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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 766 of 2013
Date of decision: 14.05.2013 
Smt. Narinder Kaur D/o Sh. Ajmaer Singh,

R/o # 65-F, Rattan Nagar, Taripur, Patiala.

     ……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, 

Patiala.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala.





      …..……………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk Tehsil Office Patiala. 

ORDER

1.
Vide his application dated 21.01.2013 the information seeker has sought information about the identity card of Lamberdar of Village Jalalkhera. On not getting the satisfactory response from the PIO the appeal was filed in the Commission on 25.03.2013 under Section 19 (1) of the RTI Act.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.05.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. Even the Notice of the Commission sent at her address has been received back undelivered on account of the reason ’’refused to receive”. 

4.
Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk Tehsil Office Patiala submits reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. She further states that the information was sent to the complainant vide letter no. 1533/Information Clerk dated 07.03.2013 by hand and the complainant who has put her signature having received the said letter. 












Cont..p-2

Appeal Case No. 766 of 2013
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is revealed that the information was sent to the appellant vide letter no. 1533/Information Clerk dated 07.03.2013 by hand and the appellant has put her signature having received the said letter. The information was sought about the identity card of Lamberdar of Village Jalalkhera. The PIO has replied vide  letter dated 07.03.2013 that Sh. Ishar Singh S/o Sh. Chanan Singh is not the authorized Lamberdar of Village Jalalkhera. It is observed that the appellant has filed appeal in the Commission without resorting to the provision of filing appeal with First Appellate Authority under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. Further more, even the Notice of hearing sent by the Commission has been received back undelivered as the appellant has refused to receive the same. Notwithstanding the above facts, the case is closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

       Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 771 of 2013
Sh. Rajiv Sood S/o Sh. K.L. Sood, 

H. No. 404, Sector-12, 

Panchkula. (Haryana)
    



 ……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector-36-A, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Director, 

Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector-36-A, Chandigarh.


    

..……………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Amrik Singh APIO-Cum Assistant Director and Sh. Rashpal Singh Junior Assistant O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh
ORDER

1.
The appellant is not present at today’s hearing. Besides, no intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 

2.
Sh. Amrik Singh APIO-Cum Assistant Director and Sh. Rashpal Singh               Junior Assistant O/o Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training state that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted vide memo                  no. IT/RTI Act/2005/Rajiv Sood/671 dated 22.04.2013. They further submit                      that information comprising of 44 pages on point no.1 & 2 has already been                    provided vide letter no. 6884 dated 07.09.2012 and the information on point                      no.3 to 8 is voluminous and the appellant had been called thrice by the PIO to               inspect the record on 20.09.2012, 26.09.2012, 26.10.2012 and 30.11.2012.Thereafter, the  appellant filed  appeal with the First  Appellate  Authority  which  called  him  for 

      Cont..p-2

Appeal Case No. 771 of 2013 








hearing on 27.02.2013 vide  memo no. IT/RTI Act/2005/Rajiv Sood/148 dated 13.02.2013 and on 09.04.2013 vide memo no. IT/RTI Act/2005/Rajiv Sood/428 dated 26.03.2013. The appellant did not attend the hearing on any of these dates and therefore the first appeal was filed. 

3.
Last opportunity is provided to the appellant to attend the hearing on next date failing which it shall be presumed that he is no more interested in seeking information. The case is adjourned for further hearing on 17.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
        Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 782, 783 and 784 of 2013
Date of decision: 14.05.2013 
Sh. Rattan Chand Pandotra,

R/o H.No.81/5, Subhash Nagar,

Manimajra, Chandigarh.

PIN-160101

    




 ……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o M.D., PUNSUP,

Sector-34, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o M.D., PUNSUP,

Sector-34, Chandigarh.

 
    
 …..……………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant. 

For the respondent: Sh. V.K. Goyal APIO O/o Managing Director, PUNSUP, Chandigarh. 

ORDER

1.
Vide his application dated 12.11.2012 the information seeker has sought information qua the fact finding report conducted by Sh. G.S. Bhatia, enquiry officer PUNSUP Chandigarh in r/o paddy 2008-09 stored for milling with M/s Sawraj Overseas Tarn Taran road Amritsar, comments given by Sh. I.P.S. Malhotra, Mgr. Procurement & Storage along with the orders of M.D., noting sheet of Admin Section Chandigarh along with orders of M.D. and Sh. M.M. Oberoi, enquiry officer Chandigarh in r/o the chargesheet issued against Sh. R.C. Pandotra vide no. Amla-Gurdaspur (98)-2011/9590 dated 15.04.2011. On not getting the satisfactory response from the PIO the appeal was filed with First Appellate Authority on 03.01.2013 and then in the Commission on 25.03.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.05.2013 in the Commission.









                                  Cont…p-2


Appeal Case No. 782, 783 and 784 of 2013
3.
The appellant is not present at today’s hearing. However, his written application dated 25.04.2013 has been presented by Sh. V.K. Goyal in the Commission stating therein that the information asked for vide three applications dated 12.11.2012 is being supplied and as such he withdraws his applications/appeals (No. 782, 783, and 784 of 2013) in all cases. 

4.
Vide written submission dated 25.04.2013 made by the information seeker he  withdraws  Appeal Case no. 782, 783 and 784 of 2013. As such, all the three appeals are hereby dismissed as withdrawn. 

5.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties and also placed on each file of the Appeal case no. 782, 783 and 784 of 2013.
 
       Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 804 of 2013
Sh. B.K.Jethi,

R/o #  519, Mohalla Kuzigaran Purana Bazar,

Khanna-141401, 





     ……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar 

Khanna 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate, 

Khanna.





      …..……………Respondents
Show Cause Notice

CC: Sh. Joginder Singh,





(Regd. Post)

                    Tehsildar, Khanna 
Present:
Sh. B.K. Jethi appellant in person. (98140-28519)

For the respondent: Sh. Sharanjit Singh, Junior Assistant office of Tehsildar Khanna.  

ORDER

1. The appellant states that though some information has been provided yet he has been harassed unnecessarily by the office of PIO on various accounts. First, the letter no. 2091/RC dated 04.02.2013 was received by post on 05.03.2013 whereas he lives in the city itself. Secondly, the FAA did not function responsibly and there was virtually no communication/action from this authority. Lastly,  the information received vide no. 51/RC dated 06.05.2013 was uncertified which has been certified today only in the Commission itself. In the end, he submits that the role of FAA as well as that of PIO has not been in the consonance with the spirit of Right to Information Act basic purpose of which is to provide timely information to an applicant. 

Cont....p2

Appeal Case No. 804 of 2013
2. Sh. Sharanjit Singh, Junior Assistant office of Tehsildar Khanna states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide letter no. 50/RC dated 06.05.2013. 

3. After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file it emerges that PIO has delayed/ denied in providing the information to the complainant. In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Joginder Singh, Tehsildar, Khanna will show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered. 


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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. 

4. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 17.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

5.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
      Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 923 of 2013
Date of decision: 14.05.2013 

Sh. Partap Singh S/o Sh. Mihan Singh,

R/o H. No. 35, New Moti Bagh Colony,

Patiala. 




             ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Patiala.



……………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Partap Singh complainant in person.  
For the respondent: Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk office of Tehsildar Patiala. 

ORDER

1.
The complainant had sought information vide his RTI application dated 19.12.2012 regarding the action taken on request made for demarcation in Village Bhanari on 22.06.2012. On not getting the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 20.02.2013.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 15.04.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant submits that the demarcation has been done by the revenue department to his satisfaction. He also states that he does not want to pursue this case further. 

4.
Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk, office of Tehsildar Patiala submits reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. She further submits that the demarcation has been done on 11.05.2013 in the presence of the complainant Sh. Partap Singh. 











            Cont….p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 923 of 2013 
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the file it is observed that the complainant had given a representation on 22.06.2012 for demarcation in Village Bhanari and vide his RTI application dated 19.12.2012 he had sought information on action taken on the said representation. The reply to the Notice indicates that the demarcation has been done on 11.05.2013, fixed for the purpose, in the presence of the information seeker. The complainant is satisfied with the action of PIO and does not want to pursue the case further. As such, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

 Sd/- 
Chandigarh






         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013.


                    
        State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1250 of 2013
    Date of decision: 14.05.2013 
Sh. Jasbir Singh S/o Sh. Harbans Singh 

R/o Village Jalalkhera, Tehsil & Distt. 

Patiala. (98153-97246)




……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Patiala.





…..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk office of Tehsildar Patiala. 
ORDER
1.
The complainant has sought information vide his application dated 12.02.2013 from the PIO office of Tehsildar Patiala regarding affidavit no.77484 dated 17.02.2012 of Sh. Manohar Lal S/o Sh. Vijay Singh resident of Rauni in district Patiala. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 19.03.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The complainant was neither present at last hearing on 29.04.2013 nor he is present at today’s hearing. However a fax was received at diary no. 8833 dated 12.04.2013 in the Commission stating  that the information has not been provided to him and sought an adjournment on account of domestic work. 

4.
Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk office of Tehsildar Patiala states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted on 29.04.2013. She affirms that the complainant has been intimated by registered post vide letter no.1531/Information Clerk dated 28.02.2013 that the information sought relates to Suvidha Center. It has been mentioned in the reply of the PIO that the complainant has received the information from Suvidha Centre, Patiala on 12.03.2013.
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COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1250 of 2013
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the information seeker has been duly intimated by the respondent PIO that the information sought for is to be obtained from Suvidha Center directly. The reply to the Notice further indicates that the complainant has already received the information from Suvidha Center Patiala vide letter no. 23/Suvidha dated 12.03.2013. There is no further action required in this case which is closed and disposed of. 

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1338 of 2013
Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali

R/o 16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road, 

Amritsar -143001.





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala. 




  

 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali complainant in person. (94170-10035)

None for the respondent. 

ORDER

1. None on behalf of the respondent is present at today's hearing. However, a fax has been received in the Commission at diary no.11135, dated 14.05.2013 intimating that the information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter no.5770-5771/MOD, dated 25.04.2013 and on account of preoccupation seeks an adjournment.
2. Accepting the request of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 17.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

       Sd/- 
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1343 of 2013
Date of decision: 14.05.2013
Sh. D.C. Gupta, 

R/o #778, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Patiala-147002





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala. 




  

 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
None present.
ORDER
1. Vide his RTI application dated 08.01.2013 the information seeker has sought information on 9 points pertaining to the terms & conditions of the parking contractor. On not getting the information he filed complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 in the Commission on 28.03.2013. 
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.05.2013 in the Commission.

3. Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present. However, a letter has been received from the complainant  at diary no. 10929 dated 09.05.2013 intimating that the complete information has been received from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala vide letter no. 134/DN dated 06.02.2013 and another letter  no. 194/RTI dated 26.03.2013 from the office of Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Patiala. He further requests that he does not want further action in this case which may be  disposed of.
Cont.....p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1343 of 2013
4. After perusing the record available on file it is observed that the information has been received by the complainant to his satisfaction. No more action remains pending in this case. As such, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  

5.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

       Sd/- 
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1345 of 2013
Sh. Sunil kumar through Counsel 

Sh. Chamandeep S. Mittal Advocate 

Chamber No.594 Distt. Courts Patiala.


……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala. 




  

 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Sunil Kumar complainant in person. (9988660307)

For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh Superintendant, Sh. Gurvinerpal Singh Inspector (96460-50705) and Sh. Sanjeev Kumar Garg office of Municipal Corporation, Patiala. 
ORDER

1.
The complainant states that he has yet not got the requisite information from the respondent PIO. The information seeker submits that he may be allowed to inspect the record so that he can obtain the documents required for the purpose. 

2.
Sh. Jaspal Singh Superintendant states that the information pertains to House Tax Branch record of which is based on property numbers and without indicating property number the information pertaining the House Tax cannot be traced. They have already intimated to the information seeker vide letter no. 2596 to 2597 dated 07.03.2013 by registered post accordingly. He further submits that the information seeker can come to the office any time on any working day to inspect the record

3.
In view of above, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 17.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 

Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1348 of 2013
Date of decision: 14.05.2013
Sh. Vijay Bhushan Agarwal,

R/o # 1258/1, Street No.4, 

Mohalla Ram Nagar Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142026




……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Joint Secretary,

Food Supply & Consumer Affairs

Punjab, Sector-17 Chandigarh.

  

 ………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Vijay Bhushan Aggarwal complainant in person. (98155-28089)

For the respondent: Smt. Rimpy Sharma, Senior Assistant office of 

Joint Secretary, Food Supply & Consumer Affairs Punjab.
ORDER

1.
Vide his RTI application dated 09.07.2012 the information seeker has sought information on 4 points, related to order of Director qua appointment of Inspectors Grade-II, enumerated in his application. On not getting the information he filed complaint under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 in the Commission on 28.03.2013. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 14.05.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant states that though the information has been provided but he is not satisfied because the same does not serve his purpose. He further submits that there is discrepancy in the information provided and the factual position. He points out that as per office noting 99 candidates for the appointment of Inspector Grade-II were called whereas 103 candidates should have been called.






                                                       Cont.....p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1348 of 2013
4.
Smt. Rimpy Sharma, Senior Assistant office of Joint Secretary, Food Supply & Consumer Affairs Punjab submits that the requisite information as available on record has been provided to the complainant and that now no more information is pending with the PIO. 

5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the information has been provided to the complainant by the PIO. The assertion of the complainant that the information has been provided  that 99 candidates were called by the Director, Food & Civil Supplies in place of 103 candidates for the post of Inspector Grade-II is untenable as well as misplaced. The RTI Act is tool to provide only information as available on record. The corrective action is to be accomplished through remedial measure which is outside the scope of this Act. The complainant is advised to give representation to competent authority for achieving his goal of remedial measure, if he so desires. It is further observed that now no more action remains pending in this case. As such, the complaint case is closed and disposed of.  

 6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

       Sd/-
Chandigarh





        
           (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


               
        State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 
Appeal Case No. 1685 of 2012
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia

(RTI Activist & Whistle Blower), Secy PPCC,

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

Maha Singh Nagar, Daba Lohara Road, 

P.O. Dhandari Kalan, Ludhiana-141014.



    
      …Appellant 

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
                

 …Respondents

Present: 
Sh. Amarjit Singh Dhamotia appellant in person. (9888490039)

For the respondent: Sh. Amandeep Singh Inspector office of District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana. (98153-33720)
ORDER

1. The appellant has submitted reply to the submission of the PIO which is taken on record copy of the same is given to the respondent. The matter to come up for order on 20.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   

3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









        Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 14.05.2013


                             State Information Commissioner
