STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

RED CROSS BHAWAN, MADHYA MARG, SECTOR – 16, 

(NEXT TO ROSE GARDEN), CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125, 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: scic@punjabmail.gov.in;  

APPEAL CASE NO.  10 OF 2017
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Chief Editor,

Rozana Pahredar (Punjabi Newspaper),

# 2453, Gali No. 15, Shaheed Karnail Singh Nagar,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.



…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of State Education,

Punjab, S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Ashish Kumar Sharma, Dy. DEO (SE), Ludhiana on behalf of 

the Respondents.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.07.2017.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Ashish Kumar Sharma, Dy. DEO O/o DEO (S), Ludhiana appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that no information is available in the official record relating to the RTI application of the appellant and it has been transferred to the D.P.I., S.A.S. Nagar.


The Respondent - PIO (D.P.I. (SE & EE), S.A.S. Nagar is directed to appear in person, on the next date of hearing and provide the requisite information to the appellant, if there is no information is available in the record then file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available has already been supplied and no other information is left to be supplied, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against them as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 08.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner



Copy to:


The Public Information Officer (By Name)


D.P.I. (Secondary Education),


S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).


The Public Information Officer (By Name)


D.P.I. (Elementary Education),


S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  11 OF 2017
Sh. Lakhvir Singh 

S/o Sh. Balkar Singh,

Mohalla Sunder Nagar, 

Kot Ise Khan, Tehsil Dharamkot,

Distt. Moga.

…Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Agro Foodgrains Corp. Ltd.,

Street No. 1, New Dashmesh Nagar,

Amritsar Road, Moga. 

…Respondent

PRESENT: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Ashok Kumar, Executive G. O/o PAFC, Moga and 


Sh. Joginder Paul Sharma, Clerk O/o PAFC, Chd. on behalf of 


the Respondent – PIO.  
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.07.2017.


Sh. Ashok Kumar, Executive General O/o PAFC, Moga appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the information has already been supplied to the complainant, which was available in the office record vide letter no. PAFC/Moga/2017/638, dated: 15.07.2017.


The complainant was absent from today’s hearing without intimation to the Commission and he is also not present during the hearing on 17.07.2017.


As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  11 OF 2017

In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 340 OF 2017
Ms. Harjinder Kaur D/o Sh. Gurlal Singh, 

R/o H. No. 83, Village Mahidudan, 

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.


…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Government Primary School,

Village Mahidudan,

Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer (BPEO),

Rampur (Doraha), Distt. Lduhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (P),

Ludhiana.



                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
Ms. Harjinder Kaur, Appellant. 


Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Samrala


Ms. Krishna Devi, BPEO - cum - Respondent - PIO &


Ms. Sandeep Kaur, Acting Principal, G.P.S. Mahidudan.

ORDER


This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.07.2017.

The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to her by the Respondent - PIO. 


Ms. Sandeep Kaur, Acting Principal, Govt Primary School, Mahidudan appears and has brought the original record today in the Commission for the perusal of the appellant.  


Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Samrala states that no such information is available in the official record as per her RTI application.


After going through the record, the appellant states that no relevant information is available in the record. 


In view of the above, the Respondent - PIO [O/o BDPO Samrala, BPEO, Rampura (Doraha) and Principal, G.P.S. Mahidudan) are directed to file an affidavit that the information which was available in the office record stands provided and nothing is left, on the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 


The case is adjourned for 08.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Regd. Copy: 


Public Information Officer (By Name)


O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  465 OF 2017
Sh. S.P.Goyal,

# 103-A, Krishna Chambers,

New Marine Line, Mumbai.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrative Officer/Supdt.,

O/o District and Session Judge, 

Ludhiana
…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


S. Karanbir Singh, Clerk O/o Civil Judge (SD) & Sh. Ramanjit, Asstt. 


(Establishment) O/o Distt. & Session Judge, Ludhiana on behalf of 


the Respondents.

(Heard via Video Conference at Ludhiana)

ORDER:


This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 04.09.2017.

The complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


S. Karanbir Singh, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent PIO and brings the original record in the Commission but the complainant is absent.   He further states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant.  

As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  465 OF 2017

In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  466 OF 2017
Sh. S.P.Goyal,

# 103-A, Krishna Chambers,

New Marine Line, Mumbai.

Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrative Officer/Supdt.,

O/o District and Session Judge, 

Ludhiana
Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


S. Karanbir Singh, Clerk O/o Civil Judge (SD) & Sh. Ramanjit, Asstt. 


(Establishment) O/o Distt. & Session Judge, Ludhiana on behalf of 


the Respondents.

(Heard via Video Conference at Ludhiana)

ORDER:


This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 04.09.2017.

The complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


S. Karanbir Singh, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent PIO and brings the original record in the Commission but the complainant is absent.   He further states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant.  

As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  466 OF 2017

In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  467 OF 2017
Sh. S.P.Goyal,

# 103-A, Krishna Chambers,

New Marine Line, Mumbai.

Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrative Officer/Supdt.,

O/o District and Session Judge, 

Ludhiana
Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


S. Karanbir Singh, Clerk O/o Civil Judge (SD) & Sh. Ramanjit, Asstt. 


(Establishment) O/o Distt. & Session Judge, Ludhiana on behalf of 


the Respondents.

(Heard via Video Conference at Ludhiana)

ORDER:


This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 04.09.2017.

The complainant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


S. Karanbir Singh, Clerk appears on behalf of the Respondent PIO and brings the original record in the Commission but the complainant is absent.   He further states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant.  

As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 

Cont… Pg 2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  467 OF 2017

In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1318 OF 2017
Advocate Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

H. No. 8/237, Jagraon Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur, Ludhiana-141101.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.M. 

Punjab Agro Food Corporation, 

Salim Tabri, Ludhiana-141005

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Punjab Agro Food Corporation, 

2 A, Sector -28-A, Chandigarh.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Joginder Paul Sharma, Clerk O/o PAFC, Chandigarh. 


Sh. Sidharth Kapila, ADM on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.07.2017.


The appellant has sent an email in the Commission vide diary no. 21707, dated: 25.09.2017, pointed out the deficiencies in the provided information and has request that the presence of appellant may please be exempted due to health problem.


Sh. Sidharth Kapila, ADM appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. 

 
In view of the above, the copy of the deficiencies pointed out by appellant is handed over to the respondent during the hearing. The respondent is directed to remove the same, before the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 


The case is adjourned for 14.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner


APPEAL CASE NO.  3525 OF 2016
Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura, 

# 5-C, Phase- I, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana-141010.


…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o B.P.E.O.,

Jagraon- 142026

Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (EE),

Ludhiana.



                    …Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Ms. Jaswant Kaur, B.P.E.O. on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.
ORDER

 
This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.07.2017. 

The appellant was absent from today’s hearing without intimation to the Commission and he is also not present during the hearing on 11.05.2017 and 17.07.2017.


Ms. Jaswant Kaur, B.P.E.O. Jagraon appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant which was available in the official record.   


After hearing the Respondent, the Respondent - PIO is directed to lodge an FIR for the loss of record with a copy to the appellant as well as the Commission, before the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. However, in the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the appellant. It is, however, made clear that in case he does not come present on the next date of hearing, the appeal case will be decided on the basis of material available on record and merits of the case.  


The case is adjourned for 09.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner


APPEAL CASE NO.  3542 OF 2016

Sh. Gurbax Singh S/o Sh. Bakhat Singh,

H. No. 16-C, Dr. Kitchlu Nagar,

Rajpura Road, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (E),  

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Circle Education Officer, 

Patiala Circle, Nabha.  

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Gurbax Singh, Appellant.


Ms. Dimple Madaan, Dy. DEO (EE) -cum- PIO


Sh. Rajinder Sood, CEO -cum- FAA. 

ORDER


This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.07.2017. 


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent PIO.


Ms. Dimple Madaan, Dy. D.E.O. (EE) -cum- PIO appears and files an affidavit stating that the information which was available in the official record has already been supplied to the appellant and this is complete information. Copy of the affidavit is taken on record. 


After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record available in the case file, it is ascertained that the information has already been provided to the appellant according to its availability in the office record. Original affidavit is also given to the appellant today in the Commission. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner


APPEAL CASE NO.  3945 OF 2016
Sh. Karamjit Singh S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

Village Gobindgarh, P.O. Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana.



…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Engineer,
Water Supply & Sanitation, Sub-Division-5,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Sub-Divisional Engineer,
Water Supply & Sanitation, Sub-Division-5,

Ludhiana.  



                  …Respondents
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Raivarinder Singh, S.D.E. -cum- Respondent - PIO.
ORDER:


This case may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.07.2017. 

 
The appellant has informed the Commission on the telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close this case. 


Sh. Raivarinder Singh, S.D.E. -cum- Respondent - PIO appears and states that requisite information has already been sent to the appellant by registered post vide letter no. 593, dated: 23.05.2017. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has already been supplied the information to the appellant. The appellant expresses his willingness on the telephone that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is, hereby,closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner


APPEAL CASE NO.  3972 OF 2016
Smt. Sukhwant Kaur, 

W/o Sh. Rachpal Singh,

H. No. 1896/1, SBS Nagar,

Chaja Dusanjh Road, Moga.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Sub -Divisional Magistrate,

Moga.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None for the Parties.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.07.2017.


The appellant is absent from today’s hearing without intimation to the Commission and he was also not present during the hearing on 17.07.2017.


Neither the PIO nor his representative is present in the Commission for today’s hearing.


The Respondent - PIO is directed to appear personally and provide the complete information to the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. However, in the interest of justice, one more opportunity is afforded to the appellant. It is, however, made clear that in case he does not come present on the next date of hearing, the appeal case will be decided on the basis of material available on record and merits of the case.  


The case is adjourned for 09.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner



APPEAL CASE NO.  4002 OF 2016

Sh. Janak Raj S/o Sh. Jeevan Lal,

Shakti Nagar, Gali No. 1, Ward No. 7,

Near Prince Model School, Goniana Mandi,

Bathinda-151201.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,

State Warehousing Corporation,

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

S.C.O. 74-75, Ground Floor, 

Sector-17-B, Chandigarh.

…Respondent

RESENT:
Sh. Janak Raj, Appellant. 


Ms. Narinder Kaur, RTI Incharge & Sh. Jaipal, G.A. on behalf of the


Respondent – PIO. 

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.07.2017.


The appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent- PIO. 


Ms. Narinder Kaur, RTI Incharge appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that sought information is in questionnaire form and cannot be provided to the appellant. 

 
In view of the above, Sh. Indervir Singh, Sr. Asstt. -cum- PIO is directed to appear personally, on the next hearing and provide the remaining information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which action u/s 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated. 


The case is adjourned for 09.11.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner


Copy to:
Sh. Indervir Singh, 


Sr. Asstt. -cum- PIO (Vigilance Branch),


Punjab Warehousing Corporation, 


S.C.O. No. 74-75,  Sector-17, 


Chandigarh.

APPEAL CASE NO.  4037 OF 2016
Sh. Balwinder Singh S/o Sh. Arjan Singh,

R/o Village Dhalleke, 

Tehsil and District Moga.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Moga.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Gopal Krishan, Clerk  on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 17.07.2017.


The appellant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent- PIO till date. 


Sh. Gopal Krishan, Clerk O/o S.D.M. Moga appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that requisite information cannot be provided because it deals with the Copy Branch O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga and same has been conveyed to the appellant vide letter no. 863/Reader, dated: 05.09.2016, which is placed on record. 


After hearing both the parties and perusal of the record, it is ascertained that the Respondent - PIO has already intimated the appellant vide letter no. 863/Reader, dated: 05.09.2016 that this information is not available in the office of SDM, Moga the same can be obtained from the Copy Branch O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga.


Therefore the appellant is advised to get the certified copies of the order from the Copy Branch O/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga. Keeping in view above, thus, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is, hereby,closed and disposed off.

Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

25.09.2017


         State Information Commissioner

