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SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
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Sh. Gurpreet Singh, 

S/o. Sh. Dev Singh, 

VPO Kanhe Ke, 

Tehsil Tappa, 
District- Barnala-148107.






…………. Complainant

Vs

Sh. Surinder Singh Dhillon,

 Block Development & 
Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO,

Barnala.








...............Respondent

C. C. No.  2937 of 2011 
Present :           None on behalf of the complainant.


 
Sh. Ramesh Garg, Gram Sewak, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 06.09.2012,  the complainant was advised to point-
out deficiencies in the information supplied to him.


Sh. Ramesh Garg, Gram Sewak, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, brought the relevant-record with him so that the complainant could match the information with the information supplied.



The complainant – Sh. Gurpreet Singh had sent a letter dated 05.11.2012 stating that incomplete and misleading information has been provided to him by the respondent-PIO.


The complainant is advised to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing to establish the fact that how  the information supplied to him is misleading and incomplete.



The respondent-PIO, Sh. Surinder Singh Dhillon, B. D. P. O. is directed to appear in person alongwith relevant-record on the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 7th December, 2012(Friday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
                                 State Information Commissioner   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Sh. Mohd. Idres, 

S/o Sh. Abdul Aziz, 

# 48, Qassaban Khalapur, 

Muzaffarnagar, 

UTTAR PRADESH - 251002.






……….. Appellant

V s

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Amritsar







           ………….Respondent

 A. C. No.  1304 of 2011 

Present :           Sh. Surendra M. Bhanot on behalf of the appellant.

Sh. Purshotam Lal, D. S. P. , on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 11.09.2012, the respondent-PIO - Deputy Inspector 

General(CI), Punjab Office of A. D. G . P. (Intelligence), Punjab, HQ,  was directed to supply the remaining documents to the information-seeker.



Sh. Purshotam Lal, D. S. P. , who appeared on behalf of the respondent, submits that the remaining information has been supplied to the representative of the appellant.


Sh. Surendra M. Bhanot, who appeared on behalf of the appellant, has given in writing vide his letter dated 03.10.2012 stating that requisite information has been received by him and asks that the case may be disposed of.



In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
                                 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Arun Yadav

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Mour Road,

Muktsar - 152026


    
             
           
              ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Committee,

Jalalabad(West), Punjab






..…Respondent


C. C. No.  741 of 2012 

Present :
 None on behalf of the Complainant.
i) Sh. Gurdas Singh, Executive Officer, Jalalabad(West) ;

ii) Sh. Sukhdev singh, Executive Officer, Fazilka, in person.
ORDER  
On the last date of hearing on 06.09.2012,  E. O., Nagar Council, Jalalabad(West) 

and E. O., Nagar Council, Fazilka were directed to file proper detailed replies in the shape of an affidavit.
In compliance with the order of the Commission, both Sh. Gurdas Singh, E. O., 

Nagar Council, Jalalabad (West) and Sh. Sukhdev Singh, E. O., Nagar Council, Fazilka have filed affidavits in connection with the inordinate delay in supplying the requisite information to the complainant and the queries raised by the him in his RTI request.

Sh. Arun Yadav is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the 

Commission.


The complainant – Sh. Arun Yadav or his authorized  agent is given another opportunity to represent his case and to confirm the fact that whether he is satisfied with the responses of the respondent or not.

The case is adjourned to 6th December, 2012(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
                                 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
                         SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Arun Yadav

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Singh,

Mour Road,

SriMuktsar Sahib - 152026

    
             
           
              ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division,

P. W. D. (B & R),

Sri  Muktsar Sahib - 152026






..…Respondent






C. C. No.  750 of 2012

Present :            None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Amarjit Singh, Executive Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 06.09.2012,  Sh. Amarjit Singh Sidhu, posted as 

Executive Engineer, World Bank office of the Chief Engineer, World Bank, Pb. Roads and Bridges Development, SCO No. 61-62, Phase – 2, Mohali was directed to file his reply against the show-cause issued to him  and also directed to appear in person.



In compliance with the order, dated 06.09.2012, Sh. Amarjit Singh appeared in person and has submitted his reply dated 07.11.2012 against the show-cause issued to him, which is taken on record.


The appellant – Sh. Arun Yadav or his authorized agent is given another opportunity to represent his case and to confirm the fact that whether he is satisfied with the respondent’s response or not.

The case is adjourned to 6th December, 2012(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
                                 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Singara Ram

S/o Sh. Sera Ram,

V. P. O. – Maniana,

Tehsil – Moonak,

Distt. – Sangrur - 148033





…………. Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

 Panchayat Officer, 

Andana at Moonak,
Distt. - Sangrur






     ………..Respondent

   C. C. No.  1703 of 2012 

Present :           Sh. Singara Ram, Complainant in person.

Sh. Kanwaljit Sharma, B. D. P. O.-cum-PIO, in person. 
ORDER
This case was last heard on 05.09.2012.

In compliance with the order dated 05.09.2012, Sh. Kanwaljit Sharma, B. D. P. O. 

appears in person and states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant – Sh. Singara Ram.
The complainant -  Sh. Singara Ram gives in writing that  he has received the 
requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his complaint.


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

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 

                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Avtar Singh

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Village – Seao,

P. O. – Manoli,

Tehsil & Distt. - Mohali

    
             
           
             
 ..…Complainant

Vs

Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sarao, 

District Development &

Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO,

S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali)




Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Kharar









..…Respondent





  
  C. C. No. 1748 of 2012

Present :        Sh. Avtar Singh, Complainant in person.
i) Sh. Nishan Singh, B. D. P. O., Kharar ;

ii) Sh. Harpreet Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 30.08.2012,  B. D. P. O., Mohali and D. D. P. O., 
Mohali were issued a show-cause under Section 20 of the RTI Act. The respondent-PIO was also directed to supply the requisite information to the information-seeker.
Sh. Nishan Singh, B. D. P. O., Kharar states that the requisite information is lying in 

the office of D. D. P. O., S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali) and requests for exemption from hearing of this case.



Sh. Harpreet Singh, Clerk, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, gives in writing that the requisite information would be supplied to the information-seeker within one day  i. e. upto 08.11.2012.


The respondent-PIO is directed to send the requisite information to the information-seeker through registered post within fifteen days from today.



The complainant – Sh. Avtar Singh is advised to point-out deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.
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Sh. Nishan Singh, B. D. P. O., Kharar is exempted from further hearing in this case.



Sh. Diljit Singh Virk, D. D. P. O., Fatehgarh Sahib and Sh. Joginderjit Singh Sandhu, Secretary, Zila Parishad, S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali) were issued show-cause under Section 20 of the RTI Act vide orders dated 30.08.2012 (copy enclosed.)



They are directed to file their replies on the next date of hearing and also directed to appear in person before the Commission.


Sh. Gurvinder Singh Sarao, D. D. P. O., S. A. S. Nagar (Mohali) who is present PIO, is directed to appear in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing alongwith the relevant information.


The case is adjourned to 7th December, 2012(Friday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
CC :

1.      

Sh. Diljit Singh Virk ,

 (Regd. Post)


District Development &

Panchayat Officer-cum-PIO,

Fatehgarh Sahib. 

2.      

 Sh. Joginderjit Singh Sandhu,

(Regd. Post)


TheSecretary, 

Zila Parishad,

 S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali).
Encl ;

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balvir Singh,

V. P. O. – Mandoli,

Tehsil – Rajpura,
Distt. – Patiala


    
             
           
         

     ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala









..…Respondent


    C. C. No. 1777 of 2012  

Present :           Sh. Balvir Singh, complainant, in person.

Sh. S. K. Sagar, Div. Forest Officer-cum-PIO, in person. 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 30.08.2012,  D. F. O., Patiala was directed to facilitate 
the complainant for inspection of the relevant record and supply  copies of the documents identified by him, ‘free of cost’.



Sh. S. K. Sagar, Div. Forest Officer, submits that the information sought for by the complainant – Sh. Balvir Singh is voluminous and bulky in nature. It will disproportionately divert the sources/budget if the whole information is provided to the complainant ‘free of cost’. He has, however, offered an opportunity to the complainant to inspect the record, identify the specific information and take certified copies of the same.


The complainant – Sh. Balvir Singh submits that he may be allowed to inspect the record and take one more person namely Sh. Virpal Singh alongwith him for necessary inspection, which is allowed.



The respondent-PIO is directed to facilitate the inspection of relevant record on 21.11.2012 and 22.11.2012 during the office hours to the complainant alongwith his companion – Sh. Virpal Singh.


The respondent-PIO is also directed that no harassment is done to the complainant – Sh. Balvir Singh and his companion during the inspection of the record. He is also directed to ensure that inspection of record is completed within two days during office hours and supply the identified information to the complainant ‘free of cost’ upto Rs. 2000/- if the amount exceeds over and above Rs. 2000/- the complainant will pay the same to the respondent before taking copies of the relevant-record.

The case is adjourned to 7th December, 2012(Friday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Achhar Singh Ramgarhia

S/o Sardar Bhagat Singh,

Sant Nagar, Naushara Road,

Mukerian – 144211,

Dist.. – Hoshiarpur

    
             
           
         
   

   
 ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council,

Mukerian,

Distt. - Hoshiarpur








..…Respondent


    C. C. No. 1917 of 2012 
Present:        Sh. Achhar Singh, complainant. 

i)   Sh. Brij Mohan, Executive Officer-cum-PIO ;

ii) Sh. Gurjit Singh, Tehsildar, Mukerian ;

iii) Sh. Joginder Pal, Patwari ;

iv) Sh. Avtar Singh, Kanungo, on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER
In compliance with the order of the Commission, both Sh. Gurjit Singh, Tehsildar,  
Mukerian and Sh. Brij Mohan, Executive officer-cum-PIO, Municipal Council, Mukarian have submitted their replies in the shape of affidavit in the Commission today.

Sh. Gurjit Singh, Tehsildar, Mukerian who appeared in person in today’s hearing, 
brought some revenue record in connection with the queries raised by Sh. Acchar Singh Ramgarhia under RTI Act.

Sh. Ramgarhia was offered an opportunity to inspect the same, identify the 
information and take certified copies of the same.
After inspecting the record brought by Sh. Gurjit Singh, Sh. Ramgarhia demanded 
that he must be shown record pertaining to Khasras no. 211 – 212 for the Jamabandi of 1960-61 and 1964-65. He also demanded that he should be given an opportunity to inspect that record also alongwith Mussavi – Chajra, Latha, and field-book  be also shown to him for his inspection. 


Sh. Gurjit Singh, Tehsildar is directed to bring original revenue record along with                 Mussavi – Chajra, Latha, field-book and Jamabandi of 1960-61 and 1964-65 into the Commission on the next date of hearing so that an opportunity to examine the same could be given to Sh. Ramgarhia.
Sh. Brij Mohan, Executive officer, Nagar Council, Mukerian who is present in 

today’s hearing is directed to be present on the next date of hearing also.


The case is adjourned to 4th December, 2012(Tuesday) at 01:00 P. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Krishan Kumar Verma,

H. No. 6132, 

Street Ganga Ram,

Bathinda


    
             
           
         
      
 ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Asstt. Executive Engineer,

Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd

Bhagta Bhaika,

Distt.  -Bathinda







..…Respondent


    



C. C. No. 1947 of 2012
Present:        Sh. Krishan Kumar Verma, complainant, in person.

i) Sh. V. K. Bansal, Sr. Executive Engineer ;

ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh, Asstt. Executive Engineer ;

iii) Sh. Gurmantar Singh, Asstt. Executive Engineer ;
iv) Sh. Jagtar Singh, Asstt. Executive Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.               

ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 30.08.2012,  the i) Asstt. Executive Engineer, PSPCL, 
Sub-Division – Nathana, Division – Bhagta Bhaika, Distt. – Bathinda ; ii) Asstt. Executive Engineer, PSPCL, Sub-Division – Bargari, Division – Kotkapura Distt. – Faridkot  and iii) Asstt. Executive Engineer, Sub-Division – Bhagta Bhaika were issued a show-cause under Section 20 of the RTI Act.


In compliance with the order, dated 30.08.2012, all the above said three officers, who were served with show-cause, appeared in person and submit their reply dated 27.10.2012 in the shape of affidavit, which is taken on record.


I have gone over the reply dated 27.10.2012 submitted by the respondent-PIOs and found that the explanation given by them is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to them are dropped.



As the complainant – Sh. Krishan Kumar Verma has suffered a lot on account of visiting the Commission for attending hearings at Chandigarh for getting information.


In view of the above, an amount of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees five Thousand only) be awarded to the information-seeker as compensation which should be paid by way of cross cheque/Demand Draft by the concerned Public Authority within two weeks from today and produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 6th December, 2012(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sanjay Kumar Mishra,

H. No. 1224,

Sector – 19,

Panchkula



     
             
      
 

  ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Court of the  Civil Judge(Jr. Division),

(Court of  Ms. Radhika Puri)

Junior Division, District Courts Complex,

Amritsar








          ..…Respondent





A. C. No.  61 of 2012 

Present:                None.
ORDER 
On the last date of hearing on 30.08.2012,  Ms. Satinder Kaur, Reader, was directed 
to explain in writing that why information has been denied by her to the appellant alongwith necessary documents to support the claim made by her in her written explanation. She was also directed to supply a copy of the rules to the appellant under which information was denied to him.


The respondent-PIO has filed his reply, which is on record. 



Order is reserved.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Manjit Singh

S/o Sh. Ujagar Singh,

V.P.O. – Bhankarpur,

Tehsil – Derabassi,

Distt. - Mohali



     
             
             
 ..…Appellant

Vs

Public information Officer

O/o Sub Divisional Engineer,

 Pb. State Power Corporation Ltd.,

Village – Saidpura,

Derabassi, Distt. - Mohali





           ..…Respondent

A. C. No.  777 of 2012 

Present :
None on behalf of the appellant.

None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER    
On the last date of hearing on 30.08.2012, the appellant was advised to point-out 
deficiencies in the information supplied to him.

The appellant – Sh. Manjit Singh was absent on the last date of hearing and he is 
again absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission. He has neither pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him, to the respondent-PIO, nor approached the Commission with any contrary claim in that regard.
In view of the above, it is assumed that the appellant is satisfied with the 
information supplied to him and  does not wish to pursue his case further.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Harminder Singh,

H. No. 2877, 

Phase – 7,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali)


     
             
          

    ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Kharar
(Distt. – Mohali)






..…Respondent


 A. C. No.  800 of 2012 

Present :           Sh. Harminder Singh, appellant in person.

Sh. Nishan Singh, B.D.P.O.-cum-PIO, in person. 
ORDER

On the last date of hearing on 05.09.2012, B. D. P. O., Ferozepur and B. D. P. O., 

Kharar were issued a show-cause notice under Section 20 of the RTI Act.

In compliance with the order dated 05.09.2012, Sh. Nishan Singh, B. D. P. O., 

Kharar submits a reply dated 07.11.2012 to show-cause issued to him, which is taken on record.



I have gone over the reply dated 07.11.2012 submitted by the respondent-PIO and found that the explanation given by him is genuine. In view of the explanation, the show-cause issued to him is dropped.


Sh. Nishan Singh, B.D.P.O. also hands over a point-wise reply to the appellant – Sh. Harminder Singh in the Commission today.
The appellant – Sh. Harminder Singh gives in writing that  he has received the 
requisite information and is satisfied with the same. He also asks for filing of his appeal.


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

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054
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Ajay Kumar Sehgal,

339, Chhoti Baradari, 

Part – 1,

Near Medical College,

Jalandhar City



     
             
       

       ..…Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar








..…Respondent


 A. C. No.  822 of 2012 

Present :          Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal, appellant, in person.
Sh. Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO, in person. 
ORDER


In the reply, in connection with the show-cause issued to Sh. Jatinder Singh, E. O.-cum-PIO, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar claimed that as the information was related with the third party and those parties concerned did not permit the PIO or other officials concerned to supply the same to the information-seeker, hence the same could not be given to Sh. Ajay Kumar Sehgal.


He also claimed that Sh. Sehgal was informed about this thing vide office memo no. JIT 4292 dated 31.03.2012.


He claimed that on filing of appeal with First Appellate Authority, the applicant was again informed about the inability of the PIO or other officials to provide that record to him.



Sh. Jatinder Singh, E. O. is directed to file a fresh reply in shape of an affidavit clarifying the fact that when he wrote letters to owners of the plots, in connection of which information has been sought by Mr. Sehgal for taking their consents whether he should supply requisite information to the applicant or not.


Sh. Jatinder Singh must also clear the fact that whether he sought consent of owners of those plots within five days from the receipt of the RTI request by issuing a written notice to them as per provisions of the Section 11 of the RTI Act, on that affidavit.



Sh. Jatinder Singh is also bound to explain the fact that why he failed to inform the appellant about the fact that letters have been written to the owners of the plots for taking their consents whether to supply the require information to the appellant or not, on the very same date on which written notices were written to the owners of the plots under Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005.  He is also directed to explain that why he has not applied his mind to establish the fact that whether Public interest is involved in this case and whether public interest outweighs private 
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Interest or vice-versa. If he has applied his mind over this fact then what decision he took over the same.


He is directed to bring dispatch and receipt registers in the Commission on the next date of hearing so that examination of the same could be offered to the appellant for allowing him to satisfy himself about the fact that whether respondent has followed the procedure laid down in Section 11 of the RTI Act.


He is also directed to bring the copies of the objection/refusal given by owners of the plots, in connection of which information sought for by the appellant, under Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned to 7th December, 2012(Friday) at 11:00 A. M. 
There would be no adjournment in this case.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054






        Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Dharampal Mehmi, Advocate,

101-A, Gurdev Park,

Opp. Sangam Palace,

Shuharpur Road,

Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana - 141001







……….. Appellant

V s

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Registrar,

Water Resources & Environment, Punjab,

S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o The Registrar,

Water Resources & Environment, Punjab,

S.C.O. 32-34, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh





                        
               …….Respondent
         

                                                               A. C. No. 1032 of 2012 

Present :          None on behalf of the appellant.

  
Sh. Ram Rattan, Mathematical officer, on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 05.09.2012, the appellant was advised to point-out 
deficiencies in the information supplied to him in writing to the respondent-PIO within ten days from that day.

Sh. Ram Rattan, Mathematical officer, who appeared on behalf of the respondent, 

that the requisite information has already been supplied to the information-seeker. He also submits a letter dated 07.11.2012 stating that the complainant had not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him till date and requests for filing of this appeal-case.



The appellant – Sh. Dharampal Mehmi had sent a letter dated 20.10.2012 intimating that he is suffering from back pain and requested for an adjournment but he had not pointed-out any deficiency in the information supplied to him.



As the information stands supplied and no cause of action is left in this case, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha,

 30, Banda Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar City



     
             
        

      ..…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Asstt. Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar








..…Respondent


    C. C. No.  1051 of 2012 

Present:               Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha, Complainant in person.

   None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 01.08.2012, both the parties were heard and the case 
was reserved.



i) Sh. D. P. Bhardwaj, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, M. C., Jalandhar  has submitted his reply dated 01.08.2012  and  ii)  Sh. Tejpreet Singh, Mpl. Town Planner, Jalandhar has submitted his reply dated 01.08.2012, to show-cause issued to them vide orders dated 21.06.2012, which are  on record.



I have gone over the replies submitted by the respondent-PIOs and found that the explanations given by them are genuine. In view of the explanations the show-cause issued to them are dropped.



As the complainant  has suffered a lot on account of visiting the Commission for attending hearings at Chandigarh for getting information, an amount of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) be awarded to the information-seeker as compensation which should be paid by way of cross cheque/Demand Draft by the concerned Public Authority within three weeks from today and produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing.
The case is adjourned to 6th December, 2012(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
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   C. C. No.  1055 of 2012
Present:             Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh Chadha, Complainant in person.

  

 None on behalf of the respondent Present

ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 01.08.2012, both the parties were heard and the case 
was reserved.

i) Sh. D. P. Bhardwaj, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, M. C., Jalandhar  has

submitted his reply dated 01.08.2012  and  ii)  Sh. Tejpreet Singh, Mpl. Town Planner, Jalandhar has submitted his reply dated 01.08.2012, to show-cause issued to them vide orders dated 21.06.2012, which are  on record.



I have gone over the replies submitted by the respondent-PIOs and found that the explanations given by them are genuine. In view of the explanations the show-cause issued to them are dropped.



As the complainant  has suffered a lot on account of visiting the Commission for attending hearings at Chandigarh for getting information, an amount of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) be awarded to the information-seeker as compensation which should be paid by way of cross cheque/Demand Draft by the concerned Public Authority within three weeks from today and produce a copy of the same in the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 6th December, 2012(Thursday) at 11:00 A. M. 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
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Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Managing Director,

MILKFED,

SCO 153-155, Sector 34,

Chandigarh








        ..…Respondent





C. C. No.  248 of 2012 
ORDER
On the last date of hearing on 01.08.2012, the case was reserved.
A notice under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act 2005 was issued on 10.07.2012 to Sh. 

R. K. Sharma, PIO-cum-Manager(Audit), MILKFED, Punjab, Chandigarh to show-cause why penalty should not be imposed on him and why compensation should not be awarded to the complainant for denial of the information by wrongly resorting to exemption class under Section 8 (1) (d) of the Act ibid.



The PIO has submitted his written explanations why procedure under Section 11 of the Act ibid was not followed. It has been averred that the respondent-MILKFED had invoked the provision of Section 8 (1) (d) of the Act wherein, interest of MILKFED itself was involved. It has further been pleaded that under Section 8 (1) (d) of the Act, the respondent has denied the information as it related to trade secrets and the information of commercial confidence, the disclosure of which would harm the competitive position of a third party.



I have examined the written explanations and heard the PIO. Section 8 (1) (d) of the Act permits exemption on the ground where information is of “commercial confidence” or it involve “trade secrets”. However, this exemption would not be available if a larger public interests warrants the disclosure of such information.


MILKFED is a public authority in which Govt. has substantial equity and financial stake. Its Managing Director is an appointee of the State Government. The very philosophy of cooperation mandates openness. The respondent has also not been able to explain how disclosure of the names of the purchasers of seeds is a matter of commercial confidence. Sale by a Cooperative Society with substantial stake of the State Govt. should operate in an open and transparent  manner. The objective of the Right to Information Act, 2005, which is applicable to the 
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Respondent - MILKFED a public authority is to promote transparency and accountability. Its objective is to eradicate corruption. Given these objectives, it is difficult to accept the plea that disclosure of the names of the buyers of seed  from MILKFED is information of commercial confidence. The PIO has wrongly taken shelter behind the clause 8 (1) (d). In any case, disclosure of such information is in public interest. MILKFED is not a private business, but a State Cooperative. Its business can not be conducted secretly.


However, considering that the issue involved an interpretation of law and allowing an error of judgment in good faith on the part of PIO, penalty may not be imposed in the present case. Ends of justice would be served by cautioning the PIO to be careful in interpreting the Act as fundamental rights of citizens to seek information are involved.


The PIO has also raised the issue of Section  7(8) of the Act ibid which enjoys upon each PIO, while rejecting the request for information, to give reasons for rejection including the particulars of the Appellate Authority and period within which an appeal may be filed. The authority cited by the PIO to argue that “shall” in Section 7(8) is directly and not mandatory does not pertain to section 7(8) of the RTI Act. To treat this mandatory provision as declaratory would amount to taking away the substantial right of an information-seeker to know the reasons why his request for information was rejected or where he should an appeal and within what time against that rejection. Reasons are heart and soul of any order and not to convey the reasons of rejection would make the order its self null and void. A statutory right of an appeal has been conferred by the Act and the Parliament made it mandatory for the PIO to convey the particulars of the Appellate Authority. The PIO, therefore, should be careful in future in compliance with the provisions of Section 7 (8) of the Act.


In view of the above observations, this case is disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
   







   (Chander Parkash)

 7th November, 2012                 
              
          State Information Commissioner 
