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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg s/o Shri Om Parkash Garg,

#B-1/473-A, Opp. Bombay Police,

Jakhal Road, Sjunam, District Sangrur-148028.


……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Council, Sunam-148028.

The First Appellate Authority

o/o the Municipal Council, Sunam-148028.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Govt. Department., Punjab,

SCO No.131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Punjab Urban Development Authority,

PUDA Office Complex, Phas-2, Urban Estate,

Patiala.




 

……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No.119/2013

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Garg, appellant in person.

Shri  Rranbir Singh, Executive Officer-cum- PIO, Municipal Council, Sunam alongwith Shri Mukesh Garg, Vigilance Officer o/o the Chief Vigilance Office , Department of Local Government, Punjab, Shri Rajinder Singh, Section Officer and Shri Mohan Pal, Superintendent  o/o the Patiala Development   Authority, Patiala on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant   submits that conflicting information has been given by the PIO/Municipal Council, Sunam and PIO/Chief Vigilance Officer, Department of Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.  Therefore, the appellant requests to allow him inspection of record including log book of the vehicle pertaining to his queries at Sr. No.1 of his application dated 6.7.2012.  The respondents are directed to allow inspection of the concerned record.
2.

The appellant has also placed on record, a copy of order passed by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court  in  AIR 2008 P H 126 and pleads that under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 penalty be imposed on PIOs of Municipal Committee, Sunam and PIO o/o Chief Vigilance Officer, Department of Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The concerned PIOs shall file their replies on this issue before the next date of hearing.
3.

To come up on 20.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
4.

Presence of Patiala Development Authorities’ official is exempted from further appearance in this case.

( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg s/o Shri Om Parkash Garg,

#B-1/473-A, Opp. Bombay Police,

Jakhal Road, Sjunam, District Sangrur-148028.


……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

Chandigarh.






……………....Respondents

Appeal Case No.1095/2013

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Garg, appellant in person.

Shri  R.K.Malik, PIO alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, RTI Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Heard the parties.   

2.

The case is adjourned to 20.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg s/o Shri Om Parkash Garg,

#B-1/473-A, Opp. Bombay Police,

Jakhal Road, Sjunam, District Sangrur-148028.


……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer

o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

Chandigarh.





 
……………....Respondents
Appeal Case No.2139/2013

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Garg, appellant in person.
Shri  R.K.Malik, PIO alongwith Shri Charanjit Singh, RTI Assistant on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



Appeal Case No.2139/2013 relates to queries regarding the respondent-public authority and there is reference at Sr. No.1 to my name as the then Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab.  Hence, I would not like to deal with the present case, which may be sent to the Registry for transfer to another Bench.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Lal

s/o Shri Kasturi Lal

r/o 78/9, Main Bazar,

Katra Khazana, Amritsar.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Town Hall, Amritsar.





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

Complaint Case No. 2902 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sukhchain Lal complainant in person.

Shri S.K. Mohindroo, PIO alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Counsel for the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar- Shri S.K. Sharma has raised a preliminary objection that Shri P.C. Bali, who has made appearance on behalf of Shri Sukhchain Lal, cannot appear before the Commission because he is not a registered advocate nor has he produced any authority letter from Shri Sukhchain Lal authorizing him to represent the complainant.  His plea is that under the Advocate Act only a registered advocate can represent a client and Shri Bali is not a registered advocate.
2.

On this limited issue parties may file their written submissions and their arguments will be heard on 10.1.2014 at 1.00 P.M.
         ( Narinderjit Singh)

(Chander Parkash)

    
( R.I. Singh) 

State Information Commissioner
       State Information Commissioner     Chief Information Commissioner
                        
   Punjab


      Punjab
   
      
    
  Punjab



           
November 21, 2013.     

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16,Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







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

Complaint Case No. 3721 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali complainant in person.
Shri Vishal Wadhawan, Superintendent office of the Estates Officer alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



The respondent is directed to file a pointwise written reply on all the eight issues raised by the complainant vide his RTI application dated 17.8.2012.
2.

To come up on 10.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16,Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







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

Complaint Case No. 3723 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali complainant in person.
Shri Gurcharan Singh, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has not filed any written reply.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to file a pointwise written reply on all the issues raised by the complainant vide his RTI application dated 17.8.2012.

2.

To come up on 10.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16,Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







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

Complaint Case No. 3724 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali complainant in person.

Shri Vishal Wadhawan, Superintendent office of the Estates Officer alongwith Shri Naresh Kumar, SDO and Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent information to the complainant vide their No.48 dated 30.11.2013, a copy of which has also been placed on record of the case file.  To enable the complainant to file his objections/if any, the case is adjourned to 10.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16,Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.







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

Complaint Case No. 3725 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali complainant in person.

Shri Sandeep Jain, Clerk  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has furnished a written reply vide his No.44 dated 20.11.2013.  The complainant is satisfied with the same.  Hence, the complaint case filed in the Commission on 15.11.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16,Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.







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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







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

Complaint Case No. 3326 of 2013
Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali complainant in person.
Shri S.K. Mohindroo, PIO alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted its written reply with a copy to the complainant who may file his rejoinder, if any. In the meantime, the information-seeker may point out if there are any deficiencies in the information  and directly convey to the respondent-Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.

To come up on 7.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Naka No.7, Shri Darbar Sahib,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.







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

Complaint Case No. 3830 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Subhash Chander Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a written submission received in the Commission vide diary No.26132 dated 17.11.2013 that information has been furnished and that the complaint should be closed.  Since the complainant is absent without intimation, to give him an opportunity to file his rejoinder, if any, the case is adjourned to 29.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
2.

On the request of the respondent, their presence is exempted on the next date of hearing.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Naka No.7, Shri Darbar Sahib,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.






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

Complaint Case No. 3829 of 2013

Present;-
None on behalf  the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a written submission to give another opportunity to the parties.  The case is adjourned to 29.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaskaran Singh

s/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

#106, Naka No.7, Shri Darbar Sahib,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Fazilika.







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

Complaint Case No. 3834 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Vikrant Khurana, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has sent a written reply pleading that information could not be given, since the complainant has not specified the name of village or Tehsil.  He undertakes to furnish the information provided the complainant specifies the name of the village., the case is adjourned to 29.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
2.

On the request of the respondent, their presence is exempted on the next date of hearing.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh Kali

s/o Shri Karnail Singh,

Ward No.1, Tehsil Payal,

District  Ludhiana.





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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Departments of Home Affairs and Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



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

Complaint Case No. 3877     of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Ms. Veena Kumar, Superintendent (Home-IV) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide No.26453/1 dated 21.11.2013.  The complainant is absent without intimation. The case is adjourned to 29.11.2013 at 11.00 A.M.  with the directions that the appellant may file his rejoinder, if any.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhchain Lal s/o Shri Kasturi Lal,

r/o 78/9, Main Bazar, Katra Khajana,

Amritsar.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







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

Complaint Case No. 2521 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Sukhchain Lal alongwith Shri P.C.Bali on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Surinder Mohindroo, PIO alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Parties were heard on 6.11.2013.  The pleadings of the respondent is that under the Right to Information Act, 2005 or in any other law, there is no provision to permit  an ordinary citizen, who is not registered as an advocate to plead on behalf of the information-seeker in proceedings before the State Information Commission.
2.

Briefly the facts are that Shri Sukhchain Lal has filed the present complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act before the Commission on 9.7.2013.  One-Shri P.C.Bali has appeared on behalf of the complainant in proceedings before the Commission.  Shri Sukhchain Lal has given in writing an authority letter authorizing Shri P.C.Bali to represent him in complaint case No.2521/2013.  Representation of the complainant by Shri P.C.Bali, however, was objected to by Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent-Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  His plea is that only an authorized advocate duly registered under law, as such can represent a party in Court proceedings including before the State Information Commission.
3.

Right to Information Act, 2005 is a right based enactment and welfare legislation.  It imposes duties on the public authorities to even suo-motto disclose the information.  A duty is caused on Public Information Officer under Section 6(1) of the RTI Act to render all reasonable assistance to the person making a request orally to reduce the same in writing.  The objective is to facilitate access to information.
4.

There is no provision in law which prohibits an information-seeker from being represented by an authorized person.  Hon’ble Supreme Court in REVIEW PETITION [C] No.2309 OF 2012 in WRIT PETITION [C] NO.210 OF 2012, Union of India Versus Namit Sharma with REVIEW PETITION [C] No.2675 OF 2012 in WRIT PETITION [C] NO.210 OF 2012 State of Rajasthan & Anr.Versus Namit Sharma has held that Information Commission are administrative tribunals.  Therefore, I see no ground to debar a non-advocate to appear in the Commission as authorized representative of an information-seeker.  The proceedings in the case shall proceed further.
5.

To come up on 7.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.

( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

#16, Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.






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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar




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

Appeal Case No. 2807 of 2013

Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali complainant.

Shri S.K. Mohindroo, PIO alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The respondent has filed their written submissions from the 
PIO-Shri S.K. Mohindroo with a copy to the appellant, who may file his replication, if any.  The PIO has also replied to the Show Cause Notice given to him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  
2.

To come up on 7.1.2014 at 11.00 A.M.


( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar, #321 B-III,

Near Gaushalla, Sodiyan Wali Gali, Fazilka-152123

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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer-cum-

Chief Administrator 

o/o the Chief Engineer (HRD), 

PSTCL (Head Office), 

Shakti Sadan, Patiala.




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

Complaint Case No.  310 of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None is present,though the complainant has sent a written submission that he has still not received the information. ,The case is adjourned to 20.12.2013.

2.

To come up on 20.12.2013  at 11.00 A.M.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj

s/o Late Shri Shiv Kumar,

#490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh-160062.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Superintendent of Police,

Sub Division, Banga, 
SBS Nagar-144514.






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

Complaint Case No. 3036  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj complainant in person.



Shri Ramji Dass, SHO Behram on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The complainant submits that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the complaint filed in the Commission on 19.8.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj

s/o Late Shri Shiv Kumar,

#490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh-160062.




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





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o District and Sessions Judge,

SBS Nagar-144514.






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

Complaint Case No. 3359  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj complainant in person.



Shri Sandeep Singh, GPF Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply vide his No.12 dated 20.11.2013.  The complainant states that he has received the information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further.  Hence, the complaint case filed in the Commission on 17.9.2013 is closed.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Raj Kumar S/o Shri Gopi Ram, 

S/o Shri HarLal, R/o Village Azimgarh , 

Tehsil Abohar Dist- Fazilka-152116. 


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





Vs. 

Public Information Officer, 

o/o Tehsildar, Abohar -152116 

Dist Fazilka

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner Fazilka -152123

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

Appeal Case No.2063  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Jaspal Singh Brar, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent had appeared and pleaded that present appellant is filing number of cases seeking the same information, which has been provided to him on the earlier occasions.  Since the appellant was absent on the last date of hearing, the case was adjourned to 21.11.2013 to enable him to file his rejoinder, if any.  However, the appellant is absent today without intimation and not filed any rejoinder/objections.  Another case seeking similar information is pending vide No.AC-1466/2013 before the Ld. State Information Commissioner-Shri Narinderjit Singh.  No purpose would be served by entertaining two appeals on similar issues, particularly,  when the appellant has abstained on two consecutive dates.  Hence, I close the case filed in the Commission on 19.9.2013.
( R.I. Singh)



November 21, 2013





Chief Information Commissioner
                        





   
          


Punjab

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jiwan Garg

s/o Shri Om Parkash,

#B-1/1473-A, Opp. Old Bombay Palace,                                                                                                                                                                 

Jakhal Road, Sunam-148028,





  

                                                                                                             ……………..Complainant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

O/o Bar Association,

Sunam Court Complex,

Sunam.



 



……………....Respondent

Complaint Case No.2103 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Jiwan Garg complainant in person.



Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent files a written reply by way of an affidavit of the President Bar Association, Sunam alongwith a copy of resolution of the Bard Association dated 10.7.2013.  From this document, it apprears that Shri Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate has been authorized by the respondent-authority to represent it in the present complaint proceedings.  He has submitted his Vakalat Nama on record.  Hence, we overrule the objection of the complainant regarding Shri Parveen Kumar Garg’s appearance on behalf of the respondent.  The case is adjourned to 20.1.2013 at 1.00 P.M. 
(Narinderjit Singh).





( R.I. Singh)



State Information Commissioner,



Chief Information Commissioner
                                   Punjab.




   
          
Punjab

Dated: 21.11.2013.

