STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur, Jhabewal,

P/O Ramgarh, Distt – Ludhiana.

Pin – 123455






   
 
  … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Joint Sub Registrar,

Near Civil Hospital, 

Sahnewal, District – Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana. 







 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 2566/14
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

RTI  application filed on


:
19.05.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
19.06.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
19.08.2014
Information sought : 
Seeks information on two points related to implementation of the of the section 4(b) and 3(3) of the RTI Act

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


Since both the parties were absent, the case is deferred to 22.10.2014. 

Decision :


For further proceeding the case is adjourned to 22.10.2014 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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Surinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Santokh Singh,

Village – Kala Ghunupur, Baba Farid Nagar,

H.No. E-13/1381,

Near Jagtar Singh Depuwala,

Chehrata, Amritsar.





   
 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer (C), 

Punjab Mandi Board,

Tarn-Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Punjab Mandi Board,

Mohali. 







 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 2595/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Surinder Singh, appellant in person.



None for the respondent.

RTI  application filed on


:   
19.07.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
Nil

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
19.08.2014
Information sought : 

Seeks details of repayment of his loan amount from his salary to the State Bank of Patiala by the department.
Grounds  for  complaint: 
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.












Condt…2/-

-2-

Appeal Case no. 2595/14
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing :  


This is a complaint case but unfortunately this has been treated as appeal case by the registry.




The respondent PIO is absent without intimation to the commission. The PIO has neither responded to the RTI application nor to the notice of the commission. The commission takes a serious note of it. 


The  PIO – respondent Mr. D.S Randhawa, Executiive Engineer Division Tarn Taran,  Mandi Board, Amritsar  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 and does not avail   himself of the opportunity of persona 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/her ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.
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Appeal Case no. 2595/14
Decision :


For further proceeding the case is adjourned to 16.10.2014 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: 23.09.2014    

   

    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:
None for the parties.



Both the parties are absent for the second consecutive hearing. The PIO Mr. Paramjeet Singh is yet to respond to the show cause notice. The PIO is directed to be present on the next date of hearing otherwise the Commission would take ex-parte decision in the case including the decision on the show cause notice.


The case is adjourned to 16.10.2014 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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Satvir Singh,

S/o Sh. Amarjit Singh,

R/o Village – Nagra,

District – Sangrur.  







…Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Chief Agriculture Officer,








Patiala.








 …Respondent
Complaint Case No.-2323/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Sativr Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Jupinder Singh, Agriculture Development Officer, on behalf of the 


respondent. 
RTI  application filed 

:
04.06.2014
PIO’s  response


:    
07.05.2014

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
30.07.2014
Ground for complaint

:
Not satisfied with the information provided.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information on five points regarding the whole sale fertilizers dealers in tehsil Nabha of district Patiala.

Some information has been provided but the remaining has been denied on the ground that it is not covered under RTI.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO sought more time to provide the information. The PIO is directed to provide the information within next five working days.
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Complaint Case No.-2323/14
Decision:-


The case is adjourned to 30.09.2014 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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Harnek Singh (Advocate),

Chamber No. 310,

District Court, Sector 43,

Chandigarh.   







…Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police /  

Additional Director General of Police (Crime) Punjab,

Punjab Police Head Quarter,

Sector -9, Chandigarh.






 …Respondent
Complaint Case No.-2330/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Vineet and Harnek Singh ,the complainant.



Mr. Purshotam, (HC) on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
16.07.2014
PIO’s  response


:    
 30.07.2014

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
20.08.2014
Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information on the ground that the information sought t relates to different PIOs spread across the state. The complainant avers that the PIO being senior officers could collect the information from his subordinates and supply the same to the complainant. However, collection of information amount to creation of information which is not the mandate of the RTI.


Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information regarding criminal cases registered against some individual in the state.
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Complaint Case No.-2330/14
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  


The PIO o/o DGP had rightly rejected the RTI application and directed the complainant to approach the different PIOs at the district level or lower down the hierarchy to seek the information.



The complainant argued that the PIO being supervising officer could have directed the Senior Superintendents of Police or officers down the line to provide the requisite information.  Moreover, the PIO o/o DGP could have transferred the RTI application to the different PIOs in the state in accordance with the provisio9ns of the section 6(3) of the RTI Act. 



The complainant argument was certainly at variance with the correct assessment of section 6(3) of the RTI Act.  As per the Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of Personnel and Training dated June 12, 2008. If no part of the information is sought is available with it and is scattered with more than one other public authorities, the PIO should inform the applicant that the information is not available with one public authority and that the applicant should make separate applications to the concerned public authorities to obtain information from them.



“At the same time, since the information is not related to any one particular public authority, it is not the case where the application should be transferred under sub-section (3) of Section 6 of ibid. It is pertinent to note that sub- section refers to “another public authority” and not to “other public authorities. Use of singular form in the Act in this regard is important to note.



Evidently, the PIO in the instant case has rightly directed the complainant to approach the different PIOs to seek information from them’

Decision: -
In the light of the 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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sumit Singh,

S/o Sr. Avtar Singh,

R/o H. No. 3 L St. No. 1,

Green View Colony, 

Near Rajan Nursing Home, 

Patiala.







   
    … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Patiala Zone,

Patiala.







 …Respondents
Appeal Case no. 2587/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Sumit Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Hakam Singh, HC on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
28.02.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
26.04.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
02.07.2014
Information sought : 

Seeks information on ten points regarding his representation on 04.12.2012.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



The information was provided to the appellant during the hearing and he had given in the writing that he received the information and was satisfied with the same. He requested that the case may be closed.
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Appeal Case no. 2587/14
Decision :

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

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.


      

    
  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

H.NO. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri,

District – Sangrur. 






   
 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.








 …Respondent
Complaint Case No.-2320/14
Order

Present: 
None for the parties.

RTI  application filed 

:
17.07.2014

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
19.08.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information on ex-India leave taken by the staff during the last ten years including the application for ex- India leave, its sanction, copies of the passport and visa etc.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



Both the parties are absent. The complainant was seeking information spread over 10 years regarding Ex India leave taken by the staff of the o/o Deputy Commission, Ludhiana and the information included the copies of the leave application, its  sanction,  the passports, visa etc.  All this information sought by the complainant is personal information and cannot be furnished as it is exempted u/s 8(1) j of RTI Act.
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Complaint Case No.-2320/14
 

The PIO need not supply the said information as leave availed is an issue between employee and his employer. The employees had availed their leave and they were on personal visit and there was no burden on the state exchequer.         

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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase 1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana-141010





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Shri Muktsar Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (D),

Shri Muktsar Sahib.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1226/14

ORDER
Present:
Mr. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 



None for the respondent.  During the last hearing on 09.09.2014, the ADC-cum-PIO had stated that he had provided the information on query no. 2 to 5 to appellant through registered post.


       The appellant today stated that he had not received so from. The PIO is directed to send the same once again through registered post within five working days. Also, a copy of the same be send to the commission. 

The case is adjourned to 21.10.2014 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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/o Lt. Sardar Karnail Singh,

Village- Tunga, Tehsil – Nabha,

District – Patiala. 







…Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.








 …Respondent
Complaint Case No.-2322/14
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Manmohan Kumar, Naib Tehsildar-cum-APIO, on behalf of the 



respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
16.07.2014

PIO’s  response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
20.08.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks some copies of land records.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



The complainant is absent without intimation to the commission. The APIO stated that the information had been provided to the complainant on 04.08.2014. Since nothing contrary is heard from complainant’s quarter, it is assumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.

Decision:- 
 


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



Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kirpal Singh, 

S/o Sh. Inder Singh, 

R/o Village Ruldu Singh Wala, 

Tehsil – Dhuri, Distt. - Sangrur



   

 
… Appellant

Versus

1
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur.   







2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Patiala Division, Paliala. 





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2423/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Kirpal Singh, appellant in person. 


Mr. Avtar Singh, DRO-cum-APIO, for the respondent. 

 
The respondent APIO submitted a letter dated 22.09.2014 from the respondent-PIO stating that Mutation no. 1230 was not traceable as indicated in the report of the SDM-cum-Tehsildar, Dhuri. The concerned Patwari Mr. Bhupinder Singh had stated before the SDM Dhuri that the requisite record lying with other mutation from 1119 to 1318 were not traceable. In view of this, the SDM, Dhuri had appointed an officer to identify the guilty officer and fix the responsibility for loss of record and subsequently, the department apposes to file an FIR accordingly.  The department proposed to re-construct the record if it failed to trace the same. However, it is long process and no time frame can be fixed.

    
Since the information is not available in record, it cannot be provided. 


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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Ms. Jasmeet Kaur Guron,

H. No. 536, Sector 10-D, 

Chandigarh.






   
 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar (East),

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2597/14

ORDER 

Present: 
None for the appellant. 



Mr. Lalit Sharma, Sr. Clerk o/o for the respondent.

RTI  application filed on


:   
28.03.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
08.05.2014

 Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
31.07.2014

Information sought : 

Seeks reasons for not executing dakhil warrants order dated 21.11.2013.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
24.06.2014 however, no decision has  
been taken till  filing of 2nd appeal.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 

 
 
The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. However, she sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 17.09.2014 wherein she has contested the reply of PIO before First Appellate Authority. The PIO has marinated that the appellant has raised questions which cannot be answered. The appellant is not satisfied with the response and argued that she was entitled to obtain the same. 
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Appeal Case no. 2597/14

               
After perusal of the RTI application, the Commissions found that the appellant has a right to obtain information related to file notings etc. which includes the reasons for delayed action /non action etc. 

                      The representative of the respondent-PIO sought more time to provide the same. The PIO is directed to provide the requisite information before the next date of hearing.

Decision: 

For further proceedings the case is adjourned to 21.10.2014 at 10.00 AM.  Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.09.2014    

   

    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: 
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Jagjit Singh Warval, Clerk, for the respondent. 

 

In compliance to the Commission’s orders, the representative of the  respondent-PIO submitted a challan dated 15.09.2014  wherein he submitted that the  amount of penalty of Rs. 25,000/- (Twenty Five Thousand only) had been deposited in the government treasury  and  furnished a copy of the same to the Commission which is taken on record. The respondent-PIO has paid the requisite compensation of Rs. 5,000/- (Five Thousand only) to the complainant vide cheque 235619 (SBI) dated 26.08.2014.


As regards the information, the PIO had provided the remaining information too and a copy of the same was submitted to the commission which is taken on record. Today the complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission and since nothing adverse has been heard from him, it is assumed that he is satisfied with the information provided.
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Complaint Case No. 4176/13

  

Since the penalty has been paid by the PIO and compensation by the public authority and the information too has been supplied, the present 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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Amit Sharma,

S/o Lt. Sh. V.P. Sharma,

H.No. 747, Sector 40. A

Chandigarh. 





   
 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2388/14
ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Amit Sharma, appellant in person. 



None for the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission. During the last hearing, the PIO was directed to provide the remaining information regarding the complete building plan but the order has not been complied with by the respondent-PIO.  The Commission takes serious note of it and deems it fit to issue show cause notice to the respondent PIO for his irresponsible act of not complying with the orders of the Commission. 

                

The  PIO office of Director Local Government Punjab, 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.
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Appeal Case no. 2388/14


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 persona 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.
 

The case is adjourned to 22.10.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Jatinder singh, 

R/o Street no. 1, 

Gurpreet Nagar, 

Daba, Distt. – Ludhiana - 141014



   
 

… Appellant

Versus

1
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Senior Supdt. of   Police, 

Patiala.  







2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Inspector General of Police, 

Patiala, Zonal Patiala. 
        




       …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2436/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Gurinder Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Gurmeet Singh, ASI and Mr. Hakam Singh, HC, for the respondent. 



The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted a letter dated 20.09.2014 submitting the point-wise reply of his RTI application. The appellant pointed out some deficiencies and the same were made up during the hearing itself.

 

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: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. R.S. Chauhan, 

# 92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar, 

Opp. GNE College, Gill Road, 

Ludhiana. 




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.  







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2130/14

ORDER

Present: 

Mr. R.S. Chauhan, complainant in person.




None for the respondent. 

 

The respondent-PIO is absent without intimation to the Commission for the second consecutive hearing. The PIO neither supplied the information nor filed the response to the notice of the Commission which was issued on 21.08.2014. The Commission takes a serious note of this casual approach of the PIO and is constrained to issue show cause notice to the PIO.

 

The PIO Mr. Supreet Singh Gulati, Additional Deputy Commissioner (D)office of Deputy Commissioner, 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 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 
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Complaint Case No.-2130/14

on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written
z 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 respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply of show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing. 
 

The case is adjourned to 22.10.2014 at 10.00 AM. 
Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Bhagwan Dass, 

S/o Sh. Madan Lal, 

R/o Village – Buzrak, 

Tehsil – Samana, 

District – Patiala. 
 



   

 

… Appellant

Versus

1
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Tehsildar, 

Patran, District – Patiala. 





2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, 

 Patiala.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2463/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bhagwan Dass, appellant in person.



Mr. Mohan Lal, Asstt. Office Kanungo, for the respondent. 



The representative of the respondent-PIO assured the Commission that he will send the requisite information to the appellant within three working days, through registered post. 

 

The case is adjourned to 22.10.2014 at 10.00 AM.
 Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bachittar Singh, 

S/o Sh. Pohla Singh, 

VPO – Kotli Ablu, 

Tehsil – Gidderbaha, 

Shri Muktsar Sahib.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Co-operative Bank, Ltd. 

Chandigarh. 






 

 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2122/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bachittar Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Jatinder Sharma, Manager (Legal Section), for the respondent. 



On the earlier hearing dated 09.09.2014, the complainant was advised to file rejoinder to prove that Punjab State Co-operative Bank is public authority. Today the complainant Mr. Bachittar Singh appeared but he failed to produce any documents or make any submission to prove that the respondent bank is a public authority. Since the Punjab Sate Co-operative Bank Ltd. is not public authority and the respondent is not ready to oblige the complainant to furnish the information. In view of above, the information cannot be provided.



The present complaint case is dismissed. 

Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.09.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

