STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Sector: 76, S.A.S. Nagar.







…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga – 142001.
2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Moga.


3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Additional Chief Administrator,


GLADA, Ludhiana.






….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.   3130 of 2015

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal,  Appellant, in person.
Shri Rajinder Singh, Head Draftsman, GLADA, Ludhiana  and Shri Joginder Singh, Superintendent, office of D.C. Moga, on behalf of the respondents.

During hearing  on 09.08.2016,   Shri S.R.Bains, SDO, PWD(B&R) Moga submitted  that the sought information did  not relate to their office and they might  be exempted from further appearance in this case. Consequently, the sought information was  discussed in detail.  After hearing both the parties, the office of PWD(B&R) Moga was  exempted from further appearance in this case and the PIO of the office of ACA, GLADA, Ludhiana was  impleaded as a party in this case. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of ACA, GLADA Ludhiana was  directed to supply complete information to the appellant before the next date of hearing. He  was  also directed to explain the factual position of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information
 could be supplied to the appellant to his satisfaction without any further delay. The case was adjourned to 13.10.2016. 
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2.

On 13.10.2016,  Shri Rajinder Singh, Head Draftsman, GLADA, Ludhiana  and Shri Joginder Singh, Superintendent, office of D.C. Moga, appearing on behalf of the respondents, informed  that the information relating to their offices had already been supplied to the appellant and the information regarding Points No. 7, 8, 9 and 10 related to the office of XEN, PWD(B&R), Moga to which the appellant agreed.  Accordingly, the PIO of the office of XEN, PWD(B&R), Moga was  directed to supply information regarding Points No. 7,8,9 and 10 to the appellant before the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 30.11.2016 has been received from him through e-mail seeking exemption from his presence. He has informed that the respondents have failed to provide complete and correct information inspite of repeated adjournments. He has requested to direct the respondents to supply complete information to him. 

4.

None is present on behalf of the respondents. Viewing the absence of respondent from the office of XEN, PWD(B&R), Moga without any intimation, seriously, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply the information regarding Points No. 7,8,9 and 10 within 25 days, under intimation to the Commission, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be initiated against him. Besides, he  is directed to explain the factual position of the case in person on the next date of hearing so that complete information could be supplied to the complainant without any further delay.
5.

Adjourned to  10.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11-2016


             State Information Commissioner
CC:

Executive Engineer,



REGISTERED



PWD(B&R), Moga.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Sector: 76, S.A.S. Nagar.







…..Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner(D),

Mini Secretariat, Moga – 142001.





…..Respondent

Complaint Case  No. 2274  of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.
Shri Sumit, I.T. Manager-cum-PIO MNREGA,  on behalf of the respondents.
Today, the complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 30.11.2016 has been received from him through e-mail seeking exemption from his presence. He has informed that the respondents have failed to provide complete and correct information inspite of repeated adjournments. He has requested to direct the respondents to supply complete information to him. 
2.

As per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Sumit, I.T. Manager-cum-PIO MNREGA, is present  today.  He submits a letter No. 6987-698/NREGA, dated 28.11.2016 which has been addressed to the complainant and a copy endorsed to the Commission vide which the complainant has been informed that the provided information is correct as per their  record and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available with them. Besides, the complainant has been asked to inspect the record to identify the documents required by him.  Accordingly, the complainant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the said letter dated 28.11.2016 to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. He is also directed to inspect the record in the office of PIO on any working day to identify the specific documents required by him, if he so desires.
3.

Adjourned to 10.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Kuldeep Singh s/o Sh. Dass Singh,

Village: Mandofal, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.




..…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block Khera, District:  Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib.






……Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1757 of 2016

Order

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh,  appellant, in person.

Shri Rajinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of   the respondents.  
Shri Kuldeep Singh Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding works done by Gram Panchayat, Mandofal. 

2.

Today, the respondent informs that the information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 2511, dated 12.08.2016 and one more copy of the information was sent to the appellant as per orders of the Commission dated 18.10.2016. 
3.

The appellant appears before the Commission, after the respondent had left. He informs that no information has been supplied to him so far.  Accordingly, the PIO is directed to send one more copy of the information to the appellant and bring one copy of the information on the next date of hearing so that the same could be handed over to the appellant.
4.

Adjourned to  17.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:  30-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Hakam Singh s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

VPO: Madhir, Tehsil  Gidderbaha,

Distt. Sri Muktsar Sahib-152101.






…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary, Regional Transport Authority,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1024 of 2016

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Sukhwinder Pal Singh, Junior Assistant, office of RTA Ferozepur, on  behalf of the respondents.

Shri Hakam Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30-09-2015 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding documents required for transfer of vehicles from other States. 

2.

The case was last heard on 18.10.2016, when  the appellant was  asked to seek information regarding some specific vehicles. After discussing the matter and hearing both the parties, the appellant submitted  that the information regarding Vehicle No. 1236 of  district Sri Muktsar Sahib be supplied to him. Accordingly, the PIO of the office of DTO, Sri Muktsar Sahib and the PIO of the office of RTA Ferozepur were   directed to supply this information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.  The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, Shri Sukhwinder Pal Singh, Junior Assistant, office of RTA Ferozepur, appearing  on  behalf of the respondents, submits that as per the orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, complete information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant. He submits a copy of provided information to the Commission, which is taken on record. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations,  on the provided information,  have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information to his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 





 




Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Naurang Singh Dahiya s/o Sh.Raunak Singh,

H.No. 1508/47-B, Stree  No. 6, Harkrishan Nagar,
Gill Road, Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o District Transport Officer, Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  1035 of 2016

Order

Present:
None is present on  behalf of the appellant.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Steno, on behalf of  the respondents. 
 
Shri Naurang Singh Dahiya,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-06-2012 addressed to PIO sought certain information recorded in his Service Book from the beginning of service to his retirement. 

2.

Today, Shri Kuldeep Singh, Steno, appearing on behalf of the respondents,  submits a letter No. 156, dated 29.11.2016 from D.T.O. Sangrur, with  copy to the appellant,  submitting therein that   service book of the complainant is not traceable  as some of the record was destroyed due to heavy rains. He has further submitted that  the sought information relates to the year 1995  as  the appellant retired on 31.1.2.1995 and the  efforts are on to trace the service book of the appellant.  He assures that as and when it is found, copy of the same will be supplied to appellant.
3.

On the assurance given by the respondent, the case is disposed of and closed. 







 



Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No. 82, District Courts,

Sector: 76, S.A.S. Nagar.







…..Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat,  Moga – 142001.




…..Respondent

Complaint Case  No. 2289 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
None for the complainant.
 Shri Raj  Kumar, H.C.(513 Moga) and Shri Nek Singh, H.C.(RTI),  on behalf of the respondents.
During hearing  on 31.08.2016,   Shri Sat Pal Singh Gill, DSP(I); Shri Raj  Kumar, H.C. and Shri Nek Singh, H.C.(RTI), appearing  on behalf of the respondents, submitted  that the sought information had  not been supplied to the complainant as it had  been exempted under Sections 8(1) and 24(4) of RTI Act, 2005. They submitted  a letter No. 11038/C-RTI, dated 30.08.2016 from SSP, Moga, enclosing copies of documents running into 22 pages, explaining reasons in detail for denying the information, a copy of which was  handed over to the complainant, who was  directed to send his observations, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 20.10.2016.
2.

On 20.10.2016,   the respondents informed  that no observations had been received from the complainant. The complainant assured  that he would  send his observations to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission within 20 days. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 30.11.2016 has been received from him through e-mail seeking exemption from his presence. He has informed that the respondents have failed to provide complete and correct 
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information inspite of repeated adjournments. He has requested to direct the respondents to supply complete information to him. 

4.

The respondent reiterates  again today  that the sought information cannot been supplied to the complainant as it has  been exempted under Sections 8(1) and 24(4) of RTI Act, 2005. He further submits that Foreigners Regional Registration Officer, Amritsar has sent the following instructions/guidelines in this regard  vide their letter No. 71/ASR-IMM/2015-3804, dated 24.08.2015, which inter-alia read as under:-
“ As per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, Bureau of Immigration is exempted from providing any information/details under RTI Act. FROs are working as per power delegated by the MHA as an extension of BOI function only. Hence it is exempted under RTI Instructions are also placed on notice board of C-FRO. It is therefore requested that RTI applications received at FROs office should be disposed without giving information of Immigration & Registration data.”
Besides, SSP Moga vide his letter No. 11038/C-RTI, dated 30.08.2016 has explained reasons in detail for denying the information in this case,  a copy of which has already been supplied to the complainant and the complainant was directed to send his observations on this letter. The  complainant assured to send his observations within 20 days but these have not been received from him till date alongwith his letter received  today.  
5.

In view of the reasons, facts  and  circumstances narrated above, the sought information cannot be supplied  in this case and hence the instant case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

R/o 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Post Office: Dhandari Kalan, LUDHIANA.




…..Appellant

            Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



….Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 128 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Head Draftsman and Shri Kuljit Singh, Draftsman,  on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.05.2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding unauthorized buildings of Teja Singh Sawtanter School/College in Ward No. 66. 

2.

Today, the appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 13.11.2016 has been received from him through e-mail informing that only 1% of the sought information has been supplied. He has requested to give him date and time to inspect the record. He has also requested to fine the PIO as per  the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.
3.

As per the request  of the appellant, he is directed to inspect the record to  identify the documents required by him, on 20.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M. in Drawing Branch(Room No.7), Zone-C, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  and the PIO is directed to supply the identified documents to the appellant  on the spot. 
4.

Adjourned to  29.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









  Sd/-      
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

R/o 60/35-P/330, Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Post Office: Dhandari Kalan, LUDHIANA.




…..Appellant



Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



….Respondents

Appeal Case  No.   129 of 2015  

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Kulwinder Singh, Head Draftsman and Shri Kuljit Singh, Draftsman,  on behalf of the respondents.
Shri  Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,  Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated 24.05.2014,  addressed to PIO, sought certain information regarding unauthorized buildings of Teja Singh Sawtanter School/College in Ward No. 66. 

2.

Today, the appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 13.11.2016 has been received from him through e-mail informing that only 50% of the sought information has been supplied. He has requested to give him date and time to inspect the record. He has also requested to fine the PIO as per  the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005.

3.

As per the request  of the appellant, he is directed to inspect the record to  identify the documents required by him, on 20.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M. in Drawing Branch(Room No.7), Zone-C, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana  and the PIO is directed to supply the identified documents to the appellant  on the spot. 
4.

Adjourned to  29.12.2016  at 11.00 A.M.









   Sd/-              
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rajesh Kumar s/o Sh. Om Parkash,

Near Thana Sadar Railway Station,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala.







…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSPCL,

Nabha-147201, Distt. Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Chief Engineer (Operational),

PSPCL, Patiala.






…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1871 of 2016 

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant. 

Shri Dhari Lal, AAE, Sub Division Nabha  and Shri Parminder Kumar, SSA, on behalf of the respondents.


Shri Rajesh Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-11-2014 addressed to PIO sought certain information/documents regarding  Electric Connection  No. P51NB090331A issued under BPL Category. 

2.

The case was last heard on 20.10.2016, when the respondents submitted  that complete information had  been supplied to the appellant, after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. Accordingly, the appellant was  directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the appellant is not present. However, a letter dated 26.11.2016 has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear in the court in another case No. 207/2014. He has further informed that complete and correct information has not been supplied to him as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
4.

Shri Dhari Lal, AAE, Sub Division Nabha , appearing on behalf of the 
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respondents, informs that complete information, available on record,  has been supplied to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him,  vide letter No. 1745, dated  18.10.2016, which has been duly  received by him on 19.10.2016.  He makes  a written submission to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information is available with them. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send this written submission to the appellant by registered post and a copy of the same is retained in the Commission file. 
5.

In these circumstances, the case is disposed of and closed. 








 

Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 30-11-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village: Bholapur, PO: Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.







………Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Council,


Kapurthala-144601.  






……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 788 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant as well as the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 08-02-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasbir Singh  sought various information/ documents with regard to any permission sought to conduct commercial activities in residential areas.

2.

The case was last heard on 25.10.2016, when  the complainant informed  that he had  sent the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO. None was  present on behalf of the respondent during second consecutive hearing  without any intimation. Viewing this callous attitude of the PIO seriously, he  was  directed to supply complete information to the complainant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 would  be initiated against him. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 28.11.2016 has been received from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing due to ill health. He has further informed that no information has been  supplied to him as yet. He has requested to adjourn the case to some other date.
4.

Despite the directions issued by the Commission on the last date of hearing, none is present on behalf of the respondent during third consecutive hearing nor complete information has been supplied to the complainant till date. Accordingly, one last opportunity is afforded to the PIO to supply complete information to the complainant, failing which punitive action under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 will be taken, ex-parte.
5.

Adjourned to 10.01.2017 at   11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 30-11--2016




State Information Commissioner

