STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Smt. Kulwant Kaur,

H. No. 4077, Sector - 68,

Mohali - 160062.






    
… Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.







2.
 Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.





 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 859/14

ORDER
Present:
Mrs. Kulwant Kaur, complainant in person.





Mr. Bhagh Singh, JE, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the respondent-PIO was totally oblivious of the facts of the case and the PIO had just given him a letter to submit it before the Commission wherein the PIO has stated that the complainant had not come to inspect the records. The complainant contested this and argued that she had received no intimation, not even a phone call, from the respondent-PIO.
 
               Evidently, the PIO has not bothered to get the record inspected. Moreover, she has deputed a person who was totally oblivious of the facts of the case and could not assist the Commission to perform its duty.  

 

The Commission again directs the PIO to get the records inspected on 27.06.2014 at 10.00 AM and furnish the identified information to the complainant. Otherwise the Commission would be constrained to take stern action as per the RTI Act.  
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The case is adjourned to 09.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Mrs. Surjit Kaur, 

w/o Late Sh. Om Parkash, 

# 129,  Sector -6,  Bari Balmik Majri, 

Kapoor Chowk, Kharar -140301,
Distt. Ajitgarh  (Mohali).  





… Appellant

Versus

 1.
Public Information Officer, 

 
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Roopnagar. 
2.
 Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate, 


Mohali
3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Roopnagar.






…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2066/2013







ORDER
Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Uma Shankar, ADC-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO stated that after enquiry it was discovered that the requisite record was transferred to SDM Kharar following bifurcation of the district some years ago. The respondent-PIO has already written to SDM Mohali to furnish the requisite information to the complainant. In these circumstances, SDM, Mohali is also impleaded as a party in this case. The PIO in the o/o SDM, Mohali is directed to be present on the next date of hearing and should provide the requisite information prior to next hearing to the appellant. 



The case is adjourned to 24.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
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Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Vinod Kumar,

# B-31/6618, Street No. 5,

Aadarsh Nagar, Near Samrala Chownk,

District 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. 1345/14

ORDER
Present: 

Mr. Vinod Kumar, appellant in person.




None for the respondent. 

 

On the last hearing on 22.05.2014, the respondent-PIO was directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant. The respondent-PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. Neither has he sent any representative nor is himself present today. It shows that he has little regard for the Commission. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent-PIO. 

 

The   PIO Mrs. Monika Anand, ATP office of 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 her till the information is actually  furnished.  

 

 The respondent-PIO   is directed to submit her 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.
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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.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail   herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex-parte. 

 

The PIO is further directed to be present on the next date of hearing along with remaining information and reply of show cause notice. 
 

The case is adjourned to 10.07.2014 at 10.00 AM. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.  Om Parkash, 

S/o Sh. Dev Raj, 

R/o # B – XI / 2389, 

Parshu Ram Mandir Street, 

New Bus Stand Road, 

Barnala. 









… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Revenue)-cum-

Secretary to Govt. of Punjab (Revenue), 

Rehabilitation and Disaster Management Department, Pb., 

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Revenue)-cum-

Secretary to Govt. of Punjab (Revenue), 

Rehabilitation and Disaster Management Department, Pb., 

Chandigarh.  






…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 470/2014

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Mr. Anil Kumar, Supdt-cum-APIO alongwith Mr. Gurmeet Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the respondent. 

  

The respondent-PIO submitted that the information has been provided to the appellant on 11.06.2014 through post and a copy of the same was sent to the Commission which was diarized in the Commission on 12.06.2014. Since the appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing without intimation to the Commission and   nothing contrary has been heard from his quarter, it is assumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
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In 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: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Manjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh,

#388/03, Behra Road,

Patiala

 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana
2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, 

Pb., Chandigarh





      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 04/14

ORDER
Present: 
None for the appellant. 


Mr. Surinder Singh, ADTO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the office of PIO had received the RTI application on 06.12.2013 and provided the requisite information through letter no. 12695/DTO/P dated 23.12.2013. He submits a copy of the  said letter which was taken on record.

                       The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission and nothing adverse has been heard from his quarter. It seems that he is satisfied with the information provided. Since the information had been provided well within the stipulated period, the present appeal 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: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Harvinder Singh, 

Advocate, Chamber No. 710, 

District Courts, Ludhiana.






… Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development &Panchayat Officer,   
Block – 2, Ludhiana.  






 …Respondent
Complaint Case no. 3373/2013

ORDER
Present:
 Mr. Harvinder Singh, complainant in person.

 

 Mr. Dhanwant Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The respondent-PIO submitted that the information related to query no. 2 has been provided to the complainant. . However, regarding point no. 1 i.e Audit report for the period of Sarpanch Mr. Nirmal Singh, is still awaited as the concerned audit team is yet to furnished the same. The respondent-PIO is directed to furnish the Audit report within 15 days after it is received from the audit party.
                        The respondent-PIO has already submitted the response to the show cause notice and in the light of his response, further proceedings on the same are dropped. 
 

In 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: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Karan Kaushik, 

S/o Late Sh. Vinod Kumar, 

Gandhi Nagar, Mehtab Ganj Road, 

Fazilka. 


 
 

   

 
… Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Primary Education Officer, 

Abohar – II, District Fazilka. 
 




 …Respondent
Complaint Case No. 4176/13

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Karan Kaushik, complainant in person.


Mr. Ashok Dhosiwal, BPEO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

Today the respondent-PIO was present after the bailable warrants were served to him. Earlier too, he had shown his face when bailable warrants were issued on him.

                  During the hearing, the PIO has provided substantial information and assured to provide the remaining too at earliest. Moreover, the PIO has not yet filed the reply of the show cause notice. The PIO is directed to supply the remaining information and file the reply of show cause notice, before the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 10.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road

Ind – Area B, Miller Ganj

Ludhiana, 141003



   

 
   … ,Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana., 141008.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana. - 141008





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 887/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Gulshan Kumar, for the appellant.



None for the respondent. 
 

The respondent-PIO is absent for the third consecutive hearing despite the fact that he had already been issued a show cause notice on 19.05.2014 and till date he has not bothered respond to it.  
 

   Today, the PIO neither attended the proceedings nor sent any representative to pursue the case. The Commission takes a serious note of this act of the PIO.
                           Evidently, the PIO takes notice of the Commission casually which shows that he has a little regard for the Commission and has total apathy towards the RTI Act. 
                       Therefore, it is deemed fit to issue bailable warrants against Mr. Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in exercise of powers 
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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 record relating to the appellant’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 23.06.2014 on Mr. Harpreet Singh Ghai ATP-cum-PIO and the  Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana  will ensure his (Mr. Harpreet Singh Ghai) presence before the Commission on the next date of hearing  i.e. 24.07.2014.



The case is adjourned to 24.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

Cc:



The Commissioner of Police, 


(Regd.)



Ludhiana. 
BAILABLE  WARRANT  OF  PRODUCTION

BEFORE  MR. SURINDER AWASTHI,  STATE 
INFORMATION COMMISSIONER,  PUNJAB

AT  CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road

Ind – Area B, Miller Ganj

Ludhiana, 141003



   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana., 141008.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana. - 141008





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 887/14 

UNDER  SECTION 18 (3)  OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.




 


 NEXT  DATE  OF  HEARING  24.07.2014
To



The Commissioner of Police, 


Ludhiana. 



Whereas Mr. Harpreet Singh Ghai, ATP office of Municipal Corporation, 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 ATP-cum-PIO to appear  before this Bench  of the State  Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on  24.07.2014  at 10.00 A.M. to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the above-mentioned  appeal  case.

Dated, this 23rd the  day of  June, 2014.  








 


Sd/-

 





 

    

 (Surinder Awasthi)
  


  
     
           


            State Information Commissioner. Pb.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road

Ind – Area B, Miller Ganj

Ludhiana, 141003



   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Municipal Corporation, 


Ludhiana.





 
 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 889/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Gulshan Kumar, for the appellant.

 

Mr. Naveen Malhotra, Supdt-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The PIO stated that he has provided the requisite information to the appellant. The representative of the appellant conceded during the hearing that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction. He has also given in writing that he has no objection, if the case is closed. 



Since the information stands supplied, 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: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Manmohan Singh,

2, Principal Lodge, 

Malwal Central College of Education for Women, 

Ludhiana. 
 



   

 
   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 857/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Manmohan Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Jitender Singh, EO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 


The respondent-PIO stated that the file related to requisite information is missing and department had already conducted an enquiry into it. He hoped the file would be traced and the information would be provided to the appellant at earliest.  
                    The case is adjourned to 24.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
 Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Baldev Singh Sirsa,

Village Khanwal, 

Post Office Sarangdev, 

Tehsil Ajnala,

Distt. Amritsar.
 





  
… Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Radha Soami Satsang Beas,

Registered Society,

Deera Baba Jaimal Singh,

Beas, Distt. Amritsar.






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 564/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Baldev Singh, complainant in person.


None for the respondent. 

 

The representative of the respondent-PIO sought adjourned through his letter received in the Commission on 20.06.2014. The complainant also sought more time to file his written submission that the respondent-body is a public authority.  
 

The case is adjourned to 08.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Mehar Chand,

R/o Ward No. 10,

Shop Street, Purana Cinema Road,

Mansa





   
 

   … Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bhango Road, 

Bathinda – 151001
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bhango Road, 

Bathinda - 151001






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1373/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Rajinder Kumar, appellant in person.

 

Mr. K.K. Pathak, SDE, on behalf of the respondent. 

 

The representative of the respondent-PIO was totally oblivious of the facts of the case. Such ignorant and incompetent officials fail to assist the Commission in discharging his duties.
                      However, the appellant stated that he had received the information from query no. 1 to 5 and information related to query no. 6 to 10 is still awaited. He pointed out that this information pertains to MB’s no. 0173 at page no. 95. The PIO is directed to provide the requisite information before the next dated of hearing.
                  Since the  PIO has not provided the requisite information within the stipulated period ,the Commission is constrained to issued show cause notice to the respondent-PIO. 
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 PIO Mr. Paramjit Singh, Superintending Engineer office of Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda  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 respondent-PIO   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 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 present on the next date of hearing along with remaining information and reply of show cause notice. 
 

The case is adjourned to 10.07.2014 at 10.00 AM. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  H. S. Hundal,

# 3402, Sector -71,

Mohali-160071
 



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur-152001

2.
First Appellant Authority,


O/o State Transport Commissioner, Pb.,


Chandigarh






      
…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2449/13
ORDER
Present: 
Mr. H.S. Hundal, on behalf of the respondent 



Mr. Surinder Bhandari,  Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 


 
The representative of the PIO assured the appellant that he will provide the remaining information at earliest. The appellant was satisfied with the assurance of the representative of the PIO. The appellant has also given in writing that he has no objection if the case is closed. 



In 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: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh. Jiwan Garg,

S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg.

H. No. B-1/473-A,

Opp. Old Bombay Palace, Jakhal Road, Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur. – 148028 


   

 

   … Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1015/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Jiwan Garg, appellant in person.



Mr. Vishal, Cerk, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO was totally oblivious of the facts of the case and failed to assist the Commission in discharging his duties. The appellant pointed out that he has not been provided any information within stipulated period and the first response of the PIO was after 4 months. 
                         Subsequently, the information was provided but it was incomplete. Also, the appellant pointed out that section 11 of the RTI Act was invoked much after the stipulated period. Though the third party has declined to share information with the appellant, yet thex PIO should have applied his mind whether the information could be 
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furnished in the larger interest irrespective of the third party’s assertions., argued the appellant adding that the PIO was expected to give well reasoned order  while declining the information and not merely toed the line of the third party. This orders must state why the information can’t be furnished. 
                 Since the information has not been provided till date, the Commission is constrained to issue show cause notice to the respondent-PIO.
 

The   PIO Mr. Pritam Singh Johal, ADC (G) office of Deputy Commission, Sangrur  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 respondent-PIO   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 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 present on the next date of hearing along with remaining information and reply of show cause notice. 
 

The case is adjourned to 10.07.2014 at 10.00 AM. 
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Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.06.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
