STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Phase – I, Urban Estate,

Focal Point, Ludhiana. 

        




…Appellant

Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Block Development &

Panchayat Officer – I,

Ludhiana. 

First Appellate Authority,

Office of the District Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana. 







              …Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 229 of 2014

ORDER
Present:
None for the parties. 



In compliance to the Commission’s directions, the respondent PIO has deposited an amount of Rs 20,000 as penalty and the receipt of the same is submitted to the Commission vide dairy no. 8176 dated 31.03.2015.



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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1016/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
08.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
05.01.2015 & 21.01.2015

First appeal filed



:   
22.01.2015
FAA orders: 19.02.2015, 23.02.2015 & 27.02.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on seven points inter alias on interlocking tiles used by MC.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Also, he failed to comply with the directions of the FAA forcing the appellant to approach the Commission  u/s 19(3).
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Appeal Case no. 1016/2015
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad to attend a three day training programme starting from today and his absence during proceedings today is understandable. What is baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. He even failed to show compliance to the directions of the First Appellate Authority that the complete information be provided to the appellant before 09.03.2015.  Non compliance of the directions by the PIO forced the appellant to approach the Commission u/.s 19(3). Taking serious note of all this, the Commission is constrained to issue show cause noticed to respondent t PIO. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it 
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Appeal Case no. 1016/2015
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 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 

 



…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1017/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Shashi Kant, Supdt-cum-APIO, Mr. Mahinder Kumar, Clerk & Mr. 


Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
08.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
18.02.2015
First appeal filed



:   
22.01.2015 (FAA Orders 27.02.2015)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on six points regarding MC limits.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Also, he failed to comply with the directions of the FAA forcing the appellant to approach the Commission u/s 19(3).

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The appellant was satisfied with the response of query no. 1.  On the query No 2,3,4,5 &6 , the representative of the PIO submitted that he had already
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Appeal Case no. 1017/2015
  provided substantial information and the appellant conceded it. Regarding remaining information on these queries, he offered for inspection of record to the appellant. The appellant is advised to visit the o/o PIO on mutually agreed date and time and inspect the record within next seven working days. The respondent PIO is duty bound to provide the identified information immediately or in couple of days on payment basis. . 


Another representative of the PIO, Mr. Jatinder Kumar stated that the information regarding query no. 2 too would be provided on or before the next date of hearing. He stated that the concerned official who was expected to attend today’s proceedings on query No 2 was superannuated on some Court orders suddenly yesterday. He failed to assist then Commission in absence of proper brief from the PIO who had already gone to Hyderabad to attend a three day seminar.   
Decision :

The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 

 



…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1018/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Shashi Kant, Supdt-cum-APIO, Mr. Mahinder Kumar, Clerk & Mr. 


Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.
RTI application filed on


:   
08.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
18.02.2015
First appeal filed



:   
27.01.2015 (FAA orders: 27.02.2015)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks status of cases and different appeals in various courts.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Also, he failed to comply with the directions of the FAA forcing the appellant to approach the Commission u/s 19(3).

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 
The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad to attend a three day training programme starting from today and his absence during proceedings today is understandable. What
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Appeal Case no. 1018/2015
 is baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. He even failed to show compliance to the directions of the First Appellate Authority that the complete information be provided to the appellant before 09.03.2015.  Non compliance of the directions by the PIO forced the appellant to approach the Commission u/.s 19(3). Taking serious note of all this, the Commission is constrained to issue show cause noticed to respondent t PIO. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.
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Appeal Case no. 1018/2015
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 

 



…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1019/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Shashi Kant, Supdt-cum-APIO, Mr. Mahinder Kumar, Clerk & Mr. 


Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
08.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
18.02.2015
First appeal filed



:   
27.01.2015 (FAA orders: 27.02.2015)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on six points inter alias funds for Toba Basti.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :



The PIO failed to provide complete information. Also, he failed to comply with the directions of the FAA forcing the appellant to approach the Commission u/s 19(3).
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Appeal Case no. 1019/2015
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad to attend a three day training programme starting from today and his absence during proceedings today is understandable. What is baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. He even failed to show compliance to the directions of the First Appellate Authority that the complete information be provided to the appellant before 09.03.2015.  Non compliance by the directions of the PIO forced the appellant to approach the Commission u/.s 19(3). Taking serious note of all this, the Commission is constrained to issue show cause noticed to respondent t PIO. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it
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 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 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 

 



…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1020/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



None for the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
24.11.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
07.01.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on six points inter alias on sewerage treatment plant at Nabha.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Also, he failed to comply with the directions of the FAA forcing the appellant to approach the Commission u/s 19(3).
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad to attend a three day training programme starting from today and his absence during proceedings today is understandable. What is
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 baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. He even failed to show compliance to the directions of the First Appellate Authority that the complete information be provided to the appellant before 09.03.2015.  Non compliance of the directions by the PIO forced the appellant to approach the Commission u/.s 19(3). Taking serious note of all this, the Commission is constrained to issue show cause noticed to respondent t PIO. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.
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Appeal Case no. 1020/2015
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Surinder Mittal, 

86, Greater Kailash, 

Phagwara – 144401 
 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Commissioner of Police, 

Amritsar.  







…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 787/2015
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Paramjit Singh, Sub Inspector & Mr. Surinder Singh, Dealing Hand, on 

behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 

:
10.01.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil 
Complaint received in SIC 
:
17.03.2015
Ground for complaint

:
Initially the RTI application was “ refused”  received and subsequently no information was
furnished. 
Information  sought:- 


Seeks information on 12 points regarding execution of conditional warrants dated 22.05.2014 issued by the Court of  Mr. Surekha Rani JMIC, Amritsar is case titled as Poorja Mittal v/s Surinder Mittal case No 19421/09 u/s 125 Cr.PC by Chhehrata Police, Amritsar.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO stated that the information was provided to the Complainant on 25.03.2014 and again it was provided on 17.04.2015 by speed post..  The Complainant is advised to peruse the information and he is not satisfied with the information provided, he would be at liberty to approach the first appellate authority i.e. Commissioner of Police, Amritsar within a month of receipt of information.  
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Complaint Case no. 787/2015
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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
PS: After the case was disposed of, the Complainant Mr. Surinder Mittal appeared before the Commission and he was read out the orders of the Commission. Mr. Mittal conceded that he had already received the information but protested that it was incomplete and misleading. The Complainant was advised to approach the PIO and point out the deficiencies in black and white and PIO would be duty bound to make up for the same. If not satisfied with the response of the PIO, he would be free to approach the FAA under 19(1) and subsequently u/ 19(3)  the Commission by way of second appeal.   

     He raked up the issue of refusal of the PIO to accept the RTI application at the first instance and produced a stamped envelope marked “Refused”. The RTI application had been accepted subsequently, However, the present complaint focused on ‘not providing the information” and the RTI application had already been accepted, the issue of alleged “refusal” was not broached as it was considered as one time aberration. 

       However, the respondent PIO is advised to ensure that RTI application routed through postal services should not be “refused” as it attracts penal provisions u/s 20 of RTI Act and warned that the Commission would take a serious note of it if such an incident of “ refusal: reoccurred.
Announced in the open court.


  

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

     (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Tarsem Lal Jindal,

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, 

R/o Kothi No. 306,

Aastha Enclave, 

Dhananula Road,

Barnala. 
 
 






   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur  







…Respondent

Complaint Case no. 840/2015
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

RTI application filed 

:
13.02.2015
PIO’s response


:    
Nil

Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.03.2015
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks Audit report related to mutations in the various Tehsil’s in the district for the year 2012-13,2013-14.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



Both the parties are absent. However, the PIO has sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 24.04.2015 stating that the requisite information had been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. P.I.C.15/71, dated 03.03.2015 and subsequently on 23.04.2015 provided through registered post after receipt of the notice of the Commission.

                         If the complaint is not satisfied with information provided, he is at liberty to  approach the first appellate authority i.e. Deputy Commission, Ferozepur.
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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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, 

District Courts, Phase 3B1, 

SAS Nagar 





 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Revenue Officer, 

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Moga. 


 




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 966/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Gurvinder Singh, Suvidha Administrative, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
04.12.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
06.01.2015

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2014

Information sought: 

Seeks information on nine points regarding employees of Suvidha Centre, Moga.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO stated that the substantial information had been provided and the remaining too he assured , to  provide within couple of days. The appellant was satisfied with the assurance.

                        The representative of the PIO assured the appellant that the charging of Rs. 10 for RTI application form , which was the subject matter of the RTI application, would be dispensed with after a formal meeting of the Governing Body of the concerned  Society, managing Suvidha Kendra. 
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Appeal Case no. 966/2015
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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. H.S. Hundal,

Chamber No. 82, 

District Courts, Phase 3B1, 

SAS Nagar 





 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, 

Moga.


 





…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 967/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. H.S Hundal, appellant in person.



Mr. Joginder Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI application filed on


:   
01.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
31.12.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015

Information sought: 

Seeks information on nine points regarding his complaint dated 17.10.2014 against LPA branch with refere4nce to his application dated 10.03.2014.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:


The representative of the PIO  sought more time to provide the information to the appellant.  

Decision :



The case is adjourned to 14.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Rattan Singh, 

R/o H. No. 459, Gali No. 3, 

Ward No. 21, Gurudwara Mai Janki De Naal, 

Gill Road, Moga - 142001




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Patwari Moga,

Moga, Mehla Singh – II.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Tehsildar, Moga.
 




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 979/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Rattan Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Swaran Singh, Patwari-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
08.10.2014


PIO replied




:   
01.01.2015

First appeal filed



:   
28.11.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
17.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on four points regarding common village land.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The information provided in wrong and 







misleading.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The respondent PIO stated that the information related query no. 1, 2, 4 had already been provided. Also, he assured that the information on query no. 3 would be provided within couple of days. The appellant was satisfied with the assurance of the respondent.

Decision :


On his assurance, 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sarabdeep Singh, 

S/o Sh. Hajara Singh, 

Village – Niranjanpur, 

P.O – Khilchian, 

Tehsil – Baba Bakala, 

District - Amritsar. 







   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, (Rural),

Amritsar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Inspector General of Police, 

Border Zone, Amritsar. 
 




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 972/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sarabdeep Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Kashmir Singh, ASI on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed on


:   
23.07.2014


PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
16.10.2014

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015

Information sought: 


Seeks complete inquiry report on his complaints No 1643 Pp dated 13.09.2008 and 595 PP dated 02.06.2010.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
Since there was no response from the PIO, he approached the FAA. However, subsequently, the PIO provided information which was incomplete and the appellant had pointed out deficiencies vide his letter dated  01.01.2015.



The PIO had submitted through his letter diarized in the Commission on 23.04.2015 that the initially the PIO had furnished information on 02.12.2014. Subsequently, the appellant sought some additional information which too was supplied to him on 18.04.2015.
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Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The information has been provided to the appellant. The appellant was looking for some additional information for which he is advised to file separate application because the request for additional information can’t be entertained at this stage. 
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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1021/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Jasvir Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
08.12.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil

First appeal filed



:   
27.01.2015
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015

Information sought: 

Seeks information on seven points regarding allotment of funds to Gaushala.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Also, he failed to comply with the directions of the FAA forcing the appellant to approach the Commission u/s 19(3).
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The representative of the PIO stated that the no MC land given on lease to Gaushala which is the subject matter of the RTI application and this piece of  information was provided to the appellant during the hearing too. But the appellant 
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protested saying that this was wrong and misleading. However, the representative of the PIO asserted that the information provided was correct and duly authenticated by PIO and furnished under the signatures of the APIO. 
                           The Commission made it clear to the representative that the PIO would attract penal provision u/s 20(1) if subsequently it is established the PIO had knowingly  provided incorrect, incomplete or misleading information. The appellant is at liberty to approach the Commission if it could prove with evidence that the PIO had deliberately provided him wrong information..   
Decision :


Since the information was provided, 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1022/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Shashi Kant, Supdt-cum-APIO, Mr. Mahinder Kumar, Clerk & Mr. 


Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
08.12.2014


PIO replied




:   
09.01.2015
First appeal filed



:   
27.01.2015 (FAA orders: 27.02.2015)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
16.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on seven points regarding Rajiv Gandhi Park.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Also, he failed to comply with the directions of the FAA forcing the appellant to approach the Commission u/s 19(3).
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad to attend a three day training programme starting from today and his absence during
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Appeal Case no. 1022/2015
 proceedings today is understandable. What is baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. He even failed to show compliance to the directions of the First Appellate Authority that the complete information be provided to the appellant before 09.03.2015.  Non compliance of the directions by the PIO forced the appellant to approach the Commission u/.s 19(3). Taking serious note of all this, the Commission is constrained to issue show cause noticed to respondent t PIO. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



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


The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1030/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Shashi Kant, Supdt-cum-APIO, Mr. Mahinder Kumar, Clerk & Mr. 


Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
24.11.2014

PIO replied




:   
18.02.2015
First appeal filed



:   
07.01.2015 (FAA orders: 27.02.2015)

Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
20.03.2015
Information sought
:



 
Seeks approved maps of various public buildings.
Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete 







information. 


However, the appellant had conceded before the FAA  that he had received the information and the case be closed. Despite that, he approached the Commission u/s 19(3).
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad
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 to attend a three day training programme starting from today and his absence during proceedings today is understandable. What is baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



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

             The instant case was disposed of by the first appellate authority after recording that the appellant was satisfied with the information provided adding that he
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 required no more information. Ironically, the appellant approached the Commission u/s 19(3) stating that he was not satisfied with the FAA orders.

During the hearing, the appellant stated that the FAA had coerced him to accept  his orders. Interestingly, in number of cases related to same parties, the FAA had ordered to supply the information and fixed a deadline for the same but in this an couple of other cases, the FAA forced a decision on the appellant which defied logic. The Commission would take up this contentious issue at the next date of hearing.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1043/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Shashi Kant, Supdt-cum-APIO, Mr. Mahinder Kumar, Clerk & Mr. 


Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
08.12.2014

PIO replied




:   
18.02.2015

First appeal filed



:   
22.01.2015 (FAA orders: 27.02.2015)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
20.03.2015
Information sought: 

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Not satisfied with the orders of the FAA.  


However, the appellant had conceded before the FAA that he had received the information and the case be closed..Despite that he approached the Commission u/s 19(3).
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad to attend a three day training programme starting from
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 today and his absence during proceedings today is understandable. What is baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



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

          The instant case was disposed of by the first appellate authority after recording that the appellant was satisfied with the information provided adding that he required no more information. Ironically, the appellant approached the Commission u/s 19(3) stating that he was not satisfied with the FAA orders.
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During the hearing, the appellant stated that the FAA had coerced him to accept  his orders. Interestingly, in number of cases related to same parties, the FAA had ordered to supply the information and fixed a deadline for the same but in this an couple of other cases, the FAA forced a decision on the appellant which defied logic. The Commission would take up this contentious issue at the next date of hearing.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Sham Singh, 

183/9, Jaimal Colony, 

Near Dulladi Gate, 

Nabha, District – Patiala. 




 

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Committee, 

Nabha, District Patiala. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, 

Local Govt. Room No. 409, 

Mini Secretariat, Patiala. 





…Respondents
Appeal Case no. 1044/2015
Order

Present:
Mr. Sham Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Shashi Kant, Supdt-cum-APIO, Mr. Mahinder Kumar, Clerk & Mr. 


Jatinder Singh, Jr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI application filed on


:   
24.11.2014


PIO replied




:   
18.02.2015
First appeal filed



:   
07.01.2015 (FAA orders: 27.02.2015)
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:   
20.03.2015
Information sought: 
Seeks information on four points regarding the status of  old nala of Jaspal colony.

Grounds for the 1st & 2nd appeal
 :
The PIO failed to provide complete information. Not satisfied with the orders of the FAA.  



However, the appellant had conceded before the FAA that he had received the information and the case be closed. Despite that he approached the Commission u/s 19(3).
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 


The representative of the PIO stated that the PIO had gone to Hyderabad











Contd…2/-

-2-

Appeal Case no. 1044/2015
 to attend a three day training programme starting from today and his absence during proceedings today is understandable. What is baffling is why he failed to respond to the notice of the Commission dated 07.04.2015 and comply with the directions in para 3 a & 3 b of the notice. Moreover, he failed to convey in written to the Commission the reasons for his absence and seek a formal exemption from personal hearing. Besides, he deputed a person much junior in the office who was not at all conversant with the facts of the case and hence failed to assist the Commission in discharging its duties.  

                      All this smacks of the PIO’s bureaucratic arrogance and gross disrespect to the Commission and RTI Act. 

 

The  respondent – PIO Mr. Ranvir Singh, Executive Officer, o/o Municipal Committee Nabha, District: 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 personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 



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

The instant case was disposed of by the first appellate authority after recording that the appellant was satisfied with the information provided adding that he required no more information. Ironically, the appellant approached the Commission u/s 19(3) stating that he was not satisfied with the FAA orders.
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During the hearing, the appellant stated that the FAA had coerced him to accept  his orders. Interestingly, in number of cases related to same parties, the FAA had ordered to supply the information and fixed a deadline for the same but in this an couple of other cases, the FAA forced a decision on the appellant which defied logic. The Commission would take up this contentious issue at the next date of hearing.
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 13.05.2015 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: 28.04.2015    

   

    State Information Commissioner
