STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Prabhdeep Singh

s/o Sh. Kulbir Singh,

r/o Nikki Mandi,

Railway Road,

Patti, Distt. Tarn Taran,       




…Appellant 

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.
 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.






…Respondents 
AC- 751/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the appellant.

Mr. Nirmal Singh, Supdtt.-APIO, Mrs. Ranjit Kaur, Supdtt.-APIO(Edu. Br.), Mr. Tarsem Lal,APIO, ICT (DGSE) and Mrs. Saminder Kaur, Sr. Asstt., for the Respondents.




----



The  Respondents  state  that the requisite information  has already been supplied to the complainant on February 8, 2012  by the ICT vide  Memo. No.5//11-ICT-2011/RTI/000660.  A copy of the information  is  furnished during hearing  today which is taken on record.



The appellant is absent without intimation.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of  the order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 03.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Narpinder Singh

s/o Sh. Jagir Singh,

VPO Chuharchak,

Tehsil & Distt. Moga.        




             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division, 

Ferozepur.






…Respondents 
AC- 754/2012

ORDER
Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Moga-1, for the Respondents.






----



The  Respondent states that the appellant has been supplied the requisite information  on 28.06.2012.  The Respondent stated that  the appellant was satisfied with the information, but his objective was not only to seek information but to ensure removal of encroachments.  The Respondent  says that, meanwhile, District Dev. and Panchayat Officer, Moga has ordered removal of encroachments within a month  though this is not concerning the RTI information.  He submits  photo-copies of the  documents which are taken on record.



However, the appellant  in his written request, dated 03.07.2012, to the Commission  has sought adjournment contesting the Respondent’s assertion that  he was satisfied with the FAA decision.

The case is adjourned to 25.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 03.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Amrik Singh

No. 481, Gali No. 8,

Kishanpura Basti,

Sangrur.






             …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.          





…Respondents 
AC- 753/2012

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Amrik Singh, appellant, in person.



Mr. Rajpinder Singh, J.E., Nagar Council, for the Respondents.






    ----



The  Respondent  states that the requisite  information, as available on record, has been given to the appellant.  Another copy of the information  is handed over to the appellant during the hearing today also. A photo copy of the same is taken on record.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 03.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Vikas Goyal

s/o Sh. Surinder Kumar Goyal,

H.No.255, Ward No.10,

Near Jindal Public School, 
Dhuri, 
Distt. Sangrur.

   




  …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Dhuri,  Distt. Sangrur.   





… Respondent

CC- 1462/2012

ORDER

Present :
None for the  complainant.



Mr. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, for the Respondent.






----



The respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant through registered post  vide letter dated 21.06.2012.  A photo-copy  of  the same is submitted during the hearing, which is taken on record.



The  complainant  is absent without  intimation.



Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the  order  be sent to the parties.

 Place: Chandigarh.



(Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 03.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Raman Kumar Mahajan,

H.no. 214/4, 

Street- Lajpat Rai,

Durgiana Abadi,

Amritsar. 
  





         …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   






        

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   
 






… Respondents
AC- 422/2012  and AC-423/2012
ORDER
Present :
None for the appellant.



Mr. Vikas, Clerk, for the  Respondents.





----



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The  Respondent states that the appellant has been informed  vide letter dated 27.06.2012 that the information regarding encroachment  in question and its removal  has been stayed  vide  a  court order dated 14.06.2012  by Civil Judge, Junior Division.  Respondent submits photo copies of these documents which are taken on record. 



Since the  appellant is absent today, the case is adjourned to  23.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order  be sent to the parties.

Place: Chandigarh.



  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 03.07.2012.                  
             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Surinder Kumar Sehgal,

E.K. – 161,

Shiv Raj Garh,

Jalandhar - 144001 





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.

    




        … Respondent

CC- 916/2012

ORDER 
Present: 
Mr. Surinder Kumar Sehgal complainant in person. 



Mr. Mahinder Jaggi, Stenographer, on behalf of the respondent. 



The Respondent submits that the information has been supplied. The complainant insisted that information related to point no. 4 is still awaited. The representative of the PIO conceded that the contentious letter has not been provided adding that PIO has sought that letter from the local government and produced a document to that effect. 
                     The complainant also alleged that the information furnished on  point no. 1 to 3 is wrong, incorrect and misleading and the PIO has  concealed the name of Mr. Jitender Kumar S/o Sh. Jai Lal who too has been allotted a plot. 
 

On the last date of hearing on 06.06.2012, none was present on behalf the Respondent. Today, the representative of the respondent is not well conversant with the facts of the case. In the notice of hearing the Commission had clearly mentioned that only authorised officer ‘not below the rank of APIO who is well conversant with the facts of the case will attend the hearing.  The Commission takes a serious note of the non-compliance of its directions by the Respondent which tantamounts to willful denial of information to the complainant.  
 









Contd…2/-

-2-
Moreover, the RTI application is dated 16.09.2011 but the PIO-respondent has not supplied the complete requisite information despite lapse of a period of more than nine months. 



Mr. Jitender Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer,  O/o Improvement Trust, 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-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/her ex-parte. 



The  PIO Mr. Jitender Singh, Executive Officer o/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar is directed to furnish the information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.  The PIO is further directed to be personally present with a copy of the information supplied at the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 11.07.2012 at 10.30 A.M.



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.


     

   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 03.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balraj Kumar Sharma,

# 20 A, 

Street no. 4, 

Dashmesh Nagar – A,

Tripuri Patiala, Pb. 





            …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner Patiala
2.
Public Information Officer,

District Development and 


Panchayat Officer,

Patiala.

3.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner Patiala 

         …..Respondents

AC- 455/2012  

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Balraj Kumar Sharma appellant in person along with his son Mr. Sanjeev Kumar Sharma.
Mrs. Sarabjeet Kaur, Clerk O/o DC 2) Mr. Baljeet Singh, DDPO Patiala, 3) Mrs. Harinder Kaur, Dy. DEO Patiala, on behalf of the Respondents. 

 

Respondent no 2 conceded that the information related to the action taken on the appellant’s complaint was with him and he would furnish the same within 15 days.  The other two respondents are exempted from appearance and need not attend the next hearing. 
The case is adjourned to 25.07.2012 at 10.30 AM. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.


     

   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 03.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Sh. Anju Rani Prashar 

C/o Sh. Anil Prashar,

R/o Ward No-3, 

Kurali- 140103,

Distt- Mohali 
 





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction, (SE), Pb.

SCO 95-97,

Sector-17D, Chandigarh.  




        …Respondent

CC- 876/2012

Order 

Present: 
None for the Complainant. 



Mrs. Bhupinder Kaur, Supdt. on behalf of the Respondent.



Complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 
 

Respondent submits that the requisite information has been delivered personally to the complainant on 29.06.2012 and has obtained an acknowledgement to that effect. The respondent also submits a copy of the information supplied to the complainant during the hearing which is taken on record. 
Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 


Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.


     

   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 03.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Charanjit Singh

s/o Sh. Palwinderjit Singh,

VPO Surapur, Tehsil Nawanshahr,

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahr)
 



  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

S.B.S. Nagar (Nawanshahr)




… Respondent

CC- 1457/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Charanjit Singh, Complainant, in person. 
 

Mr. Vijay Bansal, HC, on behalf of the Respondent. 
  

The Respondent submits that the FIR in the instant case has been registered on the basis of an oral complaint and there was no written complaint. Since there is no written application, it could not be furnished. However, complainant insists that there was written application but failed to support his contention by any evidence. If the complainant is aggrieved, he is free to approach the appropriate judicial forum or competent authority for redressal of his grievance. 
 

With the above observations, the case is disposed of and closed. 



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.


     

   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 03.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH





Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Bhushan Bhardwaj,

S/o Late Sh. Shiv Kumar,

House No. 490, 

Sector-61,

Chandigarh. 





  
…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Supdt. of Police,

Ropar. 







… Respondent

CC- 1153/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Bhushan Bhardwaj, Complainant, in person.


 

Mr. Kuljeet Singh, HC on behalf of the Respondent. 



Complainant submits in writing that he has received the information to his satisfaction and requests to dispose of the case. A copy of the same is taken on record. 


Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.


     

   (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 03.07.2012


                 State Information Commissioner.

