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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 320 of 2013 
Sh. Telu Ram, 

R/o Modi Mill Colony, Street No.2, 

Nabha, Mob-9988663909





………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Nabha.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director, Local Government, 

Patiala




    
                ……..……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Telu Ram appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Surjit Singh, E.O. office of Nagar Council, Nabha (98888-14593) and on the behalf of the FAA: Sh. Gurbachan Singh.
ORDER

1.
The appellant states that there are deficiencies in the information provided about which he has already sent letter dated 20.05.2013 to the Commission. He requests that information available in MB/MW7 may be provided to him because the information contained in MW14 is incomplete. He also requests that action as per legal provision may be taken against the PIO and that he may be given the compensation as he has visited Chandigarh a number of times and is being harassed in this case. The copy of the letter dated 20.05.2013 is given to the respondent PIO. 
2.
Sh. Surjit Singh, E.O. office of Nagar Council, Nabha states that the deficiencies as pointed out by the appellant shall be removed before the next date of hearing. 
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3.
In view of above, the PIO is directed to remove the deficiencies and provide the remaining information before the next date of hearing. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

             

          
     
sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 501 of 2013
Sh. Alankar Arora Advocate

S/o Sh. H.R. Arora Chamber No. 407, 

Yadwindra Complex, District Courts,

Patiala. 





       ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Patiala. 





       ……………..……………Respondent
Show Cause Notice







(Regd. Post)
CC: 
Sh. Vinod Kumar Gagat,






        
DDPO-cum-PIO, office of District Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Patiala.

Present:
Sh. Alankar Arora, Advocate complainant in person. (81464-11302)
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1.
 The complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that incomplete information has been provided to him. He further requests that on his application dated 13.12.2012 the PIO office of DDPO, Patiala provided him incomplete information vide letter no.2074/DA dated 11.04.2013 and as such the PIO has violated Section 7 (1) of the RTI Act.  Therefore penal action against the PIO be taken in view of Section 20(1) & (2) of the act. 

2.
None is present the behalf of the respondent at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from the PIO about the reason of absence. 

3.
After hearing the complainant and perusing the record available on file it emerges that PIO has delayed/ denied in providing the information to the complainant. 
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In view of the above, PIO- Sh. Vinod Kumar Gagat, DDPO office of District Development & Panchayat Officer, Patiala 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. 


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 26.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M.  

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



 
sd/-      
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 520 of 2013 

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur, Gen.Secy,

R/o Universal Human Rights Org.

VPO. Rasulpur The. Jagron

Distt. Ludhiana-142035.


        ………………………….Complainant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub- Divisional Magistrate, 

Barnala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Barnala.




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

For the respondent: Sh. Kulwant Singh Sandhu, District Welfare Officer, Barnala (998822364)
ORDER
1.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However a fax has been received in the Commission at diary no.12377 dated 28.05.2013 intimating that he shall not be attending the hearing on account of his pre-occupation in a civil court and seeks an adjournment. He has also pointed out that the District Welfare Officer, Barnala has not provided him correct information as he has sought information of committees constituted in the year 2007 but the information has been provided for the year 2012. The copy of the letter is given to the District Welfare Officer, Barnala. 

2.
Sh. Kulwant Singh Sandhu, District Welfare Officer, Barnala states that the correct information has been provided to the appellant as the said committee was not constituted in the year 2007 rather it was constituted in the year 2012 qua which the information has already provided to the appellant. 
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3.
Last opportunity is provided to the appellant to present his view point at next date of hearing falling which it shall be presumed that complete and correct information has been provided to him. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 




sd/-      
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 562 of 2013
Date of decision 28.05.2013 
Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol,

R/o #13/89, Guru Angad Nagar, 

Sohian Road, Sangrur-148001.

        ………………………….Appellant  
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supply 

Controller, Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Food & Supply 

Controller, Sangrur.



……………..……………Respondent
Present:
Miss. Kiranbir Kaur Virk, Advocate on behalf of the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, AFSO, office of DFSC, Sangrur 

(98884-12993)
ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 05.10.2012 the information seeker had sought information regarding the complete details of ration card issued in the year 1986 to Pargat Singh. On not getting the information from the PIO, he filed appeal on 14.12.2012 with the First Appellate Authority and then with the Commission on 28.02.2013.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for the hearing on 17.04.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Miss. Kiranbir Kaur Virk, Advocate authorized by the appellant is present in the Commission and states that the certified copy of envelop and letter which is stated to be refused by the addressee has been provided to her in the Commission itself today. She further requests that the case may be disposed of.
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4.
Sh. Balwinder Singh, AFSO, office of DFSC, Sangrur states that the complete information has been provided to her in the Commission. He further requests that the case may be closed and disposed of.
5.
After hearing the both the parties and going through the record available on file it is revealed that the information has been provided to the appellant in the Commission itself today. No further information remains pending with PIO in this case. Therefore, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

            


 sd/-
     
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 636 of 2013 

Date of decision 28.05.2013 
Sh. Manjit Singh S/o Kuldeep Singh 

C/o The Superintendant,

Model Jail, Burail,

Chandigarh. 






……………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Patiala






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

For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant Peshi Branch office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala. (9501019398)
ORDER
1.
Vide his application dated 08.12.2012 the information seeker had sought information on following 4 points:-


(i).
If any case under Section 107, 151 CRPC, has been registered against Manjit Sngh s/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh as mentioned in your letter no.1770 dated 16.11.2012, then a certified copy of the above said registration, may please be furnished.

(ii).
Certified copy of the statement of Mrs. Dipinder Kaur w/o Late Judge Sh. Vijay Singh, which was recorded regarding the parole case of applicant, may please be provided.
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(iii). 
Please provide the certified copy of the judgment you have quoted in your letter no.1770 dated 16.11.2012, that "Manjit SIngh would have to live in jail till his death".


(iv). 
Certified copy of intelligence enquiry report, which quoted in your letter no. 1770 dated 16.11.2012, may please be provided.

 On not getting the information from the PIO, he filed appeal on 10.01.2013 with the First Appellate Authority and then second appeal in the Commission on 06.03.2013.

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for the hearing on 26.04.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant in the instant case is not present in the Commission as he is lodged in Model Jail Burail. 
4. 
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant Peshi Branch office of Deputy Commissioner, Patiala is present in the Commission and states that reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been submitted vide letter no.619/Peshi dated 25.04.2013. He further states that the requisite information has also been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 313/Peshi dated 03.04.2013. 
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5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it emerges that requisite information has been given to the appellant vide letter no. 313/Peshi dated 03.04.2013. Since no intimation has been received from the appellant who is lodged in Model Jail Burail contrary to the fact that the information has been provided by the PIO, it is presumed that the information has been received by the appellant. In view of this 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: 28.05.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
(APPEAL)COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1026 of 2013 
Sh. Ranjit Singh, Inspector (Retd.)

R/o 11-Green Garden Avenue,

Near Mithapur Chowk,

Jalandhar.


     


   ………………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,

PUNSUP, Faridkot.




……………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Ranjit Singh complainant in person. (94634-84501)

None for the respondent.
ORDER
1. The complainant files written submission dated 28.05.2013 which is taken on record. He further states that after his RTI application dated 07.12.2012 he filed first appeal with the office of First Appellate Authority-cum-District Manager PUNSUP, Faridkot on 11.01.2013 and that he has filed second appeal in the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act on 04.03.2013. 
2. None on behalf of the respondent is present in the Commission at today’s hearing nor any intimation has been received about the reason of absence.

3. The Registry Branch has treated this second appeal as complaint erroneously. Hence forth, it shall be treated as second appeal filed in the Commission. Last opportunity is provided to the respondent to remove the deficiency in point no.2 and 4 before next date of hearing. The PIO is further directed to file reply to the Notice of Commission and attend the next hearing personally failing which action against him shall be initiated in view of provision of the RTI Act.
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4.
The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 26.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
5.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

             

      
     
sd/-
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 1970 of 2012
Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate.

R/o # 397, 2nd Floor, Sector-9,

Panchkula.
         

 

             ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

BIS College of Engg. & Technology,

(BIS Group of institute) Moga- Amritsar

Highway, Gagra, Distt. Moga-142043.

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

For the respondent: Sh. V.P. Singh coordinator on behalf of PIO O/o Managing Director, BIS College of Engg. & Technology, (BIS Group of institute) Moga- Amritsar Highway, Gagra, Distt. Moga. 
ORDER

1.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However he has intimated that he shall not be attending the hearing on account of his pre-occupation in Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and seeks an adjournment.  
2
Accepting the plea of the complainant, the matter to come up for further hearing on 02.07.2013 at 10:00 A.M.
3.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










  sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
         SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
       Complaint Case No.  1742 of 2012
Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate

R/o # 397, 2nd Floor,

Sector-9, Panchkula         
                



     
 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Continental Institute of Engineering &

Technology, Jalvehra, NH-1,

Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab



          


  …Respondent


Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent; Sh. Amit Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Sh. Raman Walia Advocate for the respondent.   

ORDER 
1. The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However he has intimated that he shall not be attending the hearing on account of his pre-occupation in Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and seeks an adjournment.  

2. Accepting the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.07.2013 at 10:00 A.M. 

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


sd/-  
           
Chandigarh





        
         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013.


               
       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2745 of 2012
Sh. Sardvinder Goyal, Advocate,

R/o # 397,2nd Floor, Sector-9, Panchkula



 …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar Adesh University, 

Bathinda-Barnala Road,

Bathinda.





          
   

 …Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the respondent: Sh. Dharmchand, Munshi of Sukhdeep Singh Advocate for the respondent.
 ORDER

1. The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However he has intimated that he shall not be attending the hearing on account of his pre-occupation in Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and seeks an adjournment.  .   

2. Accepting the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.07.2013 at 10:00 A.M. 

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


sd/-    
     
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013.


               
State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 3743 of 2012
Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate.

R/o # 397, 2nd Floor, Sector-9,

Panchkula.             

 

             ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

Sri Sai College of Engineering & Technology Badhani,

Pathankot, Punjab.




……………..……………Respondent

Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Mohinder Singh Assistant Director O/o Sri Sai College of Engineering & Technology Badhani, Pathankot, Punjab. 

ORDER
1. The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However he has intimated that he shall not be attending the hearing on account of his pre-occupation in Hon'ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and seeks an adjournment.  .   

2. Accepting the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 02.07.2013 at 10:00 A.M. 

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









 
  sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 28.05.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

