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 Punjab Urban Planning Development Authority,

Puda Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Urban Planning Development Authority,

Puda Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2386/14
ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.

Mr. Sunil Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Mr. Dilbag Singh, Planning 
Officer, O/o Senior Town Planning, on behalf of the Respondent.
RTI  application filed on


:   
17.02.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
13.03.2014(filed first appeal before 30 







days)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
09..04.2014 ( even before waiting for the 






response of the FAA). However, the registry of the Commission had pointed out some deficiencies in the second appeal and finally it was received in the commission on 25.07.2014 after completing all formalities.)

Information sought : 


Seeks information on 18 points regarding marriage palaces/resorts in the jurisdiction of MC, Zirakpur.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denied the 








information.
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Appeal Case no. 2386/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


The appellant is absent without intimation to the commission. The APIO stated that the PIO in the O/o PUDA had not received any RTI application and it came to know of it when a copy of it was received along with the notice of the commission. 
          Since the information sought was not related to PUDA, the RTI application along with the notice was forwarded to the Chief Town Planner and Assistant Estate Office, GMADA. 



Also, the appellant has sought the same information from different public authorities including one that holds the information, there is no justification in keeping the instant appeal alive with the Commission. Moreover, three appeal cases filed by the same appellant were listed for hearing today but he preferred to abstain and that too without any intimation to the Commission only suggests that he is little interested in pursuing his cases.  
Decision :
 
 
In the light of the above, the instant 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    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 Department of Town & Country Planning Punjab,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Department of Town & Country Planning Punjab,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2387/14
ORDER

Present
:
None for the appellant.




Mr. Sandeep Goyal, Planning Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

RTI  application filed on


:   
17.02.2014
PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
13.03.2014(even before the expiry of 30 






days)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
07.04.2014 (even before waiting for the 







FAA to pass and orders)  However, the 







Commission could entertain it only on  







25.07.2014 when it was resubmitted 







after making up for the deficiencies 







pointed out by the registry of the 








Commission.
Information sought : 
Seeks information on marriage places and resorts in the jurisdiction of MC , Zirakpur.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
Denial of information 
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Appeal Case no. 2387/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


The appellant is absent without intimation to the commission. The representative of the PIO stated the RTI application along with the postal orders have been transferred to the PIO o/o Director (Town Planning Wing), Local Government, Punjab. Since the appellant has also filed a similar RTI application to the PIO o/o Director Local Government, Punjab, no useful purpose would be served to keep the instant appeal alive as it has already been forwarded to the public authority holding the information.

Decision :

In the light of above, this 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    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
:
None for the appellant.

Mr. Gurpreet Singh, Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed on


:
17.02.2014   



PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
15.03.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
09.04.2014 .  However, the appeal could be entertained on 25.07.2014 only after the appellant made up for the deficiencies pointed out by the registry.

Information sought : 

Seeks information on marriage palaces/ resorts in MC, Zirakpur.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
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-2-

Appeal Case no. 2388/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


The representative of the PIO stated that the requisite information is related to the Municipal Committee, Zirakpur. Since the respondent PIO has not transferred the RTI application to the concerned PIO o/o MC, Zirakpur within stipulated period,  the onus of collecting the information is with the respondent PIO.

The Commission directs the respondent PIO to collect the requisite information within ten working days and provide the same to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

Decision :
The case is adjourned to 11.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Satpal Singh,

H. NO. 1433/24, Phase – XI,

Mohali. 







   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

The Estate Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2075/14
ORDER

Present
:
Mr. Harjinder Singh, complainant in person.




Mr. Ravinder Singh, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
06.05.2014
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil (Though the complainant admits that he was provided information but he alleges that it was not complete.)
Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
22.07.2014
Ground for complaint

:
Incomplete information provided by the PIO.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information on three points related to HN 1433/24.Phase VI.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



The complainant stated that he had already received information on query no 1 while response to query no 2 and 3 is still waited. 
                     The PIO had earlier sought some clarification to identify the requsite information but the complainant had failed to provide the same. The complainant is advised to provide some clarification related to query no 2 and 3 and the PIO would be duty bound to provide the requisite information. 
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Complaint Case No.-2075/14
                                If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he would be at liberty to approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. Estate Office, GMADA within 30 days of getting the remaining related to query No 2&3 from the Respondent PIO.
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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Aseem Arora,

S/o S.K. Arora,

R/o 65, Bedi Colony, 

Tehsil & Distt -  Fezorepur City.  




   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Financial Commissioner of Revenue Punjab,

Chandigarh. 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-2114/14
ORDER

Present:
Mr. Assem Arora complainant in person.



Mr. Darshan Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
06.02.2014
PIO’s  response


:    
Nil 

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
30.07.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks status of his complaint filed against Pawan Kumar Kaungo ,Khanna on 08.12.2012.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO is totally oblivious of the facts of the case and failed to assist the Commission in discharging its functions. The PIO should desist from deputing junior officers and send only those well conversant with the facts of the case and also with the RTI Act and its rules. 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 responding to the RTI application.












Condt…2/-
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Complaint Case No.-2114/14
                

The  PIO – respondent Mr. Rakesh Bhalla, Joint Secretary O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue Punjab, Chandigarh     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 ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.
Decision:- 

The case is adjourned to 11.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Arpinder Singh,

H. No. 583 E,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.





   


… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

PUNSUP,

Chandigarh.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2001/14
ORDER

Present:
Mr. Arpinderjjit Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Damapreet Walia, Deputy GM-cum-PIO, behalf of the Respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
21.04.2014
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 

:
18.07.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
The complainant had initially sought information on four points. The information on two points i.e fixation of pay of the complainant was not provided while related to other two points had been provided. For the remaining information, the PIO had assured the Commission as early 9.12.2013 that he would provide the information related to remaining two points within one a half month.

            Since the information was not provided, the complainant was forced to file another fresh RTI application to seek information on these two remaining points and then approach the SIC again.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



The PIO stated that he would provide the day to day proceeding on the issue of fixation of pay of the complainant within next five working days. Earlier, it could 
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Complaint Case No. 2001/14
not be provided as the concerned officer was yet to take a final call on the issue which was likely to take one and half month and then the Ld. SIC Parveeen Kumar had disposed of the complaint case. However, it is unfortunate that the concerned officer has failed to take a decision on the issue for eight months which speaks of the gross inefficiency of the department. Even at the risk of out-stepping it jurisdiction, the present bench is of the opinion that the issues related to retired functionaries who have put in over three decades of their active life in the service of the department, should not be kept pending for months and years.

       

The PIO assured that he would provide the entire information within a week. The PIO revealed that the pay of the concerned complainant has already been fixed on the file and it remains to be reflected in complainant’s service book which should not take long.  

Decision:- 

The case is adjourned to 11.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Tehsil & District - Barnala.




   

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mansa.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-1982/14
Present:
None for the complainant.



Mr. Inderjit Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
19.05.2014

PIO’s  response


:    
NIL

Complaint  received in SIC
 
:
17.07.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks information related to some registries. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:-  



The complainant is absent without intimation to the commission. The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been sent to the complainant on 12.06.2014. 
                       Since the information has been provided to the complainant, he can peruse the same and if not satisfied, he is at liberty to approach the first appellate authority (FAA) i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Mansa.



Decision:- 

Since the instant 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Smt. Kamlesh Rani,

W/o Sh. Vishal Goyal,

R/o 18, Homeland Enclave,

Bathinda. 





   
 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2315/14
ORDER

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Janak Raj, Kanngo & Mr. Amandeep Singh, clerk on behalf of the 


respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
04.03.2014(with two reminders  on 







08/03 & 20/03)

PIO replied




:   
09.04.2014(transferred the RTI 








application to PUDA after 36 days 







instead of five days. Subsequently, 







PUDA transferred the RTI application on 






15.04.2014 to GMADA.
First appeal filed



:   
07.04.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
07.07.2014

Information sought : 

Seeks information on 15 points regarding land acquired of Lachhman Dass s/on Mehar Chand ,and Maltan Devi widow of Mehar Singh  and others comprising Khasra No 2936, 2938 2940 patti Mehna under the oustee quota.

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






information.
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Appeal Case no. 2315/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



The appellant is absent without intimation to the commission. The case could not be taken up in absence of the appellant.

Decision :
The case adjourned to 11.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Vishal Goyal,

H. No. 18, Homeland Enclave,

Banthinda. 





   
 

  … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2316/14
ORDER

Present:
Mr. Vishal Goyal, appellant in person.



Mr. Janak Raj, Kango, & Mr. Amandeep Singh, Clerk on behalf of the 


Respondent.

RTI  application filed on


:   
24.12.2012

PIO replied




:   
18.01.2013

First appeal filed



:   
04.03.2014
FAA orders: Ordered the PIO, BDA to supply information on 17.04.2014 and 25.04.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
19.07.2014 
Information sought : 

Seeks information regarding acquiring of land belonging to Lachan Dass  s/o Mehar Chand and his mother and others in Khasra os 2936;2938 a,d 2940 in patti Malina, Bathinda.
Grounds  for  the Ist & appeal

:
Provided wrong and incomplete 








information.

Grounds for IInd appeals


 :
Not satisfied as the FAA orders  which                             

                                                                            were not complied with by the PIO.

Condt…2/-
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Appeal Case no. 2316/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



The substantial information was provided to the appellant during the hearing itself. The appellant stated that the part of the information is not attested. The representative of the PIO assured that the attested information would be provided to the appellant within five working days. 
                      Also the representative of the PIO stated that some information that the appellant is looking for is not available in the file as it’s as old as 40 years.  The PIO is directed to identity the information which is sought by the appellant but is not available in  the records and put it black and white and provides an attested document to the appellant stating that such and such information was not available in the records.

                    Also, the respondent PIO is directed to provide the information point wise, properly indexed as per the RTI application of the appellant.
Decision :
For further proceeding the case is adjourned to 11.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Vishal Goyal,

H. No. 18, Homeland Enclave,

Banthinda. 





   
 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2317/14
ORDER

Present:
Mr. Vishal Goyal, appellant in person.



Mr. Janak Raj, Kanungo, & Mr. Amandeep Singh, Clerk on behalf of the 


respondent.

RTI  application filed on


:   
04.03.2014


PIO replied




:   
09.04.2014 ( the RTI application was 







transferred to PUDA which in turn 







transferred the same to GMADA. This 







was after the appellant had moved the 







FAA)

First appeal filed



:   
07.04.2014.

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
17.07.2014
Information sought : 

Seeks information on 16 points regarding acquisition of land of Lachhman Dass s/o Mehar  chand. His mother and others of Khasra NO 2936, 2938 & 2940.
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No resposne, hence denial of 








information.
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Appeal Case no. 2317/14
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 


Since the appellant admitted that he had sought the same information through his wife Kamlesh Rani, there is no need to seek information again. He sought to withdraw the appeal case.
Decision :



In the instant appeal case is withdrawn and hence dismissed.
Announced  in the open court.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. S.C Sharma,

House No. 11, Ghuman Road,

Near Kuljeet Gas Agency,

Phatak No. 22, Patiala. 




   
 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2327/14
ORDER

Present :
Mr. S.C Sharma, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI  application filed on


:   
23.09.2013


PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
23.10.2013
FAA decision: 13.11.2013                           (The FAA directed the PIO to provide the information but the orders were not complied with by the PIO by 25.11.2013.
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
17.12.2013
Information sought : 

Seeks information on action taken on his nine representations regarding illegal construction of a basement in his locality.

                      Earlier, SIC Satinderapl Singh had disposed of the complaint case with direction that the appellant would appear before the PIO on 25.05.2014. Since no information was supplied to the appellant/complainant, he again returned to the State Information Commission by way of second appeal. 











Condt…2/-

-2-

Appeal Case no. 2327/14

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeal
 :
Not satisfied with the response of the 







PIO &  FAA. Even the directions of the 







SIC were not complied with and the 







appellant has been denied information 







till date.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 

The Respondent PIO is absent without intimation to the commission. Nor he has responded to the notice of the commission. 

The PIO – respondent Mr. Naresh Kumar, Assistant Town Planner, O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala   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.

Decision :
The case is adjourned to 16.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Saroop Singh,

S/o Sh. Harbans Singh,

R/o Village Mallha, P.O. Kang,

Tehsil – Khadoor Sahib,

District - Tarn Taran.





   
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar / Sub Registrar, 

Amritsar-I.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.-1466/14

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



Mr. Gurmainder Singh, Tehsildar, on behalf of the Respondent.



The Respondent PIO stated that he had responded to the RTI application on 12.05.2014  and sought some clarification regarding the land records the complainant was looking forward to but the compliant failed to provide any clarification.

                      The representative of the PIO stated he had sent the information on 22.08.2014 which must be in transit.  

                   However, the representative of the PIO had brought a copy of the information which was supplied to the complainant during the hearing itself. The complainant sought some additional information which can't be provided at this stage. However, the complainant is at liberty to seek any information related to land records by filing a fresh RTI application. 

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: 26.08.2014    

   

    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:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Vishal Goyal,  clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.


The appellant is absent for the seconded consecutive hearing. However, he has sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 25.0.2014 wherein he has stated the futility of attending the today’s hearing while listing his grievances in another case AC 1127/14 which had been decided by the commission. The appellant has every right to take up his grievances to appropriate forum and should not mix up two cases.

         Meanwhile, District Revenue Officer(DRO) cum PIO Avtar Singh Makkar has filed an affidavit wherein he stated that the requisite information relates Deputy Commission’s Office and the response to the RTI application as  provided by the Deputy Commissioner’s office too was submitted along with the affidavit.

       The District Revenue Officer (DRO) cum PIO is directed to send a copy of response to the appellant through registered post within five working days. The appellant is advised to peruse the response, point out deficiencies/ send his rejoinder within another week after its receipt and the respondent PIO would be duty bound to
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Appeal Case no. 1015/14

make up for the deficiencies if any or address the grievances of the appellant in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act.
Decision:


The case is adjourned to 24.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

S/o Sh. Mahinder Singh,

R/o New Bedi Colony, Phase – 2,

Back Side Bhagat Singh Colony,

Ferozepur.





   
 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Inspector General of Police,

Ferozepur Range,

Ferozepur. 







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2027/14
ORDER

Present:
Mr. Jaspal Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Vibhor Kumar, DSP on behalf of the respondent. 


The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant too conceded that he has received the information to his satisfaction and urged the Commission to close the appeal case.

         Also, the PIO has filed his response to the show cause notice which was taken on record. In light of response to the show cause notice, further proceedings on the same are dropped. 

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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nazar Singh,

S/o Joginder Singh,

Village Gobindgarh, P.O- Jogiana,

District - Ludhiana.
 



   


   … Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer I, 

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2030/14

ORDER
Present: 
None for the parties.
 

Both the parties are absent. The case is deferred to 11.09.2014 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: 26.08.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
