STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Kamal Kishore Vashisht,
#2515, Sector: 35-C, 

Chandigarh..








…Appellant
Versus

1. Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary PWD(B&R),
Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

o/o Principal Secretary PWD(B&R),
Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

3. Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Personnel Department(IAS Branch), 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1473 of 2013

Order

Present: 
Shri K. K. Vashisht, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Harbhajan Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent(IAS Branch), Shri Amandeep Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Ravi Katoch, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondents.


The case was last heard on 04.12.2013 when Shri Amandeep Singh, present on behalf of the Respondent No. 3 stated that  despite putting in their best efforts, they had not been able to locate the relevant  record pertaining  to information on point ‘A’, which reads as under:-

Order of Punjab Government vide which secretary-ship was withdrawn from the Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) and Heads of Departments to the officers of IAS Cadre by the Punjab Government in the year 1955.
 He further stated that as the matter pertained to Policy decision, a request had  also been made to Policy Branches namely P.P.-1 and P.P.-2 who too had  informed that no such order was  available with them. 










Contd…….p/2

AC  No. 1473 of 2013


-2-
2.

The Appellant stated that the said order was passed in the year 1955 when Shri Nayyar was posted as Chief Engineer-cum-Secretary, PWD(B&R) and a copy of the said order could be available within with the Irrigation Department or with the office of PWD(*B&R). Accordingly, Respondent  No. 3 i.e. PIO of the office of Chief Secretary Punjab was directed to explore the possibility of obtaining a copy of the said order from  Irrigation and PWD(B&R) Departments and provide the same to the Appellant. It was further directed that in case a copy of the said order is not found then a duly sworn affidavit to this effect  be filed by the PIO.   
3.

Accordingly, Shri Harbhajan Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, IAS Branch has submitted an affidavit duly attested by Executive Magistrate to the effect that the said order is not available in Personnel, PWD(B&R) and Irrigation Departments and thus he is unable to provide requisite information. The affidavit has been taken on record. 

4.

The Appellant states that the information at point  ‘D’ has also not been provided to him so far,  which reads as under:-

Can charges/show-cause notice against an XEN and Superintending Engineer be drafted and framed without getting the same recommended from the office of Chief Engineer. 
5.

After detailed discussion, held in the court today,  it has been considered appropriate to provide one more opportunity to the Respondents to make more efforts to procure requisite information  from the concerned Departments including the office of Chief Engineer, on points  ‘A’ and ‘D’   and supply to the Appellant before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission. 
6.

Adjourned to 18.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Vipin Kumar,
S/o Shri Gian Chand, 

City Show Room, New Market,

Jaito – 151202, District: Faridkot.




…Appellant
Versus
1. Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Jaito, 

District: Faridkot.

2. First Appellant Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Faridkot.







Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2713 of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Vipin Kumar, Appellant in person. 
Shri Charanjit Singh, Accontant, Municipal Council Jaito, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 24.10.2013 addressed to the PIO of the office of Municipal Council, Jaito , Shri Vipin Kumar sought various information/documents on 9 points. The PIO supplied some information to the Applicant vide letter No. 1053, dated 28.11.2013. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information, Shri Vipin Kumar filed an appeal before the Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot. The PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Faridkot directed the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Jaito to supply the requisite information to the Appellant and make written submission in the office of the Commission. On getting no further information, the Appellant filed second appeal before the Commission which was received in it on 12.02.2013. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to the concerned parties for today.
3.

The Respondent states that the information has been provided to the Appellant. The Appellant submits that it is incomplete information. The Respondent states some information relates to third party, which cannot be provided. 
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4.

After perusing the  information sought by the Appellant, the Respondent  is directed to supply complete information before the next date of hearing as information demanded by the Appellant does  not relate to the third party. The Respondent seeks more time to supply the remaining information, which is granted. 
5.

Adjourned to 25.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Roshan Lal,
S/o Late Shri Jethu Ram,

C/o Shri Ajaib Singh, 

Near Thana Basti, 

Lehragaga,District: Sangrur.





…Appellant
Versus

1. Public Information Officer

o/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, 

Moonak, District: Sangrur.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Sangrur.




…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1752 of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Roshan Lal,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Rajinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Sewa Singh, President of the Society, on behalf of the Respondents.


The case was last heard on 05.12.2013, when the Appellant brought to the notice of the Commission that the information only on point No. 1 of his RTI application was pending. Shri Rajinder Singh, Superintendent, submitted that the relevant record is very old and more-over is in the custody of the President of the Society. Shri Sewa Singh, President of the Society, who was also present, submitted a copy of the report of taking over charge as the President in the year 2009 which was silent about the receipt books in respect of payment made by the members for the Nazool land.  Accordingly, The Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Society, Moonak was directed to file a duly sworn affidavit to the effect that the facts brought out to the notice of Commission are correct. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
2.

Despite issuance of directions on the last date of hearing,  the Registrar is not present today. The Respondent hands over  information to the 
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Appellant today in the Court. The Appellant states that the information provided is incomplete and some information is still pending.
3.

Accordingly, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Society, Moonak is again directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith relevant record to apprise the Commission of the latest position of the case. 
4.

Adjourned to 11.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
CC:
Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Society, Moonak, District: Sangrur. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Arun Kumar Tiwari, 
No. 16-C, Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri, Patiala – 147001.






…Appellant
Versus
1. Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1633 of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Arun Kumar Tiwari, Appellant, in person.
None for the Respondents. 


The case was  last heard on 10.12.2013 when Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondents sought more time to enable him  to provide the requisite information to the Appellant,  on the ground  that most of staff had changed and he had taken over only recently, which was granted.  

2..

None is present on behalf of the Respondents.  Viewing the absence of the Respondent seriously, it is directed that in case the information is not provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing and the Respondent is not present alongwith a copy of the provided information on the next date of hearing,  strict punitive action will be initiated under the relevant provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 
3..

Adjourned to 18.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,
7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana – 3.







…Appellant

Versus

1. Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.







…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1253  of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant in person.
Shri Jaswant Rai, Building Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on behalf of the Respondent. 


The case was last heard on 08.10.2013,  when  the Respondent  provided information to the Appellant , who sought time to study the same and the case was adjourned to 04.12.2013. On 04.12.2013 none was present for the parties and the case  was adjourned and fixed for today.
2.

Today, one more copy of the information is handed over to the Appellant by the Respondent today. The Appellant states that the provided information is still incomplete. He further submits that 
he filed his RTI Application with the PIO on 13.02.2013 and a period of almost one year has passed but complete information has not been supplied as yet. 

3.

Accordingly, Shri Harpreet Singh Ghai, PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith complete information otherwise punitive action will  be initiated as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

Adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana – 3.







…Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.







…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1267  of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant in person.
None for the Respondent.


The case was last fixed for hearing on 04.12.2013 when none was present for the parties. In this case information has been supplied to the Appellant by Municipal Corporation, Amritsar vide letter No. XEN 2/97, dated 17.06.2013. Therefore, the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation Amritsar has been impleaded as the Respondent in this case where as earlier  the Respondent in this case was the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government, Chandigarh. The Appellant was asked to intimate the Commission if the information provided was to his satisfaction. 
2.

Today, the Appellant states that the information provided is incomplete and not to his satisfaction.
3.

Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to provide the complete information to the Appellant  and to explain the position of the case in detail. 

4.

Adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana – 3.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary  Local Government,
Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary  Local Government,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1269  of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant in person.
None for the  Respondent. 



 On 08.10.2013, Shri Karandeep Singh, the Appellant, had submitted that he had received the communication from the Respondent said to be containing  the requisite information. However, he sought time to study the same, which was granted. The case was adjourned to 04.12.2013, when none was present for the parties. 
2.

Today, the appellant is present but none is present on behalf of the Respondents. The appellant states that the information provided is incomplete and misleading. 
3.

Taking a serious view of subsequent absence of the PIO, he is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith complete and correct information otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 

4.

Adjourned to 12.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri K. N. Sodhi,
# 1634, Sector: 70, Mohali.






…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

(GMADA), Sector: 62, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority(GMADA)

Sector: 62, Mohali.






…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1233  of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri K. N. Sodhi, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Sanjeev Kumar, PCS, Estate Officer, GMADA, Shri Balwinder Singh, Advocate, Shri Harpreet Singh, Law Officer.
The case was last heard on 18.12.2013 when the appellant expressed his grave dissatisfaction over the response provided by the respondent. It also came to the notice of the Commission that the First Appellate Authority-cum-Estate Officer, GMADA has not passed any speaking order by giving due opportunity of hearing  to the appellant and has not made efforts to provide requisite information to the Appellant.  Therefore, Shri Sanjeev  Kumar, PCS, Estate Officer, GMADA  was directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing i.e. today to apprise the Commission of the factual position of the case. 
2.

Accordingly, Shri Sanjeev Kumar, PCS, Estate Officer, GMADA is present today. The Appellant states that no information has been supplied to him as yet. The Ld. Counsel for the Respondents seeks more time to study the case. 

3.

It is directed that point-wise information be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing otherwise punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated.  

 

4.

Adjourned to 20.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sewa Singh, 
EWS Colony, Tajpur Road,

Opposite Police Post, 

Jalandhar Road, Ludhiana.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,

Zone-B, Ludhiana.






…Respondent
Appeal Case No. 1602 of 2013

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant.
Shri Madan Sood, Superintendent-cum-PIO, Shri Inderjit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Local Government and Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO, office of Municipal Corporation, Zone-B, Ludhiana. 
The case was last heard on 05.12.2013,  when Shri Madan Sood, Superintendent-cum-PIO was directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show-cause notice through a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps to initiate disciplinary proceedings shall be taken under the relevant provisions of RTI, Act, 2005. Besides, PIOs of both the above noted respondent authorities were directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing, apart from providing the requisite  information to the Appellant under intimation to the Commission. 
2.

Accordingly, as per the directions of the Commission, Shri Madan Sood, PIO of the office of PSLG and Shri Neeraj Jain, PIO of the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana are present today.  Shri Madan Sood, PIO submits an affidavit, which is taken on record. The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Appellant by the Municipal Corporation, 
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Ludhiana(Zone-B) by post. He further submits that the reason for the delay in the 
supply of the information is that the RTI application was transferred late by the office of Director Local Government. 
3.

Since the Appellant is not present today, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case. 
4.

Adjourned to 18.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Prabhjit Singh,
S/o Shri Arjan Singhm

H.No. 54/295, Ujagar Nagar, 

Opposite: E.J.D., Jalandhar Road,

Batala – 143505.







Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Batala.






…Respondent

CC  No. 1690 of 2013

Order

Present: 
Shri Prabhjt Singh, Complainant, in person. .

Shri Shanti Sarup, AME, on behalf of the Respondent. 


The case was last heard on 04.12.2013, when Complainant was not present and the Respondent sought adjournment.  
2.

The Respondents states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. The Complainant submits that he is satisfied with the provided information and the case may be closed. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Davinder Lakhanpal,
No. 1255, Sector: 43-B, 

Chandigarh.








Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority(GMADA),

Sector:62, Mohali.







…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2101 of 2013

Order
Present: 
Shri Davinder Lakhanpal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harjit Singh, Assistant Engineer and Shri Balbir Singh,  Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.


The case was last heard on 04.12.2013 when the Complainant submitted that copies of the relevant plans had been provided by the Respondent to him but a small part of the information was still pending which had been communicated to Shri Harjit Singh, Assistant Engineer. Shri Harjit Singh sought more time to supply the same to the Complainant, which was granted. 

2.

The remaining information is provided to the Complainant, who states that it is not the latest information . He requests that latest information may be supplied to him. The Respondent assures that the complete information will be supplied to the Complainant in the office tomorrow. 

 

3.

Adjourned to 20.02.2014 at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri C.L.Pawar,
Kothi No. 599, Phas-2, Mohali.





…Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,
(Stamps & Registration Branch), Punjab,
2nd Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,


(Stamps & Registration Branch)Punjab,


2nd Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 


Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director, SC/BC Welfare, Punjab,

SCO No. 128-129, Sector: 34-A, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1596 of 2013

Order
Present: 
None for the Appellant. 
Shri Arun Kaushal, Senior Assistant, office of Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondents.


A telephonic message has been received from the Appellant conveying that he is unable to attend the court today. 
2.

The case was last heard on 05.12.2013 when Shri Sanjeev Kumar, appearing on behalf of the Appellant informed the Commission that the information provided was incomplete. Therefore, the respondent was directed to supply point-wise complete information, free of cost to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission. 
3.

The PIO vide Memo. No. 13/10/2013-ST.2/288, dated 02.01.2014 has 
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supplied the information to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission, which has 
been taken on record. The Appellant has pointed out the deficiencies in the provided information vide his letter dated 23.01.2014.
4.

Accordingly, the Respondent-PIO is directed to go through the deficiencies pointed out by the Appellant vide his letter dated 23.01.2014 and remove the same before the next date of hearing. 

  
5.

Adjourned to 20.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









 Sd/- 
Chandigarh




    (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23.01.2014


    State Information Commissioner
