STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
RED CROSS BUILDING, MADHYA MARG, SECTOR 16-B, 

(NEXT TO ROSE GARDEN), CHANDIGARH-160016

Tel No. 0172-2864116, FAX No. 0172-2864125 

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


COMPLAINT CASE NO.  582 OF 2015
Sh. Bhupinder Singh S/o S. Gurnam Singh,

Dogar Basti, Near Gali No. 3,
Main Road, Faridkot.



…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,
Faridkot.




 …Respondent
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Hardeep Singh, PIO -cum- Secretary O/o RTA, Faridkot.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 20.09.2017.


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


Sh. Hardeep Singh, P.C.S. PIO -cum- Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot appears and states that he was not the PIO at the time when RTI application was filed by the appellant on 24.02.2014. He has joined as PIO on 01.09.2017. The delay in the disposal of the application, therefore occurred during the time, when Shri Nacchatar Singh Brar, P.C.S. was holding the charge of the office of PIO. 


The perusal of the record as available in the file, it is revealed that neither the Respondent has supply the information to the complainant within the statutorily prescribed period of 30 days nor he has been present in the previous hearings dated: 07.04.2015, 06.05.2015, 20.07.2015, 14.12.2015, 26.04.2016, 12.10.2016, 02.11.2016, 19.06.2017 and 16.08.2017, which shows that he has no regard to the orders of the Commission. Therefore, I had imposed a penalty of Rs. 25000/- on the Respondent - PIO under section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 vide order dated: 29.03.2017. 


In view of the above, Shri Nacchatar Singh Brar, P.C.S. (Then PIO -cum- DTO, Faridkot) is directed to appear in person before the Commission and comply the order dated: 29.03.2017, on the next date of hearing. 

 
The Respondent PIO (Sh. Hardeep Singh, P.C.S.) is directed to supply this order of the Commission by hand to Sh. Nacchatar Singh Brar, P.C.S., Sh. Vijay Kumar Syal, P.C.S. and Sh. Harjit Singh Sandhu, P.C.S. for personal appearance on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against them. 


The case is adjourned for 09.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH


      (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

For Intimation and Necessary Action:-
1)
The Secretary,


Regional Transport Authority, Faridkot.
APPEAL CASE NO. 1107 OF 2017

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

# 986, Near Dev Hotel,

Main Bazar, Moga.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o SDM,

Moga.

…Respondent

Present :
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Appellant. 


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Tehsildar -cum- PIO & Sh. Mangaljit Singh, Clerk.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 20.09.2017. 


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


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Tehsildar -cum- Respondent - PIO appears and files an affidavit stating that requisite information has already been provided to the appellant.  


After going through the information Affidavit, the appellant states that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


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


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH


      (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 2529 OF 2017

Sh. Manpreet Kaur,

D/o Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

VPO: Rau Ke Hithar, Tehsil:Guru Harsahai,

Distt: Ferozepur.

…Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority

o/o IGP,

Zonal-IV, Bathinda.

…Respondent

PRESENT :
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta on behalf of the Appellant.


Sub Inspector Ashok Kumar on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.09.2017.


Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta appears on behalf of the appellant and states that incomplete information has been provided to the appellant. 


Sub Inspector Ashok Kumar appears on behalf of the Respondents and hands over the remaining information to the representative of the appellant. 


After going through the information, the representative of the appellant states that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. The representative of he appellant has acknowledged in writing that the appellant is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to her 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 be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 2530 OF 2017

Sh. Manpreet Kaur,

D/o Sh. Gurdeep Singh,

VPO: Rau Ke Hithar, Tehsil:Guru Harsahai,

Distt: Ferozepur.

Appellant.

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority

o/o IGP,

Zonal-IV, Bathinda.

 Respondent

PRESENT :
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta on behalf of the Appellant.


Sub Inspector Ashok Kumar on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 27.09.2017.


Sub Inspector Ashok Kumar appears on behalf of the Respondents and states that requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant. 


Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta appears on behalf of the appellant and states that the appellant is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. The representative of the appellant has acknowledged in writing that the appellant is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to her 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 be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 2669 OF 2017

Sh. Pardeep Kumar S/o Sh. Hari Chand,

S.C.F. No. 1, Ranjit Avenue,

Mushkiana Sahib Gurudwara Road, 

Mandi Mullanpur, Distt. Main Bazar, Moga.

             …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairperson,

Punjab State Commission for Women,

S.C.O. No. 57-59, Sector-17, Chandigarh.  

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chairperson,

Punjab State Commission for Women,

S.C.O. No. 57-59, Sector-17, Chandigarh.

         …Respondent

PRESENT :
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta on behalf of the Appellant. 


Ms. Jasbir Kaur, PA -cum- PIO & Sh. Mangaljit Singh, Clerk.

ORDER


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 18.09.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 25.09.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 27.09.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 26.10.2017 to appear before the Commission.


Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta appears on behalf of the appellant and states no information has been provided to the appellant by the Respondent - PIO.


Ms. Jasbir Kaur, PA -cum- PIO appears and hands over the requisite information to the representative of the appellant. 


After going through the information, the representative of the appellant states that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. The representative of the appellant has acknowledged in writing that the appellant is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to him 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)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2760 OF 2016

Sh. Ravinder Singh,

H.No. 986, Near Dev Hotel,

Main Bazar, Moga (Pb).

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Moga.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional District Commissioner,

Moga. 

…Respondent

PRESENT :
Sh. Ravinder Singh, Appellant. 


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, PIO -cum- Tehsildar & Sh. Mangaljit Singh, Clerk.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 20.09.2017. 


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


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, Tehsildar -cum- PIO appears and hands over the remaining information to the appellant. He further states that he was not the PIO at the time when RTI application was filed by the appellant on 14.05.2016. He has joined as PIO on 25.05.2017. The delay in the disposal of the application, therefore occurred during the time, when Shri Pawan Kumar Gulati was holding the charge of the office of PIO. 


The perusal of the record as available in the file, it is revealed that neither the Respondent has supply the information to the complainant within the statutorily prescribed period of the 30 days nor he has been present in the previous hearings dated: 09.11.2016, 04.01.2017, 07.03.2017, 20.06.2017 and 03.08.2017, which shows that he has no regard to the orders of the Commission. Therefore, I had imposed a penalty of Rs. 25000/- on the Respondent - PIO under section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 vide order dated 20.09.2017.


In view of the above, Shri Pawan Kumar Gulati (Then PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Moga) is directed to appear in person before the Commission and comply the order dated: 20.09.2017, on the next date of hearing. 

Cont… Pg 2

APPEAL CASE NO.  2760 OF 2016

 
The Respondent PIO (Sh. Lakhwinder Singh) is directed to supply this order of the Commission by hand to Sh. Pawan Kumar Gulati for personal appearance on the next date of hearing, failing which punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
CHANDIGARH


      (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

Regd. Post:-


Sh. Pawan Kumar Gulati,


Tehsildar,


Guruharsahai (Ferozepur).

Copy to Intimation and Necessary Action:-


The Deputy Commissioner,


Ferozepur.

APPEAL CASE NO.  2800 OF 2016

Sh. Ravinder Gosain,

R/o H. No.3946/B, Gali No.3,

Gagandeep Colony, Kailash Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal, Distt: Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate authority

o/o Zonal Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Zone-A,
Ludhiana.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, ATP on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2017.


The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, Assistant Town Planner appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the requisite information, which was available in the official record has already been supplied to the appellant. 


The Respondent - PIO is directed to bring the original record relating to the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which penalty provision will be initiated against the PIO, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2801 OF 2016

Sh. Ravinder Gosain,

R/o H. No.3946/B, Gali No.3,

Gagandeep Colony, Kailash Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal, Distt: Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Nigam,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate authority

O/o Nagar Nigam

Zone-A, Ludhiana.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, ATP on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2017.


The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, Assistant Town Planner appears on behalf of the Respondent PIO and states that the requisite information, which was available in the official record has already been supplied to the appellant. 


The Respondent - PIO is directed to bring the original record relating to the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which penalty provision will be initiated against the PIO, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2802 OF 2016

Sh. Ravinder Gosain,

R/o H. No.3946/B, Gali No.3,

Gagandeep Colony, Kailash Nagar,

Basti Jodhewal, Distt: Ludhiana.

Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Nigam,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate authority

O/o Nagar Nigam

Zone-A, Ludhiana.

Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, ATP on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2017.


The appellant is absent for today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. 


Sh. Pardeep Sehgal, Assistant Town Planner appears on behalf of the Respondent PIO and states that the requisite information , which was available in the official record has already been supplied to the appellant. 


The Respondent - PIO is directed to bring the original record relating to the RTI application of the appellant, on the next date of hearing, failing which penalty provision will be initiated against the PIO, as per the RTI Act, 2005.

The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3186 OF 2016

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Des Raj Gupta,

# 8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur, Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP,

Ludhiana Rural, Police Distt: Jagraon.

First Appellate authority

o/o IGP,

Zonal-11, Ladhowali Road,

Jalandhar.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Appellant.


HC Avtar Singh, O/o PS Dakha on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2017.


HC Avtar Singh O/o P.S. Dakha appears on behalf of the Respondents and handed over the remaining information to the appellant during the hearing. 


The appellant appears and states that he is satisfied with the provided information. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant with which the appellant is satisfied. The appellant has acknowledged in writing that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided to him 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 be sent to the parties.






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  3187 OF 2016

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

S/o Sh. Des Raj Gupta,

# 8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur, Ludhiana.


             …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o SSP,

Ludhiana Rural, Police Distt: Jagraon.

First Appellate authority

o/o IGP,

Zonal-11, Ladhowali Road,

Jalandhar.




         …Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta, Appellant.


HC Avtar Singh, O/o PS Dakha on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2017.


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


HC Avtar Singh O/o P.S. Dakha appears on behalf of the Respondents and states that requisite information which was available in the official record has already been provided to the appellant.


As far as the information is concerned that, complete information has already been supplied which was available in the official record, but as the appellant has suffered lot of detriments to attend the hearings in the Commission for getting the complete information. HHhhHence, compensation of Rs. 3000/- (Rupees Four Thousand only) is awarded to the appellant, Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta. The crossed cheque/Demand Draft shall be made from the bank account of public authority concerned and not from the individual official.


The respondent PIO is also directed to send a copy of cheque/Demand Draft to the Commission to establish the fact that order of the Commission has been complied with. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  3197 OF 2016

Sh. Jaswinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Maghar Singh,

Shop No.18, Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt: Ludhiana.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.M, Markfed,

Plot No.6-7-8, Backside R.K. Machine,

Tools, Near Cheema Chowk, Ludhiana.

First Appellate authority

O/o G.M, Markfed,

Dakshin Marg, Plot No.4, Sector:35/B,

Chandigarh.



…Respondent

PRESENT:
Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta is present on behalf of the appellant.


None is present on behalf of the respondents. 

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 19.09.2017.


Adv Rakesh Kumar Gupta appears on behalf of the appellant and states that no information has been provided to the appellant by the Respondent till date.


Neither the Respondent PIO is present for today’s hearing nor has filed any written reply in this regard. 


The Respondent - PIO is directed to provide the available information to the appellant and if there is no information then file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available with the respondent has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is left to be supplied, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner
CC:


The Area Manager, 


Food Corporation of India, 


Gurdev Nagar, 


Ludhiana.

APPEAL CASE NO.  3413 OF 2016

Adv H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82, District Courts,

Mohali.




             …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Superintendent Engineer,
PSPCL, Operation Circle, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Engineer,
Operation South,

PSPCL, Patiala.



         …Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. H.S. Oberoi, Addl S.E. PSPCL -cum- APIO on behalf of the


Respondent - PIO.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 13.09.2017.


The appellant has sent an email in the Commission vide diary no. 24202 dated: 26.10.2017 mentioning therein that his presence may be exempted and vide diary no. 24203, dated: 26.10.2017 he has stated that information from point no. 1 to 5 are still pending from the respondent. 


Sh. H.S. Oberoi, Addl. S.E. -cum - APIO O/o PSPCL, Mohali appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the demanded information has already been supplied to the appellant through registered post and submits the remaining information during the hearing, before the Commission, which is taken on record.  


The Respondent is directed to remove the deficiencies as pointed out by the appellant, before the next date of hearing and file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available with the respondent has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is left to be supplied, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


One more opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided and does not want to pursue his case and decision shall be taken on merits. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh



        (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


                   State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 3620 OF 2015
Adv H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, District Court Complex, 

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali).

…Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Tehsildar,
Mini Secretariat, Moga.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga. 

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


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, PIO -cum- Tehsildar & Sh. Mangaljit Singh, Clerk.

ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 19.09.2017.


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


Sh. Lakhwinder Singh, PIO -cum- Tehsildar, Moga appears and submitted the reply to the Show Cause Notice issued to him and stating that information which was available in the official record has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is available in the official record. Copy of the reply is taken on record. 


The Respondent is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant, if there is no information, then file an affidavit stating that whatever information was available with the respondent has already been supplied to the appellant and no other information is left to be supplied, on the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


One more opportunity is given to the appellant to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided and does not want to pursue his case and decision shall be taken on merits. 


The case is adjourned for 12.12.2017 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-
Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

26.10.2017


         State Information Commissioner

