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

Sh. Jaspal Singh

s/o Sh. Prithi Singh,

village Kundal,

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur

 



              …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Abohar Canal Division, Ferozepur

     
             ..…Respondent

CC No.  882/11

Order

Present:
For the Complainant: Sh. Pargat Singh (98783-78727)


For the Respondent: Sh. Duggal Ram, Reader to XEN
Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearings dated 29.06.2011 & 18.08.2011, none was present on behalf of the Respondent and no directions of the Commission have been followed.


Today Sh. Duggal Ram, APIO is present on behalf of the Respondent.  He is not aware of the RTI Act. He states that the RTI application filed by the Complainant is not in prescribed proforma which is not relevant as per the RTI Act.   On another occasion, he says that information is ready.  He further states that the fee demanded from the applicant has not been deposited and this is why the information was not supplied to him. 
 

Complainant states that he had sought the information on 04.08.2010 and it is only today i.e. 15.11.2011 that the respondent has agreed to provide the same shortly. 


Respondent assures the Commission that the relevant information will be provided shortly.   He is directed to provide the information sought free of cost in view of his various statements wherein, every time, a different plea has been taken. 


With this, the complainant is satisfied.


 
Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 
 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Sukha Bai, Sarpanch,

w/o Sh. Jangi Ram,

Village Pattrewala,

Tehsil Fazilka, Block Khuian Sarvar,

Ferozepur



  



        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o B.D.P.O

Block Khuian Sarvar at Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer 

Ferozepur  






  …Respondents

AC - 406/11

Order

Present:
Complainant: Ms. Sukha Bai in person assisted by her son.

For the Respondent: Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary.  (98151-00169)
Heard via Video Conference.   


Appellant states that the information provided is incomplete and copy of the backside of the document has not been provided.  She further stated that the information supplied is false and incorrect and is not factually as per the records. 
 

Respondent was unable to explain the position.  Therefore, PIO – Sh. Arun Kumar, BDPO, Ferozepur is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



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. 



PIO is further directed to provide relevant information to the appellant within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission.  Written submissions to the show cause notice, if any, should also be made well before the next date fixed. 
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The case will now be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, on 21.12.2011 at 11 A.M.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.



To ensure necessary arrangements for video conferencing on the next date fixed i.e. 21.12.2011 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpal Singh 

s/o Sh. Jangir Singh 

Village Mine Wala,

Tehsil Jalalabad (West), Ferozepur

  

        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Forest Officer,

Ferozepur 


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Conservator of Forests,

Ferozepur






  …Respondents

AC - 226/11

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Harpal Singh in person.


For the Respondent: Manjinder Singh, Clerk. (81462-13500)

Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011 it was recorded:-

“Today, the complainant has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information provided.

Respondent is directed to provide the relevant information removing the discrepancies, well before the next date fixed.”


In the earlier order 18.08.2011, inadvertently, the respondent present was stated to be Kashmira Singh while in fact, it was Sh. Manjinder Singh who had attended the hearing.


Today Sh. Manjinder Singh states that he has not received a copy of deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant. Therefore, Complainant is directed to provide a copy of deficiencies to the Respondent.   This is surprising that same official was present on behalf of the respondent in the previous hearing dated 18.08.2011 when the shortcomings in the information were pointed out.


It is further observed that despite clear stipulation in the notice of hearing ‘only an official not below the rank of APIO / PIO be deputed to attend the hearing in the Commission’, only clerks are being sent who are not at all familiar with the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 nor are they conversant with the facts of the case and resultantly, lot of previous time of the Commission, the complainant and general public whose cases are fixed for hearing on the said date, goes waste.   In majority of such cases, even the officials deputed are not diligent enough to understand the queries of the Commission or other
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points involved; and hence such an approach of the respondent cannot always be viewed lightly.  Accordingly, respondent is directed to take a careful note of the foregoing and ensure that in future, only an APIO / PIO appears before the Commission to participate in the hearing of the case. 
 

On the next date of the hearing Sh. Daljit Singh Brar, PIO is directed to appear personally, without fail. 



The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, on 21.12.2011 at 11 A.M.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbhajan Singh

s/o Dalip Singh,

Village Ittanwali, Block Ghal Khurd,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur




              …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer 

Ferozepur


     
   


             ..…Respondent
CC No.  1779/11 

Order
Present:
Complainant: Sh. Harbhajan Singh in person. 


None for the Respondent.
Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.  


Complainant states that no information has so far been provided to him by the respondent. 


Today again, no one has come present on behalf of the respondent.  Thus, the appearance of the complainant has not been of any use; and has rather been an exercise in futility.    Therefore, the Commission hereby awards a compensation of Rs. 500/- (Rupees Five Hundred Only) which is payable by the Public Authority to the complainant against acknowledgement.  An attested copy of the acknowledgment should also be mailed to the Commission for records. 


It is, however, noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.

 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Additional Deputy Commission (Development) Ferozepur.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

 
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 
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Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 17.03.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 
If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Harbhajan Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
 

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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Chander Arora,

III/83, Arya Nagar,

Fazilka-152123 (Distt. Ferozepur)



         …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller 

Ferozepur

     
   



       ..…Respondent
CC No.  1784/11 

Order
Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the Respondent: Sh. Kashmir Singh, DFSO (99157-49716)
Heard via Video Conference.   


Sh. Kashmir Singh, DFSO who is present on behalf of the Respondent, states that information has been provided to the complainant through Registered post on 18.08.2011. 
 

The complainant is not present today nor did he appear n the earlier hearing.   No discrepancies in the information have been pointed out by him.  Therefore, it seems he is satisfied. 


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
 
After the hearing a fax message dated 14.11.2011 has been from the Complainant which reads as under:- 

“1.
As per my RTI application dt. 25.04.2011 no proper reason has been described for delayed payments against para A, a copy of lengthily letter addressed to Bill clerk no. Amla 2001/174 dt. 07.01.2001 is provided which doesn’t satisfied me.  
2.
Against para B, nothing has been clarified by the respondent.

3. 
Against para C, no documents have been provided regarding with held amounts by the DFSC Ferozepur other than mentioned in the NDC issued by the Headquarter.
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4.
Against Para D, file noting regarding with held amounts have not been provided.

In the above referred letter dt. 07.01.2001 at serial no. 4 against which the DFSC Ferozepur has ordered to with held Rs. 1,76,954/- & Rs. 18,114/50. Copies of letters/noting in this respect have not been provided & the copies of letters against which all the withheld amounts were released later on also not provided.

Hence your good self is request to direct the respondent to provide me the complete information as directed by you earlier.”


In view of the communication received from the complainant, it is clear that complete and relevant to his satisfaction has not so far been received by him.
 
Accordingly, the respondent is directed to provide the complete and relevant information to the complainant, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 

The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, on 21.12.2011 at 11 A.M.   



Copies of order be sent to the parties

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


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

Sh. Kulbhushan Agnihotri,

No. B-1, Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engg. & Tech. Complex,

Ferozepur

 

  



        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal,

SBS College of Engg. & Technology,

Ferozepur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal,

SBS College of Engg. & Technology,

Ferozepur 






  …Respondents
AC - 566/11  

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Kulbhushan Agnihotri in person. (98152-64641)

For the Respondent: Sh. Agya Pal Singh, Asstt. Registrar (94630-22455)

Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearing neither the complainant nor the respondent was present. 


During the arguments, it has come to fore that earlier also, the same information had been sought by the appellant and the matter was taken up before the Commission in AC No. 607/11 which was disposed of by the Hon’ble Sh. P.P.S. Gill, the State Information Commissioner vide order dated 26.07.2011, wherein it was recorded: -



“The information sought pertains to third party.

The applicant has failed to justify the larger public interest involved in the information, if disclosed to him.   Therefore, the appeal is hereby dismissed.”



Appellant admitted that this is the same information which had earlier been dealt with in the above said appeal.


 
Seeing the merits, therefore, this appeal is hereby dismissed. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Brij Bhushan Julka

s/o Late S. Gurdev Mal Julka,

VPO Shri Hargobindpur,

Distt. Gurdaspur






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagal Council,

Shri Hargobindpur (Distt. Gurdaspur)


     
   .…Respondent
CC No.  1827/11 

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Brij Bhushan Julka in person (01872-255302)


For the Respondent: Sh. Hardev Singh, PIO

Heard via Video Conference.   


Sh. B.B. Julka submits that he was present in the last hearing dated 18.08.2011 but through an oversight, this fact was not incorporated in the order.  Acceding to his request / representation, the omission is rectified and hence, he is directed to be considered present in the said hearing.    


During the course of hearing, Sh. Hardev Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the documents in their records for the year 1942, in fact, relates to different properties and not the ones sought by him in his application.  


He further submitted that in the year 2009-10, on the affidavit submitted by the Mohalla Managing Committee, they delegated the powers to administer the Kabir Panthi Dharamshala, the building in question.   He further stated that before this building came under the control of this office, it was being managed by a 7-Member Committee and the applicant has sought to know if this Dharamshala was owned by the said 7-Member Committee.   He further added that vide letter no. 292 dated 30.12.2010, it had already been communicated to the applicant that no such record evidencing ownership of the Dharamshala by the said 7-Member Committee, is available in this office. 


Since the complainant expresses his dissatisfaction, he is advised to take up the matter either with the higher Competent Authority or in a Civil Court. 



With the aforesaid observations, the case in hand is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdev Singh (Retd. Driver)

VPO Ghadiyan Wali Gali,

Kahunwal,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143528





   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Badani, 

Distt. Gurdaspur


     
   
       

   .…Respondent
CC No.  1847/11 

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Sukhdev Singh in person.


For the Respondent: Ms. Usha, Sr. Asstt. (98551-95255)

Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011 it was recorded.

“Today neither the complainant nor the Respondent is present.  No communication has been received from either of the two.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.”
The complainant shall also inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.”



Today Ms. Usha, Sr. Assistant is present on behalf of the Respondent and has not complied with the directions contained in the notice of hearing dated 03.08.2011 and no written submissions have been received, in terms of the said notice.   In this view of the matter, the Commission awards a compensation of Rs. 500/- in favour of the Complainant which is payable by the Public Authority i.e. office of Civil Surgeon, Badani, Distt. Gurdaspur against his acknowledgement and an attested copy of the acknowledgment be forwarded to the Commission for records. 


It is, however, noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.

 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Dr. Chandanjeet Singh Kondal, Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.
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The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 
 

Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 08.12.2010 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 
If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Sukhdev Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
 

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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
Copy to: 

Dr. Chandanjeet Singh Kondal, Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur

Encls: As Above.
For compliance as directed above. 

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdev Singh (Retd. Driver)

VPO Ghadiyan Wali Gali,

Kahunwal,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143528





   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Kalanaour, 

Distt. Gurdaspur-143512


     
   
       
   .…Respondent
CC No.  1850/11 

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Sukhdev Singh in person.



None for the Respondent. 
Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011, none came present on behalf of both the parties.


Today, complainant submits that no information has so far been received by him.



In view of the fact that today again, no appearance has been put in on behalf of the respondent and thus the presence of the complainant has not yielded any positive outcome, the Commission hereby awards a compensation of Rs. 500/- (Rupees Five Hundred Only) which is payable by the Public Authority i.e. o/o Civil Surgeon, Kalanour, Distt. Gurdaspur to Sh. Sukhdev Singh, against acknowledgment and an attested copy of the acknowledgement be produced before the Commission for records.



It is, however, noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.

 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

 
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 
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Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 23.03.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 
If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Sukhdev Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
 

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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
Civil Surgeon, Gurdaspur – For compliance as directed above.

Encls: As Above. 

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98767-16851)

Sh. Paramjit Singh

s/o Sh. Mukhtar Singh,

VPO Sathiala Patti Dhabia Di,

Tehsil Baba Bakala, Distt. Amritsar 


              …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Amritsar.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/O Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Raiyya (Distt. Amritsar)

     
   

..…Respondents
CC No.  1064/11

Order

Present:
None for the parties. 
Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011, it was recorded: -
“Today, Sh. Paramjit Singh submitted that the information available with the DFSC has already been provided while the one from the office of BDPO, Raiyya is sill pending.

In these circumstances, PIO, office of BDPO, Raiyya is impleaded as a Respondent and is directed to provide the relevant information to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission within a fortnight.   He is also directed to appear personally in the next hearing to explain the matter.   A copy of the application seeking information be supplied to the office of BDPO, Raiyya by Sh. Prabhjot Singh who is present from the office of DFSC Amritsar.”

 

Today again, no appearance has been put in on behalf of the respondent.  In view of the casual attitude of the respondent, the Commission hereby awards a compensation of Rs. 500/- (Rupees Five Hundred Only) which is payable by the Public Authority i.e. o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Raiyya (Amritsar) to Sh. Paramjit Singh, against acknowledgment and an attested copy of the acknowledgement be produced before the Commission for records.



It was also noted in the earlier hearing that part of the information which was available with the BDPO, Raiyya (Amritsar) remained pending.



It is, however, noted that there is an alternate and efficacious
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remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.

 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. District Development & Panchayat Officer, Amritsar.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

 
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 01.03.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 
If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Paramjit Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
 

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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer, Amritsar – For compliance as directed above.

Encls: As Above. 

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(94170-10035)

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road,

Amritsar 






              …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar


        



             ..…Respondent

CC No.  1205/11

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali in person 


None for the Respondent. 

Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier order dated 18.08.2011 it was recorded:-

“After the hearing was over, Sh. Bali rang up and submitted that he had informed the respondent that be excused for five minutes, which was not brought to the notice of the Commission.

He further stated that he is not satisfied with the information provided.  Therefore, another date is given to both the parties to come present their respective case.”

 

Today, no one is present on behalf of the respondent.  However, when contacted over the telephone, Sh. Sonu Mohindroo, ATP stated that in the previous hearing, the case had been closed and disposed of.  However, he was not aware if after the hearing, the complainant had appeared before the Commission and the conclusion was changed, fixing the case for hearing today.  He, however, submitted that the complainant could visit his office on any working day, during office hours; and he would remove the discrepancies, if any, to his entire satisfaction.


Later today, Sh. P.C. Bali, the complainant, informed the Commission over the telephone that complete information to his satisfaction stands provided today and that he had no objection if the case is disposed of accordingly. 



In view of the foregoing, the case in hand is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh

s/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Valmik Chowk,

Jandiala Guru,

Amritsar







   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o P.S. Jandiala Guru, 

Amritsar


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  1814/11 

Order

Present:
None for the parties. 
Heard via Video Conference.   



In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011, while the complainant was present personally, no one had appeared on behalf of the respondent.



Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  However, a communication dated 15.11.2011 has been received from the complainant whereby he has submitted that the information has not so far been provided to him. 



One last opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete relevant information to Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.   It is further intimated to the respondent that no further extension in time will be granted for complying with the directions of the Commission.



On the next date fixed, the PIO is directed to ensure his personal presence in the hearing. 

 
The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, on 21.12.2011 at 11 A.M.   Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pankaj Seth,

s/o Sh. Prem Nath Seth,

C/o Shop No. 5, Guru Nanak Market,

Near Telephone Exchange,

Kt. Ghaniya,

Amritsar







   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Amritsar


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  1835/11
Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Pankaj Seth in person. 


For the Respondent: Sh. Lekh Raj, Inspector (99150-28387).

Heard via Video Conference.   



In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011, while the complainant was present personally, no one had appeared on behalf of the respondent.



It is, however, noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.

 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Sh. R.P. Mittal, Commissioner of Police, Amritsar.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

 
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 
 

Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 21.10.2010 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 
If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Pankaj Seth will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.









Contd……2/-

-:2:-

 

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



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
Sh. R.P. Mittal, Commissioner of Police, Amritsar – For compliance as directed above.

Encls: As Above. 

Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar

s/o Sh. Tilak Raj,

169/563, New Golden Avenue,

Opp. Maal Mandi, Amritsar

 

  

        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon, 

Amritsar 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Amritsar.





      
  …Respondents
AC - 567/11  

Order

Present:
Complainant: Sh. Pardeep Kumar in person.


None for the Respondent. 

Heard via Video Conference.   


In the earlier hearing dated 18.08.2011, it was recorded: -

“Dr. Dhawan, present on behalf of the respondent submitted that this information had earlier also been sought by the applicant and this issue stands settled by ld. CIC Sh. R.I. Singh vide order dated 27.04.2011 passed in AC No. 109/11.  He, however, clarified that a copy of the relevant rules sought had already been provided under the above referred appeal.

In view of the submissions of the respondent, he is directed to provide the Commission a copy of the application seeking information received under the AC No. 109/11 decided by ld. CIC on 27.04.2011 for perusal, before proceeding any further with the appeal.”



In compliance with the directions of the Commission, respondent has submitted a copy of the information sought by Sh. Pardeep Kumar in AC No. 109/11.   On careful perusal of the same, it is amply clear that the information sought in the present case is exactly the same as in AC 109/11 which already stands disposed. 


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.
Chandigarh





Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 15.11.2011


      State Information Commissioner 
