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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.Sukhwinder Kaur w/o Shri Paramjit Singh,

r/o VPO Dolonangal, Tehsil Baba Bakala,

District Amritsar.





      -------------Complainant..





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commandant, 5th IRB,

Amritsar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1463   of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Ms. Nirmala Devi, DSP on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.

2.

The plea of the respondent is that the information being asked relates to an employee of I.R. Bn., which is an organization exempted from the operation of the Right to Information Act, 2005 under Section 24. 
3.

I accept the version of the respondent and close the case filed in the Commission on 9.4.2013.

      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab


Subsequent to the hearing of the case through Video Conference, Smt. Sukhwinder Kaur, complainant has appeared in person at Chandigarh and pleaded that there is a public cause involved in disclosure of the information and human rights of the complainant are involved.  Her plea is that Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur daughter of Shri Makhan Singh is married to Shri Paramjit Singh, who is already married to the present information-seeker and thus he has committed a legal offence of bigamy.  It is further pleaded that service record of Smt. Kanwaljit Kaur would reflect that she is married to Shri Paramjit Singh s/o Shri Jagtar Singh and that the disclosure of this information will bring out human rights violation of the present complainant.  It is further averred that Mrs. Kamaljit Kaur has children  from second marriage with Shri Paramjit Singh.
2.

This is a third party information. Even if it is conceded that it involves human rights  of the complainant and therefore, is not exempted from disclosure, proper procedure of Section 11 of the RTI Act will have to be observed before any order is passed.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to follow the procedure under Section 11 of the RTI Act and thereafter pass a speaking order in the matter within a period of one month from today.  The complainant will be free to approach the Commission afresh, if she is aggrieved by the order of the respondent.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulshan Rai Sanger,

Mohalla Vaid Hem Raj,

Nawan Shahar.





      -------------Complainant..





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Guru Nanak Dev University,

Amritsar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1466     of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar Misra, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent without intimation.  The respondent has sent a written reply furnishing a copy of its letter No.662/R dated 8.2.2013 addressed to Shri Gulshan Rai Sanger, complainant vide which the  requisite information was furnished to him.  The plea of the respondent is that Shri Gulshan Rai Sanger in the meantime has filed complaint with the Commission, but there is no merit in it. Since the complainant is absent today without intimation, to give him one opportunity to file his rejoinder/reply, the case is adjourned to 31.5.2013.
2. 

This case will be heard further on 31.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab

Subsequent to the hearing of the case, Shri  Gullshan Rai Sanger has appeared in person at Chandigarh.  He says that incomplete information has been provided by the respondent-University.  He has specifically asked for provisions for grant of earned leave in Ordinance No.25 of the University Calendar, 1992 (Volume-III).  His version is that in this University’s Ordinance, there is a clause entitling or not entitling earned leave.  He is seeking confirmation from the University with a copy of that calendar, which has not been provided.  Secondly, his query is that under the above referred Ordinance under Section 18, there was a provision for promotion from the post of Clerk to Superintendent.  The information-seeker wants to obtain a copy of the relevant calendar.

2. 

This case will be heard on 31.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Subhash Chander,

C-2277, Ranjjit Avenue, 

Amritsar.






      -------------Complainant..





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1503     of 2013

Present:-
Shri Subhash Chander complainant.


Shri S.K. Sharma, advocate on behalf of the respondent at Chandigarh.

ORDER



The complainant submits that he has received a reply from the Assistant Town Planner-cum-deemed Public Information Officer o/o the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  Incomplete information has been furnished.  His plea is that an eight storied building is being constructed in violation of the existing rules and norms or the required approvals regarding safety certification, No-objection certificate  from Air Traffic Control and other relevant approvals.
2.

The respondent-Municipal Corporation, Amritsar has sent a written submission stating that they have responded to the information-seeker by speed-post.  However, copy the reply sent to the complainant has not been placed on record.

3.

The information being sought is a third party information.  The respondent who has appeared at Chandigarh submits that they have already furnished the information on two earlier occasions.  The complainant says that the information is still deficient and does not answer his queries.

4.

The respondent has not placed on record, copies of the information furnished to the complainant and therefore this Commission cannot come to any conclusion as to who is speaking the truth.  The respondent is, therefore, directed to place on record point-wise reply with relevant documents submitted to the complainant before the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 10.6.2013.

5. 

This case will be heard further on 10.06.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar, #238,

Basant Avenue,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Green Field,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1226 of 2013

&

Shri Raj Kumar, #238,

Basant Avenue,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Manager,

Markfed, 4-C, Green Field,

Ludhiana. 







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1227  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..

None  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.

2. 

The cases shall be heard on 31.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana. 





      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

FAA-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 728  of 2013

Present:-
Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, advocate on behalf of the appellant.



Shri K.P. Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has written a letter to the appellant inviting him for inspection of the relevant record on the plea that the same is voluminous in nature.

2.

I have heard the parties and gone through the queries.  Most of the queries raised by the information-seeker are specific regarding number of cases/appeals pending, heard or disposed of.  This kind of data should be available with any public authority and cannot be denied.  So far as the right to inspect the record is concerned, this is prerogative of the information-seeker and the respondent cannot insist that the information-seeker may inspect the record.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to give point-wise information on all the eight issues raised by the information-seeker except pertaining to Sr. No.5, where certified copies of all the notices of hearings issued to the applicants in all the cases have been demanded.  This information certainly is voluminous.  After the respondent has supplied information on other eight points, the appellant may either specify the particular cases in which he wants to see, whether notices were served or alternatively inspect the record.

2. 

This case will be heard further on 10.06.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, Plot No.40,

Village Bholapur, P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

FAA-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 739  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Tejinder Singh appellant in person.

Shri Yash Pal Anand, Deputy Controller Finance and Accounts on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent-Shri Yash Pal Anand, Deputy Controller Finance and Accounts has submitted his written submissions.

2.

The information-seeker submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.

3.

I have heard the parties and gone through the record.  In view of the fact that the appellant has expressed his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further,  the appeal filed in the Commission on 19.3.2013 is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Gursimran Kaur,

r/o 4113/2 Jyoti Colony,

Jamalpur Awana,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.

FAA-Additional Deputy Commissioner

(General),  Ludhiana.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 713  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Tejinder Singh on behalf of the appellant.



Ms. Ranjit Kaur, Junior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The representative of the appellant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction. Therefore, he does not want to pursue the matter any further.  In view of this, the case filed in the Commission on 19.3.2013 is closed.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Shri Kashmir Singh

r/o of Village Roopalo, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat,

Village Roopalo, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana. 





    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  1254  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.

2. 

This case will be heard on 31.05.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

S. Jasbir Singh, Village Bholapur,

Jhabewal, P.O. Ramgarh, District Ludhiana.


      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (West),

Ludhiana

The Public Information Officer,

Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 1281  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jasbir Singh complainant in person.



Shri Pardeep Singh Bains, Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



It appears that the information-seeker had filed a first appeal and therefore, he requests that the nomenclature of the case be changed from Complaint  case to Appeal Case.

2.

On the request of the parties, the case is adjourned to 26.6.2013.

3. 

This case will be heard on 26.06.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, 10904,

Basant Road, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana.







      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

FAA-Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







    -------------Respondent.

Appeal Case No. 741   of 2013

Present:
Shri Balbir Aggarwal appellant.



Shri Gurcharan Dass, Senior Assistant  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant has sent a written representation received in the Commission vide diary No.11783 dated 20.5.2013, which is taken on record.
2.

However, at the time of hearing through Video Conference, the appellant confirms that he has received the information to his satisfaction and the present appeal case may be closed.

3.

The respondent also states that they have furnished the information.  Hence, the present appeal case filed in the Commission on 20.3.2013 is closed.

      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sardavinder Goyal, #397,

2nd Floor, Sector 9, Panchkula.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Managing Director, Ferozepur College of 

Engineering and Technology, 19 K.M. Ferozepur-Moga

GT Road, Feroze Shah, District Ferozepur.


    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 342  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant..



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present. 

2. 

This case will be heard further on 10.06.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmesh Singh 

S/o Shri Chet Singh

R/o Vilg: Ahmed Dhandi, 

Tehsil Guru Har Sahai,

Ferozepur







      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block  Development and Panchayat Officer 

Mamdot , District Ferozepur




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  486 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present.

2. 

This case will be heard on 10.06.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhbir Singh Advocate, Chamber Number-34, 

District Court, Ferozepur-152001

M:9914107711






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

Village Panchayat, Jang, Block Mamdhot.

District Ferozepur.

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Mamdot,

District Ferozepur.






    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  151 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sukhbir Singh, Advocate complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present on behalf of the respondent.  The complainant submits that so-far he has not received the copy of the resolution vide which plots of 5 marlas each were allotted.  The respondent is directed to ensure that information is furnished to the complainant before next date of hearing.  Under Section 4(b)(xxiii) particulars of the recipient of concessions, permits or  authorization granted by government cannot be withheld rather these are required to be disclosed suo-moto. The case is adjourned to 10.6.2013.
2. 

This case will be heard further on 10.06.2013 at 10.30 A.M. through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Parbodh Chander Bali,

Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001







----Complainant




Vs

The Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.








-----Respondent

CC No. 1336   of 2013

Present:-
Shri S.M.Bhanot on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant has sent a written submission received in the Commission vide diary No.11688 dated 20.5.2013.  He is today represented by Shri S.M. Bhanot, who submits that only partial information has so far been given.  His plea is as under::-
(i) With regard to Sr. No.1 of his RTI application dated 22.3.2013, information relating to water bills has been withheld on the plea that the period for which information is being asked has not been indicated.  The information-seeker has clarified that all outstanding amounts are always carried forward on year to year basis.  Therefore, information of the outstanding amount due to the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar for water supply up to the year 2013 should be provided to him.
(ii) Secondly, the information-seeker submits that no information has been given regarding queries at Sr. No. 5, 6 and 7 of his RTI application dated 22.3.2013.

2.

None is present on behalf of the respondent-Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to either supply the information or in case they have any objection, to spell out the same with reference to the relevant provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and convey to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up on 11.6.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013






Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gian Singh, #60/2-6,

Anand Nagar-B, Patiala.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Joint Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Welfare of SCs and BCs.,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Chandigarh.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2492 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Mr. Harmesh Lal, Superintentdent, Reservation Branch on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent submits written reply vide his No.321 dated 17.5.2013 enclosing a duly sworn affidavit.  In view of the pleading of the respondent and affidavit placed on record, I accept the plea of the respondent and close the case filed in the Commission on 30.8.2012.
      ( R.I. Singh)

May 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                  




          




Punjab
