STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P/O Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone C, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 939/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Avtar Singh, SDO-cum- APIO & Mr. Parampal Singh, ATP (Zone C) 


on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 

:
27.02.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
06.04.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on two points regarding number of service centers for vehicles and show rooms of new vehicles.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO submitted that the information was provided to the appellant on 06.04.2015 and copy of the same provided during the hearing itself to the satisfaction of the appellant. 



Decision:- 


In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.



Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P/O Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone B, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 940/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. K.P Singh PIO (HQ), Mr. Abdul Sartaj, Supdt (Zone B), Mr. Jarnial 


Singh, SDO B & R, Zone B, Mr. Ranvir Singh, SDO O & M Cell, on behalf 


of the respondents.

RTI application filed 

:
27.02.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
06.04.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks information on implementation of subsection 4(b) of RTI Act of April 2014 and also on 3(3) of the  Punjab Right to Information Rules 2007 for the first half of  April 2014. 

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The PIO Head Quarter Mr. K.P Singh stated that Website of the Municipal Corporation (MC) is being updated to ensure that the information related to section 4(b) is uploaded. The complete updating of the Website would take nearly two months. However, the Commission has already directed the MC to update it at war footing.

                    Also, the PIO submitted the information related to query No 2 – the register as maintained by the MC under subsection 3 of section 3 of Punjab Right to Information Rules- from April 1, 2014 to April 15, 2014. Though the photo-copies of the said register
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Complaint Case no. 940/2015
were supplied but it was not maintained as per the rules. The public authorities are required to maintain the information in 14-column in Form C of 3(3). The PIO HQ assured that the MC would start maintaining the said records as prescribed under rules within a fortnight.

                 The undersigned Commissioner is taking this opportunity to remind the public authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to strictly adhere to the Punjab Right  to Information Rules 2007 while responding to / disposing of  the RTI applications. 

                 Using the powers under sub-section 8(a) of section 19 of the RTI Act, the undersigned Commissioner is directing the public authority not to deviate from the standard practices as prescribed under Punjab Right to Information Rules.   
                Besides maintaining a register in form C in respect of record of requests received from the applicants seeking information under RTI Act ( Sub-rule 3 of Rule 3 ibid) , the public authority is directed to :

1) Acknowledge the receipt of RTI application as required under the rules. The PIO should acknowledge such receipt of RTI requests in form B as prescribed in the rules.
2) The fee, assessed under  rule 4(4), shall be informed to the applicant by the PIO in Form 'D' within a period of ten days from the receipt of application.

3) Intimate rejection i.e. denial of information, in prescribed form E under rule 4(5)meant for the purpose.
4) The amount of fee collected under this rule 4(6) shall be maintained in the Cash register as specified in Form ‘F’.

5) In its notice of hearing, the undersigned commissioner has replaced para 3 with para 3(a) and 3(b). In reply to notice of hearing, all PIOs must comply with this direction. 
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Complaint Case no. 940/2015
                     Though there is no formal prescribed format for responding to the RTI request yet all such responses should have the following ingredients as per the latest draft guidelines issued on March 17, 2015  by DoPT  (Department of Personnel and Training), Ministry of Personnel and Grievances, Pensions. 

  
i)
Name, designation, official telephone number and email address of 



the PIO.

 
ii) 
In case the information is denied,  then detailed reasons for quoting 


the relevant sections of RTI Act should be mentioned besides a 



speaking order of denial.

iii) 
In case, the information pertains to anther public authority and the 


RTI request is transferred u/s 6(3), then details of the public 



authority including his official telephone and address be clearly 


mentioned. 


iv)
In the concluding para of the reply , there should be clearly 




mentioned that the First Appeal, if any, against the reply of  PIO be 



made to the  First Appellate Authority within 30 days of the receipt 



of the response/ reply of the PIO.

v) 
Name, designation, address official phone number and email 



address of the First Appellate authority should be mentioned. 


vi)
Whenever the appellant has requested for certified copies of 




documents/ records, then the documents should carry the signature 


of the public authority above the seal containing name of the officer, 


PIO ( instead of designation) and name of the public authority.

                                                            True Copy of the Record 

                                                            Sd/ 

                                                            Date:

                                                            ( Name of the officer) 

                                                            PIO

                                                            Name of the public authority.
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Complaint Case no. 940/2015


The PIO assured the Commission that all the directions would be adhered to in future.
Decision:- 


In the light of the PIO’s assurance, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 


Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P/O Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone A, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 941/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. K.P Singh PIO (HQ), Mr. Abdul Sartaj, Supdt (Zone B), Mr. Jarnial 


Singh, SDO B & R, Zone B, Mr. Pawan Kumar, APIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, 


SDO (O & M Cell), on behalf of the respondents.

RTI application filed 

:
27.02.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
06.04.2015

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.
Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on implementation of subsection 4(b) of RTI Act of April 2014 and also on 3(3) of the Punjab Right to Information Rules 2007 for the first half of  April 2014.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:- 


The PIO Head Quarter Mr. K.P Singh stated that Website of the Municipal Corporation (MC) is being updated to ensure that the information related to section 4(b) is uploaded. The complete updating of the Website would take nearly two months. However, the Commission has already directed the MC to update it at war footing.

                    Also, the PIO submitted the information related to query No 2 – the register as maintained by the MC under subsection 3 of section 3 of Punjab Right to Information
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Complaint Case no. 941/2015
 Rules- from April 1, 2014 to April 15, 2014. Though the photo-copies of the said register were supplied but it was not maintained as per the rules. The public authorities are required to maintain the information in 14-column in Form C of 3(3). The PIO HQ assured that the MC would start maintaining the said records as prescribed under rules within a fortnight.

                 The undersigned Commissioner is taking this opportunity to remind the public authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to strictly adhere to the Punjab Right  to Information Rules 2007 while responding to / disposing of  the RTI applications. 

                 Using the powers under sub-section 8(a) of section 19 of the RTI Act, the undersigned Commissioner is directing the public authority not to deviate from the standard practices as prescribed under Punjab Right to Information Rules.   

                Besides maintaining a register in form C in respect of record of requests received from the applicants seeking information under RTI Act ( Sub-rule 3 of Rule 3 ibid) , the public authority is directed to :

1) Acknowledge the receipt of RTI application as required under the rules. The PIO should acknowledge such receipt of RTI requests in form B as prescribed in the rules.

2) The fee, assessed under rule 4(4), shall be informed to the applicant by the PIO in Form 'D' within a period of ten days from the receipt of application.

3) Intimate rejection i.e. denial of information, in prescribed form E under rule 4(5) meant for the purpose.

4) The amount of fee collected under this rule 4(6) shall be maintained in the Cash register as specified in Form ‘F’.

5) In its notice of hearing, the undersigned commissioner has replaced para 3 with para 3(a) and 3(b). In reply to notice of hearing, all PIOs must comply with this direction. 

                        Though there is no formal prescribed format for responding to the RTI request yet all such responses should have the following ingredients as per the latest 
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draft guidelines issued on March 17, 2015  by DoPT  (Department of Personnel and Training), Ministry of Personnel and Grievances, Pensions. 





 
i) 
Name, designation, official telephone number and email address of the 


PIO.

 
ii) 
In case the information is denied,  then detailed reasons for quoting the 


relevant sections of RTI Act should be mentioned besides a speaking 


order of denial.


iii) 
In case, the information pertains to anther public authority and the RTI 


request is transferred u/s 6(3), then details of the public authority including 

his official telephone and address be clearly mentioned. 

iv) 
In the concluding para of the reply , there should be clearly mentioned that 

the First Appeal, if any, against the reply of  PIO be made to the  First 


Appellate Authority within 30 days of the receipt of the response/ reply of 


the PIO.


v) 
Name, designation, address official phone number and email address of 


the First Appellate authority should be mentioned. 


vi)
Whenever the appellant has requested for certified copies of documents/ 


records, then the documents should carry the signature of the public 


authority above the seal containing name of the officer, PIO ( instead of 


designation) and name of the public authority.

                                                            True Copy of the Record 

                                                            Sd/ 

                                                            Date:

                                                            ( Name of the officer) 

                                                            PIO

                                                            Name of the public authority.

                             The PIO assured the Commission that all the directions would be adhered to in future.
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Complaint Case no. 941/2015
Decision:- 



In the light of the PIO’s assurance, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 

Decision:- 



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 



Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur, Jhabewal,

P/O Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone D, Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 942/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Rajiv Bhardwaj, PIO (Zone D) for the respondent. 

RTI application filed 

:
27.02.2015

PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
06.04.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.
Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on two points regarding number of service centers for vehicles and show rooms of new vehicles.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The respondent PIO assured to provide the information to the appellant within next ten working days. 



Decision:- 


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 11.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal,

P/o Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana. 
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone C, Ludhiana.  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 969/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. K.P Singh PIO (HQ), Mr. Abdul Sartaj, Supdt (Zone B), Mr. Jarnial 


Singh, SDO B & R, Zone B, Mr. Sanjiv Kumar, Supdt (Zone C), Mr. Ranvir 

Singh, SDO O & M Cell, on behalf of the respondents.

RTI application filed 

:
27.02.2015

PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
08.04.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence  denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on implementation of subsection 4(b) of RTI Act of April 2014 and also on 3(3) of the Punjab Right to Information Rules 2007 for the first half of  April  2014.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:- 


The PIO Head Quarter Mr. K.P Singh stated that Website of the Municipal Corporation (MC) is being updated to ensure that the information related to section 4(b) is uploaded. The complete updating of the Website would take nearly two months. However, the Commission has already directed the MC to update it at war footing.

                    Also, the PIO submitted the information related to query No 2 – the register as maintained by the MC under subsection 3 of section 3 of Punjab Right to Information Rules- from April 1, 2014 to April 15, 2014. Though the photo-copies of the said register were supplied but it was not maintained as per the rules. The public authorities are
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Complaint Case no. 969/2015
 required to maintain the information in 14-column in Form C of 3(3). The PIO HQ assured that the MC would start maintaining the said records as prescribed under rules within a fortnight.

                 The undersigned Commissioner is taking this opportunity to remind the public authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to strictly adhere to the Punjab Right  to Information Rules 2007 while responding to / disposing of  the RTI applications. 

                 Using the powers under sub-section 8(a) of section 19 of the RTI Act, the undersigned Commissioner is directing the public authority not to deviate from the standard practices as prescribed under Punjab Right to Information Rules.   

                Besides maintaining a register in form C in respect of record of requests received from the applicants seeking information under RTI Act ( Sub-rule 3 of Rule 3 ibid) , the public authority is directed to : 
1) Acknowledge the receipt of RTI application as required under the rules. The PIO should acknowledge such receipt of RTI requests in form B as prescribed in the rules.

2) The fee, assessed under rule 4(4), shall be informed to the applicant by the PIO in Form 'D' within a period of ten days from the receipt of application.

3) Intimate rejection i.e. denial of information, in prescribed form E under rule 4(5) meant for the purpose.

4) The amount of fee collected under this rule 4(6) shall be maintained in the Cash register as specified in Form ‘F’.

5) In its notice of hearing, the undersigned commissioner has replaced para 3 with para 3(a) and 3(b). In reply to notice of hearing, all PIOs must comply with this direction. 

                        Though there is no formal prescribed format for responding to the RTI request yet all such responses should have the following ingredients as per the latest 
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Complaint Case no. 969/2015
draft guidelines issued on March 17, 2015  by DoPT  (Department of Personnel and Training), Ministry of Personnel and Grievances, Pensions. 





 
i) 
Name, designation, official telephone number and email address of the 


PIO.

 
ii) 
In case the information is denied,  then detailed reasons for quoting the 


relevant sections of RTI Act should be mentioned besides a speaking 


order of denial.


iii) 
In case, the information pertains to anther public authority and the RTI 


request is transferred u/s 6(3), then details of the public authority including 

his official telephone and address be clearly mentioned. 

iv) 
In the concluding para of the reply , there should be clearly mentioned that 

the First Appeal, if any, against the reply of  PIO be made to the  First 


Appellate Authority within 30 days of the receipt of the response/ reply of 


the PIO.


v) 
Name, designation, address official phone number and email address of 


the First Appellate authority should be mentioned. 


vi)
Whenever the appellant has requested for certified copies of documents/ 


records, then the documents should carry the signature of the public 


authority above the seal containing name of the officer, PIO ( instead of 


designation) and name of the public authority.

                                                            True Copy of the Record 

                                                            Sd/ 

                                                            Date:

                                                            ( Name of the officer) 

                                                            PIO

                                                            Name of the public authority.

                             The PIO assured the Commission that all the directions would be adhered to in future.
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Complaint Case no. 969/2015
Decision:- 



In the light of the PIO’s assurance, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 

Decision:- 



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 



Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal,

P/o Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana. 
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone D, Ludhiana.  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 970/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. K.P Singh PIO (HQ), Mr. Abdul Sartaj, Supdt (Zone B), Mr. Jarnial 


Singh, SDO B & R, Zone B, Mr. Ranvir Singh, SDO O & M Cell, on behalf 


of the respondents.

RTI application filed 

:
27.01.2014
PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
08.04.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on implementation of subsection 4(b) of RTI Act of April 2014 and also on 3(3) of the Punjab Right to Information Rules 2007 for the first half of April 2014.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:- 


The PIO Head Quarter Mr. K.P Singh stated that Website of the Municipal Corporation (MC) is being updated to ensure that the information related to section 4(b) is uploaded. The complete updating of the Website would take nearly two months. However, the Commission has already directed the MC to update it at war footing.

                    Also, the PIO submitted the information related to query No 2 – the register as maintained by the MC under subsection 3 of section 3 of Punjab Right to Information Rules- from April 1, 2014 to April 15, 2014. Though the photo-copies of the said register were supplied but it was not maintained as per the rules. The public authorities are
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 required to maintain the information in 14-column in Form C of 3(3). The PIO HQ assured that the MC would start maintaining the said records as prescribed under rules within a fortnight.

                 The undersigned Commissioner is taking this opportunity to remind the public authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to strictly adhere to the Punjab Right  to Information Rules 2007 while responding to / disposing of  the RTI applications. 

                 Using the powers under sub-section 8(a) of section 19 of the RTI Act, the undersigned Commissioner is directing the public authority not to deviate from the standard practices as prescribed under Punjab Right to Information Rules.   

                Besides maintaining a register in form C in respect of record of requests received from the applicants seeking information under RTI Act ( Sub-rule 3 of Rule 3 ibid) , the public authority is directed to : 
1) Acknowledge the receipt of RTI application as required under the rules. The PIO should acknowledge such receipt of RTI requests in form B as prescribed in the rules.

2) The fee, assessed under rule 4(4), shall be informed to the applicant by the PIO in Form 'D' within a period of ten days from the receipt of application.

3) Intimate rejection i.e. denial of information, in prescribed form E under rule 4(5) meant for the purpose.

4) The amount of fee collected under this rule 4(6) shall be maintained in the Cash register as specified in Form ‘F’.

5) In its notice of hearing, the undersigned commissioner has replaced para 3 with para 3(a) and 3(b). In reply to notice of hearing, all PIOs must comply with this direction. 

                        Though there is no formal prescribed format for responding to the RTI request yet all such responses should have the following ingredients as per the latest 
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draft guidelines issued on March 17, 2015  by DoPT  (Department of Personnel and Training), Ministry of Personnel and Grievances, Pensions. 





 
i) 
Name, designation, official telephone number and email address of the 


PIO.

 
ii) 
In case the information is denied,  then detailed reasons for quoting the 


relevant sections of RTI Act should be mentioned besides a speaking 


order of denial.


iii) 
In case, the information pertains to anther public authority and the RTI 


request is transferred u/s 6(3), then details of the public authority including 

his official telephone and address be clearly mentioned. 

iv) 
In the concluding para of the reply , there should be clearly mentioned that 

the First Appeal, if any, against the reply of  PIO be made to the  First 


Appellate Authority within 30 days of the receipt of the response/ reply of 


the PIO.


v) 
Name, designation, address official phone number and email address of 


the First Appellate authority should be mentioned. 


vi)
Whenever the appellant has requested for certified copies of documents/ 


records, then the documents should carry the signature of the public 


authority above the seal containing name of the officer, PIO ( instead of 


designation) and name of the public authority.

                                                            True Copy of the Record 

                                                            Sd/ 

                                                            Date:

                                                            ( Name of the officer) 

                                                            PIO

                                                            Name of the public authority.

                             The PIO assured the Commission that all the directions would be adhered to in future.
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Complaint Case no. 970/2015
Decision:- 



In the light of the PIO’s assurance, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 

Decision:- 



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 



Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
CC:









(Regd.)


Mr. G.K Singh

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal,

P/o Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana. 
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone A, Ludhiana.  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 971/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. K.P Singh PIO (HQ), Mr. Abdul Sartaj, Supdt (Zone B), Mr. Jarnial 


Singh, SDO B & R, Zone B, Mr. Ranvir Singh, SDO O & M Cell, on behalf 


of the respondents.

RTI application filed 

:
27.02.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
08.04.2015

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information on two points regarding number of service centers for vehicles and show rooms of new vehicles.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO assured to provide the information to the appellant within next seven working days.
Decision:- 


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 11.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur Jhabewal,

P/o Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana. 
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Zonal Commissioner,

Zone B, Ludhiana.  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 972/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Jasbir Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Ranvir Singh, SDO (O & M, Cell) on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 

:
27.02.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
08.04.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information. 

Information  sought:- 

 

Seeks information on two points regarding number of service centers for vehicles and show rooms of new vehicles.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO assured to provide the information to the appellant within next seven working days.
Decision:- 


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 11.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gurmeet Singh,

S/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

H. No. 13 Majitha Road, Sandhu Colony,

Near Sohan Property Dealer,

TUNG PAI, Amritsar-1, Amritsar.
 




   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police (Urban),

Amritsar.
  






…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 967/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Gurmeet Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, SHO (Sadar) & Mr. Surinder Singh, Dealing Hand on 


behalf of the respondent.



The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been provided to the complainant. The complainant conceded that he had got the all information except a copy of FIR related to an incident of 01.07.2013. The representative of the PIO assured to provide the same within next five working days. If complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he is at liberty to approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of .  
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
 






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 176/2015

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



Both the parties are absent. The appellant was not expected as the information has already been supplied to his satisfaction. The respondent PIO Mr. Jasdev Singh Sekhon had already been is directed to file an additional affidavit before the next date of hearing explaining the inordinate delay in furnishing of information. 



The case is adjourned to 05.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Bharat Bhushan,

S/o Sh. Hari Ram,

H. No. 796/2, Gaushala Road,

Chownk Gaughat, Ludhiana.



 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
  






…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 608/2015

ORDER
Present:
None for the parties.



Both the parties are absent. The respondent PIO Mr. Vijay Kumar, ATP Zone A is directed to provide the information to the appellant before the next date of hearing.  Also, the award of compensation of Rs.2000 ordered on 25.03.2015 is awaited. The award is to be paid out from the account of public authority i.e Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana before the next date of hearing. In no case, it is to be deducted from the salary of the PIO or directly to be paid cash or otherwise by the PIO or APIO.  


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 05.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sewa Singh,

Shiv Mandir Dharmshala,

E.W.S Colony, Tajpur Road,

Ludhiana.


 



 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.


 




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 858/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sewa Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Ajay Mohan, Head Draftsman on behalf of the respondent.



During the last hearing, the respondent PIO was directed to be present today i.e. at the next date of hearing i.e. 21.05.2015. But he preferred not to turn up. Also, he had not sought any exemption from personal appearance. Instead, he deputed a junior level officer who was not well conversant with the fact of the case. 
                     The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO.


The  respondent – PIO Mr. Vijay Kumar, ATP o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.,    is   hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is actually  furnished.  



The PIO-respondent is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply 
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Appeal Case no. 858/2015
and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.


For further proceeding, the case is adjourned to 11.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gulshan Kumar,

H. No. 167-B, Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana.  
 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 838/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Gulshan Kumar, appellant in person.



Mrs. Kamaljit Kaur, MTP & Mr. Parampal Singh, ATP (Zone C) on behalf 


of the respondent. 



The respondent Mrs. Kamaljit Kaur provided the entire information to the appellant except the information related to Zone D. The PIO Zone D Mrs. Monika Anand is directed to be present at the next date of hearing along with record. 



In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 05.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 

Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Gulshan Kumar,

H. No. 167-B, Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana.  
 


 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 


 




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 837/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Gulshan Kumar, appellant in person.



Mrs. Kamaljit Singh, MTP & Mr. Parampal Singh, ATP (Zone C) on behalf 


of the respondent.  



The respondent Mrs. Kamaljit Kaur provided the information during the hearing itself to the satisfaction of the appellant. The appellant is advised to peruse the information, point out deficiencies, if any, within three working days.  Also, the award of compensation of Rs.500 ordered on 20.04.2015 is awaited. The award is to be  paid out of the account of public authority i.e Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana before the next date of hearing. In no case, the award  is to be deducted from the salary of the PIO or directly to be paid in cash or otherwise by the PIO or APIO. 


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 05.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH,

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ajay Gupta

S/o Sh. Rakesh Kumar,

H. No. 307 – C,

Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana








..…Appellant

Vs


1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce,

L. A. C. Wing, Udyog Bhawan, 

Sector 17,Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The  Joint Director (Credit),

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce,, 

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

    
       
   
     


…Respondent

Appeal  Case No.  3650 of 2014

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Rakesh Gupta, for the appellant.



Mrs. Alka, Superintendent & Mr. Ravinder Singh, Superintendent on 


behalf of the respondent.



During the last hearing, the PIO has submitted that he had urged the Revenue Official i.e. Tehsildar Ludhiana (South) to send the requisite record but he had not complied with the orders. Consequently, the Commission had directed the  Tehsildar to be present in the Commission today i.e. at next date of hearing  21.05.2015.
                     Today, in defiance to the Commission’s orders, the PIO has failed to  turn up and preferred to abstain and that too  without any intimation..   



Since the Tehsildar, Ludhiana (South) Mr. G.S Benipal has preferred to abstain today despite the clear cut direction by the Commission, the Commission takes a serious note of it and  deems it fit to issue bailable warrants against him who is currently  Tehsildar in o/o Tehsildar (South), Ludhiana in exercise of powers conferred 
Contd…2/-
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Appeal  Case No.  3650 of 2014

under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code with the direction that the said PIO shall produce the relevant record relating to the complainant’s RTI application on the next date of hearing. A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana to serve the enclosed bailable warrants dated 21.01.2015 on Mr. G.S Benipal, Tehsildar, Ludhiana  and the Commissioner of Police will ensure her presence before the Commission on the next date of hearing  i.e. 17.06.2015.
 
 
The case is adjourned to 17.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
Cc: 

Commissioner of Police, 




(By Name)

Ludhiana. 
BAILABLE  WARRANT  OF  PRODUCTION

BEFORE  MR. SURINDER AWASTHI,  STATE

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER,  PUNJAB

AT  CHANDIGARH.

Ajay Gupta

S/o Sh. Rakesh Kumar,

H. No. 307 – C,

Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana








..…Appellant

Vs


1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce,

L. A. C. Wing, Udyog Bhawan, 

Sector 17,Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The  Joint Director (Credit),

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce, 

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

    
       
   
     


…Respondent

Appeal  Case No.  3650 of 2014

UNDER  SECTION 18 (3)  OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.
 NEXT  DATE  OF  HEARING  17.06.2015

To



The Commissioner of Police, 



Ludhiana. 



Whereas Mr. G.S Benipal, Tehsildar, o/o Tehsilar (South), Ludhiana has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission despite the issuance of notices in the above-mentioned appeal case. Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on Mr. G.S Benipal, Tehsildar to appear  before this Bench  of the State  Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 17.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M. to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the above-mentioned   appeal  case.

Dated, this 06th  day of January, 2015  


 






Sd/-








    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


  
     
           

State Information Commissioner. Pb.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH,
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Anoop Jain

S/o Sh. S. K. Jain,

H. No. 145, Street – 2,

New Deep Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana






..…Appellant

Vs


1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce,

L. A. C. Wing, Udyog Bhawan, 

Sector 17,Chandigarh.

2. 
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The  Joint Director (Credit),

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh


       
   
     


…Respondent
Appeal  Case No.  3651 of 2014
ORDER

Present:
Mr. Rakesh Gupta, for the appellant.



Mrs. Alka, Superintendent & Mr. Ravinder Singh, Superintendent on 


behalf of the respondent.



During the last hearing, the PIO submitted that in the similar case AC 3650/14 that he had urged the Revenue Official i.e. Tehsildar Ludhiana (South) to send the requisite record but he had refused same. Consequently, the Commission had directed the Tehsildar to be present in the Commission today i.e at next date of hearing  21.05.2015. 
                    Since the Tehsildar, Ludhiana (South) Mr. G.S Benipal has preferred to abstain today despite the clear cut direction by the Commission, the Commission takes a serious note of it and  deems it fit to issue bailable warrants against him who is currently  Tehsildar in o/o Tehsildar (South), in exercise of powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code with the direction that the said PIO shall produce the relevant 
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Appeal  Case No.  3651 of 2014
Record relating to the complainant’s RTI application on the next date of hearing. A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana to serve the enclosed bailable warrants dated 21.01.2015 on Mr. G.S Benipal, Tehsildar, Ludhiana  and the Commissioner of Police will ensure her presence before the Commission on the next date of hearing  i.e. 17.06.2015.           
 
 
The case is adjourned to 17.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
Cc: 

Commissioner of Police, 




(By Name)

Ludhiana. 
BAILABLE  WARRANT  OF  PRODUCTION

BEFORE  MR. SURINDER AWASTHI,  STATE

INFORMATION COMMISSIONER,  PUNJAB

AT  CHANDIGARH.

Ajay Gupta

S/o Sh. Rakesh Kumar,

H. No. 307 – C,

Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana








..…Appellant

Vs


1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce,

L. A. C. Wing, Udyog Bhawan, 

Sector 17,Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The  Joint Director (Credit),

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce, 

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

    
       
   
     


…Respondent

Appeal  Case No.  3651 of 2014

UNDER  SECTION 18 (3)  OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.
 NEXT  DATE  OF  HEARING  17.06.2015

To



The Commissioner of Police, 



Ludhiana. 



Whereas Mr. G.S Benipal, Tehsildar, o/o Tehsilar (South), Ludhiana has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission despite the issuance of notices in the above-mentioned appeal case. Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on Mr. G.S Benipal, Tehsildar to appear  before this Bench  of the State  Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 17.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M. to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the above-mentioned   appeal  case.

Dated, this 06th  day of January, 2015  


 






Sd/-








    (Surinder Awasthi)
  


  
     
           

State Information Commissioner. Pb.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Naresh Kumar Gupta,

H. No. 162, Jaitoo, Ward No. 12,

Jaitoo – 1, Tehsil – Jaitoo,

District – Faridkot.

 


   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District & Session Judge,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District & Session Judge,

Faridkot. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3000/14

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Naresh Kumar Gupta, appellant in person.



Mr. B.D Rishi, Superintendent-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.



Both the parties were present. The arguments were heard and the decision on same is reserved. 


Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase – 3B-1, SAS Nagar.




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division, PWD (B & R),

Ferozepur. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle, PWD (B & R),

 Ferozepur. 







…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1091/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Angrej Singh, XEN-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondent.



The respondent PIO assured to provide the information to the appellant at the next date of hearing.



In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 04.06.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Phase 3 B-1, SAS Nagar,.




 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works, Public Works Department,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Central Works, Public Works Department,

Ferozepur.
 

 



…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1094/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Sanjiv Kumar, Assistant Engg., on behalf of the respondent.



The appellant conceded that he had got the information and made a written submission that the case be close.



In the light of above, the case is closed and disposed of.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 21.05.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
