STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Barjinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Rattan Singh,

# 76, Village Devi Nagar,

Tehsil Dera Bassi, 

District SAS Nagar.





   

… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Mohali.








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1020/14

Order

Present: 
Mr. Barjinder Singh, complainant in person.
Mrs. Dalbir Kaur, AEO-cum-PIO and Mr. Deepak Bansal, Supdt.-cum-APIO o/o GMADA, Mohali and Mr. Ravinder  Singh Gill,  Planning Officer o/o Town & Country Planning, Mohali, on behalf of the respondents. 

 

During the course of hearing, the respondent-PIO provided substantial information to the complainant. The complainant agitated that the information on point no. 3 is not provided. The PIO submitted that the information is not lying with them and he had already transferred the RTI application to this extent to the District Town Planner Office but their office too maintained that the information is not available with them and they have transferred the same to the Senior Town Planner, Office.  Evidently, the PIOs are not sure who is the competent authority to provide the requisite information and the complainant is  being shuttled from one public authority to another.

                  However, substantial information has already been provided. In the discussion that ensued, it was revealed that the complainant had not provided the various details required to identify and trace the information as mere saying that the contentious property, regarding which the remaining information is related, is on 
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Chandigarh –Ambala Highway which is about 48 km long. Also, it was opined that the 
said property may not be in the name of the builder which may further make it difficult to identify the property.

        

 The complainant agreed to identity the exact location of the property and also its khasra numbers etc. So, he is advised to file a fresh RTI application to CTP, PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.


With the above observations, 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: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Smt. Kulwant Kaur,

H. No. 4077, Sector - 68,

Mohali - 160062.






    
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 859/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mrs. Kulwant Kaur, complainant in person.





Mrs. Dalbir Kaur, Asstt. EO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO stated that the requisite information was voluminous and spread over in number of files. She offered for inspection of the records.

                     The complainant would visit the o/o PIO on mutually agreed date and time in any day before 15.06.2014. The complainant would identify the information and the respondent PIO would be duty bound to provide the information.


The case is adjourned to 23.06.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Bhadur Khan,

S/o Lt. Sh. Karnail Singh,

Village Kumbhra, Sector 68

Tehsil & District - Ajitgarh,

P.O. Kumbhra- 140308




   
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali. 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 912/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bahadur Khan, complainant in person.





Mrs. Dalbir Kaur, Asstt. EO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO has provided the information to the complainant. The complainant stated that he has received the information except the copy of Aero City map. The PIO stated that the map is not readily available and is in process of being prepared. Since the map is not available, it could not be provided. 
                        The respondent-PIO is directed to provide the copy of map within ten days after its completion. However, if the complainant is not satisfied after receiving the same, he can approach the first appellate authority (FAA). 


With this direction 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: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaspreet Singh,

H. No. 3572, New Tagor Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana – 141001




   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director of Sports Punjab,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Sports Punjab,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh





 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1075/14

ORDER 
Present: 
Mr. Jaspreet Singh, appellant in person.

Mr. Rupinder Singh Assistant Director, Sports and Mr. S.L.Lote, Joint Director Sports for the FAA, on behalf of the respondents. 

 

The respondent-PIO has provided the requisite information to the appellant to his satisfaction. The appellant also conceded that he has received the information as per his RTI application and requests that the case be closed. Since the information stands supplied to the satisfaction of the appellant, further proceedings of the show cause notice are dropped. 
 

In light of above, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Kewal Krishan Jindal,

H. No. 667, Model Town Phase -1,

Bathinda.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1162/14

Order
Present: 
Mr. Kewal Krishan Jindal, appellant in person.


Mr. Balwinder Pal, Sr. Asstt.-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-APIO stated that he has provided the information. However, the appellant pointed out that the information on action taken on two of his application is still awaited. 

                     The respondent-APIO submitted that these two applications / complaints came to the notice of the public authority only through the RTI application while regarding two other complaints the information stood supplied.

              
 Since these two application / complaints are now under investigation, the information on these can be furnished only after completion of inquiry/investigation.  The respondent-PIO is directed to furnish the attested copies of action taken report of the said complaints to the appellant within ten working days after its completion of the enquiry / investigation. 


With this direction, the case is closed and disposed of. 
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Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Avtar Singh,

S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh

Village Burj Kalara,

Post Office Hadoor, Block Jagraon,

Ludhiana. 
 



   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Jagraon.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Development and Panchayat Officer,


Ludhiana.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 860/14

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 



Mrs. Paramjit Kaur, Suptd., on behalf of the respondent. 
 

In compliance to the Commission’s order, the representative of the respondent-PIO had brought the cheque of Rs. 3,000/- bearing no. 279633 dated 22.05.2014 (SBP) to deliver to the appellant during the hearing. But today, the complainant is absent and it could not be delivered. The PIO is directed to send the same to the appellant, through registered post or by hand within two working days. The information in the instant case had already been supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction. Also, the show cause proceedings are dropped in the light of response of  the PIO dated 17.04.2014 to it  which has already been taken on record. 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is closed and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh.  Rajinder Singh, 

S/o Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, 

R/o Village – Pakka Kalan, 

Tehsil – Talwandi Sabo, 

District – Bathinda.  
 



   

 
… Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Bathinda 








 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 159 of 2014

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


Mr. Damanjit Singh Maan, SDM-cum-DTO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO stated that the requisite information could not be traced as the complainant has failed to provide the entry number by which the vehicle No. was transferred. He stated that entry number is crucial without which the requisite information could not be traced.
                        The complainant is advised to provide the entry number within next 10 days and respondent-PIO would be duty bound to provide the requisite information in another 10 days. If the respondent PIO fails to provide requisite information even after the complainant having submitted the crucial entry number, the complainant would be at liberty to approach the first appellate authority i.e State Transport Commissioner, Punjab within a month .

                   
 Even if the complainant is not satisfied with the response of the FAA, he can again approach the State Information Commission.

                  
 With these directions, the compliant  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: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Nazar Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Village Gobindgarh Post Office Jogiana.

Ludhiana.




   

 
 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Financial Commissioner, Revenue Punjab

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 688/14

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Gurjaipal Singh, for the complainant. 
Mr. Lalit Sharma, Sr. Clerk, o/o Tehsildar Ludhana (E), on behalf of the respondent. 
 

The representative of the respondent-PIO was unable to explain the case. On the previous hearing, the PIO had sought more time to provide the requisite information to the complainant and assured the commission to provide the information latest by the next date of hearing. Today, neither the respondent PIO is present nor he had provided any information. The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice by name to the respondent-PIO.
 

The PIO Mr. Harsimranjit Singh, Tehsildar (E), Ludhiana is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on  him till the information is actually  furnished.  



   The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.
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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 respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply to show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing. 


The case is adjourned to 26.06.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Joginder Singh

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

Subhash Nagar-6,

Phagwara,

District - Kapurthala



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority 

Jalandhar







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 717/14

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Joginder Singh, Complainant in person.


Mr. Kapil Dev, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 
 

The PIO is absent for the third consecutive hearing. On the previous hearing dated 05.05.2014, the PIO was issued show-cause notice but he did not turn up today and instead deputed a lower level office. It shows that the PIO has little regard to the RTI Commission and the Commission takes a serious note of it. The Commission is again constrained to issue show cause notice by name to the PIO. 
 

The PIO Mr. Satpal, SDO-cum-PIO office of Jalandhar Development Authority, Jalandhar is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on  him till the information is actually  furnished.  



   The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty
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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 respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply to show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing. 

             The appellant stated that he had attended number of hearings in the Commission but he had not got the information till date. The appellant demands a compensation u/s 19(8) b and the Commission found fit to award compensation of  Rs. 2,000/- (Two Thousand only) to the appellant. 

                         The respondent-PIO is directed to provide the requisite compensation within fortnight to the appellant to be paid by the public authority, through bank draft or cheque. A receipt of the same is to be sent to the Commission for record. 



The PIO has never attended the Commission’s hearing thrice. The Commission had given number of opportunities but he has not complied 

with the orders of the Commission. The Commission takes a serious note of it and constrained to issue bailable warrants to both the PIOs. 



Evidently, the PIOs takes notice of the Commission casually which shows that he has a little regard for the Commission and total apathy towards the RTI Act. The commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue bailable warrants against the PIO to ensure his presence at the next date of hearing for speedy disposal of the instant case. 
                       Therefore, it is deemed fit to issue bailable warrants against both the PIOs Mr. Satpal, SDO office of Jalandhar Development Authority, Jalandhar in exercise
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 of powers conferred under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005, read with the relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code with the direction that the said PIO shall produce the relevant record relating to the complainant’s RTI application on the next date of hearing. A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar to serve the enclosed bailable warrants dated 01.07.2014 on Mr. Satpal, SDO office of JDA, Jalandhar and the  Senior Superintendent of Police, Jalandhar  will ensure his (Mr. Satpal, SDO), presence before the Commission on the next date of hearing  i.e. 01.07.2014.
 

The case is adjourned to 01.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Joginder Singh

S/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

Subhash Nagar-6,

Phagwara,

District - Kapurthala



   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Jalandhar Development Authority 

Jalandhar







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 717/14
 ORDER 
UNDER  SECTION 18 (3)  OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.




 



 NEXT  DATE  OF  HEARING  01.07.2014

To



Senior Superintendent of Police, 



Jalandhar. 



Whereas Mr. Satpal, SDO   office of Jalandhar Development Authority, Jalandhar  has failed to appear and produce the record before the State Information Commission despite the issuance of notices in the above-mentioned appeal case. Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this  bailable warrant on PIO to appear  before this Bench  of the State  Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on  01.07.2014  at 10.00 A.M. to produce the relevant  record pertaining to the above-mentioned  appeal  case.

Dated, this 29th   day of  May, 2014.  








 

Sd/-



 





    
(Surinder Awasthi)
  


  
     
           


            State Information Commissioner. Pb.
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; Old Bombay Place,

Jakhal Road, Sunam,

District Snagrur 





   

   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Town Planner 

Mandi Mandal Punjab,

SCO No. 2921-22, Sector 22 C,

Chandigarh

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Town Planner Punjab,

Puda Bhawan, Sector 62 C,

Mohali








 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 1127/14

ORDER

Present:
 Mr. Jiwan Garg, appellant in person.



 Mr. Amrinder Singh, ATP, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the respondent-PIO has provided part information to the complainant.  The appellant submitted that the PIO has not supplied the requisite information sought by him but instead have been provided a different piece of information.

                      The appellant stated that he had deposited Rs. 500/- as fee of requisite information but he provided wrong information. He submitted that he had urged the PIO to permit him inspection of the information ( of a particular map) but it was refused and instead of the desired information(map), a different map was supplied despite that he had identified the said map by giving its details.    
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                The Commission takes a serious note of it and is constrained to issue show cause notice for having provided wrong information.


The PIO Mr. Pankaj Bawa, District Town Planner office of CTP, PUDA Bhawan Mohali is hereby issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 as to why  penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to a maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on  him till the information is actually  furnished.  



   The PIO is directed to submit his reply in the form of affidavit giving reasons for delaying and denying the supply of requisite information to the applicant before the next date of hearing.



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the   imposition of such penalty 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 respondent-PIO is further directed to be personally present with the reply to show cause notice along with the copy of information on the next date of hearing. 


The case is adjourned to 02.07.2014 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

      (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 29.05.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner

