTI application filed by the complainant/applicant. Both the PIOs are directed to come present personally  before the Commission on 11.4.2017 alongwith the written submissions and in case they would not come present on the next date fixed, they will be penalized under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Both the complaint cases No. 128 and 129 related with the same RTI application, So these complaint cases are clubbed and will be heard together. A copy of the order be placed on each file. 



Now to come up on 11.04.2017 for further hearing of the complaint in hand. 



Copy of the order be sent to the Respondent/PIOs for strict  compliance. 









Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Navdeep Gupta S/o Sh. D.C Gupta,

K No,455, Gillco Valley, Kharar,

SAS Nagar..
 

 





    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Social Security Women and Child Welfare,

Pb, Chd, Sec-34-A,.

    





...Respondent


Complaiant  Case No. 129 of 2017

Present:-
Shri Navdeep Gupta, Complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of  Respondent PIO.



The appellant-Shri Navdeep Gupta has come present before the Commission. None has come present on behalf of Respondent/PIO o/o Secretary, Social Wornen and Child  Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh. The complainant /applicant had filed  RTI application on 17.08.2016 addressing his application to the Hon'ble Minister of Health, Punjab and PIO Health Minister, Punjab transferring the RTI application under Section 6(3) under the RTI Act, 2005. first to the PIO-Social Security Women and Child Development Department, Punjab and second to the PIO, Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh, vide letter No. 30603-04, dated 01.09.2016. 



The period of more than six months has been passed but the concerned PIO neither supply any information sought by the complainant/applicant nor they file any written submission or sent any letter concerning the RTI application. 



The said PIO were also not present  on 07.03.2017 and now today, they are again not present without any intimation. 



From the facts of the RTI application, the concerned PIO i.e. Social Security Women and Child Development Punjab and Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab had not taken any step with regard to the RTI application filed by the complainant/applicant nor they put any heed to the complaint filed by the complainant before the State Information Commission. It seems that PIOs are not vigilant towards conduct to perform their duties even they are not bothering notices sent by the Commission. 



Under these circumstances, both the PIOs are issued Show Cause Notice that why had not replied in connection with the RTI application filed by the complainant/applicant. Both the PIOs are directed to come present personally  before the Commission on 11.4.2017 alongwith the written submissions and in case they would not come present on the next date fixed, they will be penalized under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Both the complaint cases No. 128 and 129 related with the same RTI application, So these complaint cases are clubbed and will be heard together. A copy of the order be placed on each file. 



Now to come up on 11.04.2017 for further hearing of the complaint in hand. 



Copy of the order be sent to the Respondent/PIOs for strict  compliance. 










Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Rajesh Giri, S/o Sh. Mohan Giri,

Opposite Tanki No,2, Near Chungi No.5,

Basant Nagar,  Khanna. 

 





    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt of Pb,

Department of School Education Board,

Pb,Chd., Sec-1.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

School Education Board,

Pb,Chd


    





...Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 442 & 443  of 2017

Present:-
Shri Rajesh Giri, appellant, in person.



Shri Nand Kishore, Superintendent Education Branch on behalf of Respondent/PIO.

O R D E R 



These are two connected appeal cases  against the  RTI Application dated 27.01.2017 which was diarized vide No. 2343  dated 03.02.2017 and second one vide No. 3100 dated 09.02.2017 in the office of Commission, which are disposed of with this single order, a copy of order is placed on each of the two files. 
2.                     Both the cases  were  fixed on 07.03.2017 for hearing before the Commission with regard to the RTI application. Notice was issued to the parties to put their appearance before the Commission on 07.03.2017, vide office letter No. PSIC/Legal/5276-5279, dated 01.03.2017 and 5280/5283, dated 1.3.2017. 

3 

On the date fixed for  hearing i.e. 07.03.2017, both the parties  were present before the

Commission. 
4

I have heard both the sides and have perused the relevant record. The Respondent/PIO has submitted  copy of letter No. A/2017-2017  dated 07.03.2017, wherein it has been mentioned that the case of the appellant was forwarded to the Circle Education Officer, Nabha that case of the appellant will be disposed of within one month, the copy of which has been placed on record on the file of the Commission. 

5
           Shri Nand Kishore, Superintendent Education Branch, office of the Secretary, School Education, Punjab, has also appeared on behalf of the respondent/PIO and he also made a submission that the letter from the office of the Secretary, Education will also be sent to the Circle Education Officer, Nabha for compliance of the above-said letter dated 07.03.2017 alongwith a copy of the letter to the appellant through registered post. The appellant further stated that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him under the RTI Act, 2005. 

6

In view of the above, the matter is disposed off accordingly. Parties be informed accordingly. Announced.










Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 07.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Rajesh Giri, S/o Sh. Mohan Giri,

Opposite Tanki No,2, Near Chungi No.5,

Basant Nagar,  Khanna. 

 





    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Public Instructions,(S),

Phase-8, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Public Instructions,(S),

Phase-8, Mohali.

    





...Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 443 of 2017







   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 16.02.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Joginder Sharma,

H NO.-E-13/688, Aman Nagar,

P/o Neta Ji Nagar, Distt Ludhiana. 





    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

State Transport,

Pb Chd..

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

State Transport,

Pb Chd


    





...Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 424 of 2017
Present:
Shri Joginder Sharma, appellant, in person. 



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Law Officer, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana Depot.on behalf of 


Respondent/PIO- along with Shri SatnamSingh,Clerk o/o of Director, State Transport, 


Punjab, Chadnigarh.



None present on behalf of Respondent/FAA.

1

The appellant/applicant sought information through RTI application regarding pension benefits claimed by Smt. Satya wife of late Banarsi Dass on the basis of some false documents. The appellant further sought Action Taken Report and the report of the Enquiry Officer regarding pensionary benefits of Smt. Satya. 

2

A letter No. 1574, dated 06.03.,2017 of Respondent/PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana is placed before the Commission in which he has mentioned letter No. 24274, dated 9.11.2012 to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, (West), Ludhiana issued by PIO-G. M, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana and subsequent reminder dated 22.7.2013. No reply is received from the office of S.D.M (West), Ludhiana. A D.O letter No. 15112, dated 27.12.2013 was also written to SDM (West), Ludhiana regarding pensionary benefits of Smt. Satya but no report has yet been received from the office of SDM (West), Ludhiana as submitted in the aforesaid letter by the Respondent/PIO. 

3

The matter is very important and be decided on  fast track whereas in the present, long period has been passed but still no action has been taken regarding the information sought. 

4

In view of above, the Respondent/PIO -cum-GM, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana is directed to file proper reply on 05.04.2017 before the Commission. If the inquiry is completed before the said date, then copy of the Action Taken Report be sent to the appellant through Registered post. To come up on 05.04.2017 for further proceedings. 









Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 07.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Joginder Sharma,

H NO.-E-13/688, Aman Nagar, Bye paas,

Near Green Land School, P/o Neta Ji Nagar, 

Distt Ludhiana.


 





   Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, 

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,State Transport,

Pb, Chd.


    





...Respondent

Appeal  Case No. 425 of 2017
Present:
Shri Joginder Sharma, appellant, in person. 



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Law Officer, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana Depot.on behalf of 


Respondent/PIO- along with Shri SatnamSingh,Clerk o/o of Director, State Transport, 


Punjab, Chadnigarh.



None present on behalf of Respondent/FAA-.

1

The appellant/applicant sought information through RTI application regarding pension benefits claimed by Smt. Satya wife of late Banarsi Dass on the basis of some false documents. The appellant further sought Action Taken Report and the report of the Enquiry Officer regarding pensionary benefits of Smt. Satya. 

2

A letter No. 1574, dated 06.03.,2017 of Respondent/PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana is placed before the Commission in which he has mentioned letter No. 24274, dated 9.11.2012 to the Sub Divisional Magistrate, (West), Ludhiana issued by PIO-G. M, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana and subsequent reminder dated 22.7.2013. No reply is received from the office of S.D.M (West), Ludhiana. A D.O letter No. 15112, dated 27.12.2013 was also written to SDM (West), Ludhiana regarding pensionary benefits of Smt. Satya but no report has yet been received from the office of SDM (West), Ludhiana as submitted in the aforesaid letter by the Respondent/PIO. 

3

The matter is very important and be decided on  fast track whereas in the present, long period has been passed but still no action has been taken regarding the information sought. 

4

In view of above, the Respondent/PIO -cum-GM, Punjab Roadways, Ludhiana is directed to file proper reply on 05.04.2017 before the Commission. If the inquiry is completed before the said date, then copy of the Action Taken Report be sent to the appellant through Registered post. To come up on 05.04.2017 for further proceedings.









Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 07.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Tejinder Singh,

Journalist, village Bholapur,

P.O Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.


.
 





Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Food commissioner,

(Food Safety), Pb,

Phase-6, Mohali..

    





       ...Respondent


Complaint Case No. 149 of 2017

Present:-
None for the  Complainant.


None is present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.


The complainant-Shri Tejinder Singh has not come present but sent an application stating that he could not appear due to illness of his father. He has requested for giving a date. 

2

On the last date of hearing on 07.03.2017, the Respondent/PIO o/o Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Mohali has not come present inspite of the registered letter. Commission think that another opportunity be afforded to the Respondent/PIO to appear before the Commission on 11.04.2017. 
3
             A copy of the notice be sent   to the complainant and the Respondent/PIO-Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Phase 6, Mohali by registered post to appear before the Commission on 11.4.2017.   If the complainant fails to come, then the case will be decided without hearing him in his absence and the Respondent/PIO would not come present, strict action will be taken against him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Now to come up on 11.04.2017 at 11.00 AM for further hearing. 


Copy of this order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner




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

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Tejinder Singh,

Journalist, village Bholapur,

P.O Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.


.
 





Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Commissioner,

Food and Drugs Department,

Pb Chd...


First Appellate Authority,
Civil Surgeon,

Patiala
.

    





...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 453 of 2017
Present:-
None for the  appellant


None is present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.


The appellant-Shri Tejinder Singh has not come present but sent an application stating that he could not appear due to illness of his father. He has requested for giving a date. 

2

On the last date of hearing on 07.03.2017, the Respondent/PIO o/o Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Mohali has not come present inspite of the registered letter. Commission think that another opportunity be afforded to the Respondent/PIO to appear before the Commission on 11.04.2017. 

3
             A copy of the notice be sent   to the appellant and the Respondent/PIO-Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Phase 6, Mohali by registered post to appear before the Commission on 11.4.2017.   If the appellant fails to come, then the case will be decided without hearing him in his absence and the Respondent/PIO would not come present, strict action will be taken against him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Now to come up on 11.04.2017 at 11.00 AM for further hearing. 



Copy of this order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 










Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Tejinder Singh,

Journalist, village Bholapur,

P.O Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.


.
 





Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Civil Surgeon,

Moga..


First Appellate Authority,
Civil Surgeon,

Moga.

.

    





...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 454 of 2017
Present:-
None for the  appellant


None is present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.


The appellant-Shri Tejinder Singh has not come present but sent an application stating that he could not appear due to illness of his father. He has requested for giving a date. 

2

On the last date of hearing on 07.03.2017, the Respondent/PIO o/o Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Mohali has not come present inspite of the registered letter. Commission think that another opportunity be afforded to the Respondent/PIO to appear before the Commission on 11.04.2017. 

3
             A copy of the notice be sent   to the appellant and the Respondent/PIO-Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Phase 6, Mohali by registered post to appear before the Commission on 11.4.2017.   If the appellant fails to come, then the case will be decided without hearing him in his absence and the Respondent/PIO would not come present, strict action will be taken against him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Now to come up on 11.04.2017 at 11.00 AM for further hearing. 



Copy of this order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 










Sd/-








   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Tejinder Singh,

Journalist, village Bholapur,

P.O Ramgarh, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.


.
 





Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.


First Appellate Authority,
Additional,

State Transport Commissioner,

SCO-177-178, Sec-17-C, Chd..





...Respondent


Appeal Case No. 458 of 2017-
Present:-
None for the  appellant


None is present on behalf of Respondent/PIO.


The appellant-Shri Tejinder Singh has not come present but sent an application stating that he could not appear due to illness of his father. He has requested for giving a date. 

2

On the last date of hearing on 07.03.2017, the Respondent/PIO o/o Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Mohali has not come present inspite of the registered letter. Commission think that another opportunity be afforded to the Respondent/PIO to appear before the Commission on 11.04.2017. 

3
             A copy of the notice be sent   to the appellant and the Respondent/PIO-Food Commissioner, Food Safety, Punjab, Phase 6, Mohali by registered post to appear before the Commission on 11.4.2017.   If the appellant fails to come, then the case will be decided without hearing him in his absence and the Respondent/PIO would not come present, strict action will be taken against him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. Now to come up on 11.04.2017 at 11.00 AM for further hearing. 



Copy of this order be sent to the parties for strict compliance. 









Sd/-






   

  (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

Red Cross Building, Sector-16, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Rohit Kumar S/o Sh. Naresh Kumar,

H No.445/2, Ghre Soriya, Nea Gurmeet clinical,

Patiala.









    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

SSSB, Sec-68, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

SSSB, Sec-68, Mohali






...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 465 of 2017

Present:-
Shri Rohit Kumar, appellant, in person.



Shri Harvinder Singh, Senior Asstt. present on behalf of Respondent/ PIO 



o/o Secy, SSSB, Mohali.
O R D E R 



Respondent/PIO has submitted a letter dated 20.3.2017 bearing No. 743 to the Commission and copy of the information handed over to the appellant  before the Commission. 



The appellant has given in writing that he had received the information sought as per the RTI application and further requested that his case may be closed. 



In view of the written submission of the appellant that he had received the information as sought in the RTI application before the Commission, the present appeal stands disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties accordingly. Announced. 









Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


 
State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

Red Cross Building, Sector-16, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh Vijay Walia,

Vijay Lodge, Rajbaha Road,Near Hira Motor,

Patiala.









    Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

SSSB, Sec-68, Mohali..

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

SSSB, Sec-68, Mohali.






...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 466 of 2017
Present:-
Shri Rohit Kumar proxy for Shri Vijay Walia, appellant. in person.. 



Shri Harvinder Singh, Senior Assistant, present on behalf of Respondent/ 



PIO o/o Secy, SSSB, Mohali.
O R D ER



Shri Rohit Kumar proxy on behalf of Shri Vijay Walia, the appellant has come present before the Commission. The appellant has also a request dated 20.3.2017 alongwith a letter dated 19.03.2017 where he has mentioned that he could  not present if the Respondent filed the same reply as per the RTI application,  then copy of the reply be handed over to the proxy- Shrif Rohit Kumar son of Naresh Kumar. 



Shri Harvinder Singh, Senior Assistant has come present on behalf of Respondent/PIO office of the Secretary, SSSB, Mohali presented a memo dated 20.3.2017  regarding the information today. 



I have gone through the RTI application filed by the appellant where he wanted to throw that the Graduation Degree passed from the Institute of Advanced Studies in Education Deemed University, Gandhi Vidya Mandir, Rajasthan is valid or not and the Degree holder are eligible for getting job in the S.S.S. Board.



The Respondent/PIO-SSS Board replied that the Degree is valid and the Degree holder are eligible for getting job/appointment to the SSS Board, a copy of the said letter is kept on the record on 
-- 2 -- 

the file of the Commission and a copy of the letter is also handed over to the proxy Rohit Kumar before the Commission. 



The Commission is of the view that the information sought in the RTI application dated 24.10.2016 has been provided to the appellant  Rohit Kumar proxy  of Vijay Walia. Shri Rohit Kumar proxy Vijay Walia has given in writing that he has received the information as sought in the RTI application. So, the present appeal case is decided and disposed of and closed. 


Copy of the order be sent to the parties accordingly. Announced. 









       Sd/-
Chandigarh. 





     (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

Red Cross Building, Sector-16, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Jaggi S/o Sh. Iqbal Singh,

R/o 131, Model Gram, Ludhiana.






    Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce Punjab Bays Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh..

First Appellate Authority

O/o Director of Industries and Commerce Punjab Bays Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.
    





...Respondent

Appeal Case No. 392 of 2017
Present:
None present on behalf of the appellant.



Ms Parminder Kaur, Sr. Assistant alongwith Ms Raj Kaur, on behalf of 



Respondent-PIO.



The appellant has not come present nor sent any request or intimation that he could not come present before the Commission for today i.e.  20.03.2017. 



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 08.03.2017 the appellant was not present without any intimation to the Commission. 



In the interest of justice, an opportunity was granted to the appellant to appear before the Commission for today but he again could not come present for follow up his appeal case. It seems that he is not interested and has not come present before the Commission. Shri Manvinder Singh,Senior Assistant from the office of Director of Industries and Commerce, Punjab has come present and submitted copy of the information vide letter dated 20.3.2017 bearing No. 2801A is kept on record on the file of the Commission and the Respondent/PIO is further directed to send the copy of this letter in which they have replied each point of the RTI application be sent to the appellant through registered post within two days. 


So as per the circumstances of the case and the Respondent/PIO has provided information to the Commission, the  present appeal case is disposed of and closed. 



Copy of this order sent to the parties accordingly. Announced. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





     (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
   State Information Commissioner,Punjab. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Fax 0172-4630888 Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Naresh Devgan Sharma, Advocate,

Chamber No.7022/2, District Court,

,Ludhiana..

 

 

                  Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.

First  Appellate Authority.

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana


    



...Respondent


Appeal Case No. 430 of 2017 

Present:-   Shri Naresh Devgan Sharma, appellant, in person. 


     Shri Dev Raj, Inspector RTI on behalf of Respondent/PIO-Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.

O R D E R 



On the last date of hearing i.e. 07.03.2017 I have heard both the parties concerning the RTI application in respect of Para No. 1,2 and 3 have already been decided  on 07.03.2017 and the case was kept pending with regard to Para No.4 of the RTI application. 



Shri Dev Raj, Inspector No. 433/PR RTI Branch o/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana submitted a written statement stating that they have searched the record but could find application dated 26.09.2016 alleged to be submitted by Shri Vijay Goyal as mentioned in the RTI application. So the Commission is of the view that as per the circumstances of the case, the present appeal is decided and closed and on this the appellant submitted that he may be permitted to file fresh RTI application. The statement of the Respondent/PIO is taken on record on the file of the Commission. The appellant is directed to file fresh application by mentioning para No. of the said application to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana, 



Copy of the order be sent to the parties accordingly. Announced. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh. 





                   (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    
State Information Commissioner,Punjab.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

Red Cross Building, Sector-16, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ramandeep Kaur, D/o Sh. Paramjit Singh,

R/o 3131, Sector-41-D, Chandigarh.




    Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Primary Instructors,(C),

SCO-66-67, Sec-17-D, 

Pb, Chandigarh.

    





...Respondent

Complaint Case No. 119 of 2017
Present:-
Ms Ramandeep Kaur, Complaintant, in person.



Shri Bharat Bhushan, G.M, on behalf of Respondent-PIO



Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant o/o DPI, Punjab, Chandigarh.

O R D E R


Both the complaint cases are filed by the complainant-Ms Ramandeep Kaur and the information sought in both the RTI Applications are the same. Both these complaint cases are decided with this single order, a copy of the order will be placed on each file. 

2

Shri Bharat Bhushan, GM appeared on behalf of Appeejay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar has come present before the Commission and he submitted some order of Hon'ble High Court and orders of the said information with regard to the RTI application filed by the complainant. 

3

Shri Bharat Bhushan, G M appearing on behalf of Respondent/PIO raised  point before the Commission that the Appjay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar is not  a Public Authofrity as defined under Section 2(H) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and further argued that the Authority is not a Public Authority so, the information has not been provided to the appellant. 

4

In the light of the submissions, he submitted some papers including orders of the Hon'ble High Court vide which they challenged the order passed by the Commission. The Commission held in some cases that Apeejay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar is a Public Authority. The impugned order passed by the State Information Commissioner was dated 26.02.2010 which was challenged in the Hon'ble High Court vide CWP No. 5363 of 2010 and Hon'ble Justice Mehinder Singh Sular, Punjab and Haryana High Court, vide order dated March 25,2010 stayed the operation of the impugned order passed  by the Commission and on 17.03.2010 admitted the Civil Writ Petition for regular hearing which is still pending before the Hon'ble High Court.  The Respondent/PIO has filed another Civil  Writ Petition bearing No. 7685 of 2010 which is also pending before the Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana and in both the Civil Writ Petitions, the Hon'ble High Court stayed the operation of the impugned orders passed by the State Information Commission. Both these Civil Writ Petitions are still pending before the Hon'ble High Court and the said orders are also in obeyance and in continuance. Shri Bharat Bhushan, GM appearing on behalf of the Respondent/PIO has submitted that the letter dated 20.03.2017 by his handwriting in which he stated that these Civil Writ Petitions are still pending and the said orders passed by the High Court are still is in operation. 
5

The State Information Commission, Punjab has decided some cases in the light of the above mentioned High Court orders i.e. complaint case No. 2214 of 2015 decided by Shri Parveen Kumar, the then State Information Commissioner and complaint case No. 2215 of 2015 decided on 3.2.2016 by Mr. Parveen Kumar, the then State Information Commissioner and complaint case No. 2216 of 2015 which was also decided on 3.2.2016 passed by Mr Parveen Kumar, the then State Information Commissioner, Punjab, and another case was decided  by the Chief State Information Commissioer, Punjab on 31.3.2016. The complaint case No. 1626 of 2015 with reference to Civil Writ Petition no. 5363 of 2010 and CWP No. 7685 of 2010. Another complaint case no. 2638 of 2015 was decided on June 07, 2016 by Shri N.S.Brar, State Information Commissijoner, Punjab. These all complaint cases were decided by Hon'ble State Information Commissioner in the light of the above Civil Writ Petitions and the complaint cases were disposed of and closed. 
6

I have gone through the RTI application and the orders of the Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana and the above mentioned orders passed by the State Information Commissioner in each complaint case. All the above mentioned complaint cases were disposed of in the light of the Civil Writ Petitions of 5363 of 2010 and CWP No. 7685 of 2010 as these Civil Writ Petitions are still pending for adjudication before the Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryan, so the present complaint cases No. 119 and 120 of 2017 titled Ms Ramandeep Kaur Vs PIO o/o Apeejay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar are disposed of and closed. 
7

However, the complainant shall be at liberty to file fresh RTI application, if she so desires in accordance with the verdict of the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. in CWP No. v5363 of 2010, if the Hon'ble HIgh Court hold the respondent as a Public Authority. In the instant case, the complaint cases are hereby decided and disposed of. 


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. Announced. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





   
  (Avtar Singh Kaler)
Dated: 20.3.2017.



   State Information Commissioner,Punjab.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

Red Cross Building, Sector-16, Chandigarh

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ms. Ramandeep Kaur,

d/o Sh. Paramjit singh

r/o 3131, Sector 41D, Chandigarh 




    Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Appejay College of Fine Arts,

Jalandhar
    







...Respondent

Complaint Case No. 120 of 2017
Present:-
Ms Ramandeep Kaur, Complaintant, in person.



Shri Bharat Bhushan, G.M, on behalf of Respondent-PIO



Shri Sukhwinder Singh, Senior Assistant o/o DPI, Punjab, Chandigarh.

O R D E R


Both the complaint cases are filed by the complainant-Ms Ramandeep Kaur and the information sought in both the RTI Applications are the same. Both these complaint cases are decided with this single order, a copy of the order will be placed on each file. 

2

Shri Bharat Bhushan, GM appeared on behalf of Appeejay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar has come present before the Commission and he submitted some order of Hon'ble High Court and orders of the said information with regard to the RTI application filed by the complainant. 

3

Shri Bharat Bhushan, G M appearing on behalf of Respondent/PIO raised  point before the Commission that the Appjay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar is not  a Public Authofrity as defined under Section 2(H) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and further argued that the Authority is not a Public Authority so, the information has not been provided to the appellant. 

4

In the light of the submissions, he submitted some papers including orders of the Hon'ble High Court vide which they challenged the order passed by the Commission. The Commission held in some cases that Apeejay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar is a Public Authority. The impugned order passed by the State Information Commissioner was dated 26.02.2010 which was challenged in the Hon'ble High Court vide CWP No. 5363 of 2010 and Hon'ble Justice Mehinder Singh Sular, Punjab and Haryana High Court, vide order dated March 25,2010 stayed the operation of the impugned order passed  by the Commission and on 17.03.2010 admitted the Civil Writ Petition for regular hearing which is still pending before the Hon'ble High Court.  The Respondent/PIO has filed another Civil  Writ Petition bearing No. 7685 of 2010 which is also pending before the Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana and in both the Civil Writ Petitions, the Hon'ble High Court stayed the operation of the impugned orders passed by the State Information Commission. Both these Civil Writ Petitions are still pending before the Hon'ble High Court and the said orders are also in obeyance and in continuance. Shri Bharat Bhushan, GM appearing on behalf of the Respondent/PIO has submitted that the letter dated 20.03.2017 by his handwriting in which he stated that these Civil Writ Petitions are still pending as the said orders passed is in operation. 

5

The State Information Commission, Punjab has decided some cases in the light of the above mentioned High Court orders i.e. complaint case No. 2214 of 2015 decided by Shri Parveen Kumar, the then State Information Commissioner and complaint case No. 2215 of 2015 decided on 3.2.2016 by Mr. Parveen Kumar, the then State Information Commissioner and complaint case No. 2216 of 2015 which was also decided on 3.2.2016 passed by Mr Parveen Kumar, the then State Information Commissioner, Punjab, and another case was decided  by the Chief State Information Commissioer, Punjab on 31.3.2016. The complaint case No. 1626 of 2015 with reference to Civil Writ Petition no. 5363 of 2010 and CWP No. 7685 of 2010. Another complaint case no. 2638 of 2015 was decided on June 07, 2016 by Shri N.S.Brar, State Information Commissioner, Punjab. These all complaint cases were decided by Hon'ble State Information Commissioner in the light of the above Civil Writ Petitions and the complaint cases were disposed of and closed. 

6

I have gone through the RTI application and the orders of the Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana and the above mentioned orders passed by the State Information Commissioner in each complaint case. All the above mentioned complaint cases are disposed of in the light of the Civil Writ Petitions of 5363 of 2010 and CWP No. 7685 of 2010 as these Civil Writ Petitions are still pending for adjudication before the Hon'ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana, so the present complaint cases No. 119 and 120 of 2017 titled Ms Ramandeep Kaur Vs PIO o/o Apeejay College of Fine Arts, Jalandhar are disposed of and closed. 

7

However, the complainant shall be at liberty to file fresh RTI application, if she so desires in accordance with the verdict of the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. in CWP No. v5363 of 2010, if the Hon'ble HIgh Court hold the respondent as a Public Authority. In the instant case, the complaint cases are hereby decided and disposed of. 



Copy of the order be sent to the parties. Announced. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (Avtar Singh Kaler)

Dated: 20.03.2017.


  
    State Information Commissioner, Punjab.
