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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bhupinder Singh

S/o Sh. Bawa Amar Nath,

Plot – 10, Abadi Bawa Ishar Dass,

Opp. Railway Station,

Near Parkash Cinema,

Amritsar






   
     ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar







    ..…Respondent

C.C .No. 2960   of 2011 
ORDER

Present :
 None for the Complainant.
 Mr. Rajinder Kumar, Patwari, for the Respondent.




_____



The Complainant vide his letter, dated 04.10.2011, has approached the Commission to say that order of the Commission, dated 09.08.2011, has not been complied with. The only action required to be done was to intimate a letter no. and date by which S. K. Branch has sent a letter to S. D. M. office for getting an enquiry conducted.
2.

The Respondent has submitted in writing that this order has been complied with and he will endorse a copy of the information provided to the Commission within 05 working days from today. His written – submission also shows that the order of the Commission, dated 09.08.2011, has been complied with. This is taken on record.


Despite due and adequate time having been given for hearing, the Complainant is absent without intimation.


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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jasbir Singh,

V. – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Distt. - Ludhiana






        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Environment Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Field Office – 2, Municipal Corporation Building,

2nd floor, Block – C,

Gill Road, Ludhiana






       ..…Respondent
C. C .No. 2961   of 2011 
ORDER

Present :
 None for the Complainant.
Mr. Avtar Singh, Jr. Asstt.,  for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is dated 30.07.2011and addressed to the PIO O/o Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala. The information demanded is regarding issue of N.O.C. to an Auto Mobile Workshop. On not getting any response, a complaint was filed with the Commission on 04.09.2011.
2.

The documents on record reveal that his application was transferred under Section 6 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005 on 04.08.2011 to the Environment Engineer O/o Punjab Pollution Control Board, Ludhiana.

3.

The Respondent – PIO has submitted a copy of a letter, dated 15.11.2011, by which the requisite information was sent to the information-seeker. This is taken on record.



Despite due and adequate time having been given for hearing, the Complainant is absent without intimation and nothing contrary has been heard from the complainant on the information provided to him.


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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harpreet Singh

C/o Janta Watch Co.,

Opp. S. D. S. College for Women,

V. P. O. – Rayyian – 143112,

Distt. - Amritsar






         ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Education Officer (Elem.),

Amritsar.







          ..…Respondent

C. C .No. 2966   of 2011

ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Harpreet Singh, Complainant, in person.

 Mr. Deepak Kumar, Jr. Asstt., for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is dated 06.06.2011. The information demanded pertains to appointment of teaching fellows. The complaint with the Commission is dated 26.08.2011.
2.

The documents on record reveal that a response was sent on 27.05.2011 to the Complainant, which is self-explanatory.


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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jasbir Singh,

V. – Bholapur Jhabewal,

P. O. – Ramgarh,

Distt. – Ludhiana






       ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhaina. 







      ..…Respondent

C. C .No. 2980   of 2011 
ORDER

Present :
 None for the Complainant.
 Mr. Sushil Bhalla, APIO, for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is dated 13.06.2011. The information demanded is on 04 points concerning a former Additional Deputy Commissioner of Ludhiana. The complaint with the Commission is dated 07.10.2011. 


The Respondent today submits a letter, dated 18.11.2011, addressed to the Commission stating that a response was sent to the information-seeker vide letter no. 2165 dated 01.07.2011, wherein, it is stated that the requisite information has already been supplied to him vide letter no. 1854 dated 03.06.2011 in the Commission on 08.06.2011. 
The  documents on record  reveal that in respect of point no. – 2, the 
Complainant has been asked to deposit Rs. 240/-. Should the Complainant deposit the requisite amount, the Respondent shall be duty bound to provide the requisite information.


Despite due and adequate time having been given for hearing, the Complainant is absent without intimation. 



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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Arun Kumar Sood

S/o Late Sh. Ram Rattan Sood,

H. No. 25, Rose Enclave,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana




                     …… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana






                   .…Respondents

A. C. No.  1000 of  2011

      ORDER

Present :
 None for the Appellant.
 Mr. Dev Raj, Inspector and Ms. Surinder Kaur, S. I., for the Respondent.





_____



The RTI request is dated 11.07.2011 and the information demanded is on 26 points in connection with information-seeker’s own case. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 16.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 04.10.2011.
2.

The documents on record reveal that a response was sent to the Appellant on 19.08.2011, appended to which are several annexures.

3.

The Respondent says that complete information has been provided to the Appellant. If the Appellant wants any other information or copies of his own case, all these are available with the Incharge, Police Station, Division No. 5. If and when he desires, he can collect the same.

Despite due and adequate time having been given for hearing, the

Appellant is absent without intimation.


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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Naval Kishore Chopra,

“RTI Activists Federation”,

C/o 662, Kasera Bazar,

Amritsar



                 


           …Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar






                   .…Respondents

A.C. No.  1001 of  2011

ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Naval Kishore Chopra, Appellant, in person.

 Mr. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, for the Respondent.


 Mr. Kamal Kishore Chopra,  in person alongwith his Advocate, Mr. S. R. Sharma, as Third Party.



_____



Representative, Mr. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the Respondent. His Power of Attorney is taken on record.
2.

The RTI request is, dated 18.04.2011, addressed to the PIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. The information demanded is on 13 points pertaining to a particular guest house. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 08.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 05.10.2011.
3.

The Respondent representative – Mr. S. K. Sharma, Advocate, submits a complete dossier on the issue, including the response of the PIO, dated 17.05.2011 and orders passed by the FAA on 20.06.2011. These documents are taken on record.

4.

I have perused the documents on record, it emerges that the Appellant is a serial applicant filing RTI applications on the same subject, time and again, because of a family dispute and out of personal vendetta/grievances. The letter, dated 17.05.2011, written to the Appellant, by the APIO inter-alia states that the Appellant has filed more then 70 RTI requests on the same subject to the license branch of the Municipal Corporation which is being continuously harassed to repeatedly give the same information. This tantamounts to misuse of the RTI Act and concludes by saying the RTI request in question, therefore, is rejected under Section 7 (9) of the RTI Act, 2005.






-2-

5.

The FAA vide 10 pages order dated 20.06.2011 has recounted the entire sequence of the events and how the Appellant has been flooding M. C. and other public authorities with his applications on the same subject. The FAA has upheld the order of the APIO and has disposed of the appeal. The FAA has also advised the Appellant to use the Act for the betterment of the Society and not misuse it causing harassment to the Respondent officials.

6.

The Third party representative – Mr. Kamal Kishore Chopra through his Advocate has made a very detailed submission, which is taken in record. In this submission it has been pleaded that they have been persistently harassed by the Appellant - Mr. Naval Kishore Chopra and that the Respondent be restrained from giving any information about the said guest house.

7.

It is pertinent to mention here that that the representative of the Respondent –PIO, Mr. Sharma has also averred orally and in writing that on the same subject, the Appellant has moved 190 RTI requests and filed 12 appeals before the State Information Commission, which have been heard by different benches on different dates on different occasions. Series of orders of the Commission have been appended with the written-submission.
8.

The Appellant who is present has been told that RTI Act is not meant to address personal grievances or sub-serve an individual’s vested interests. He is cautioned against repeatedly filing RTI requests on the same subject, as it impinges on the time of the Respondent besides resulting in diversion of resources of the Respondent at the cost of doing routine work.


The Act is meant to bring about transparency and accountability in functioning of the Public Authorities in the larger public interest and activity. It is not to be used to intimidate the Respondents.


With this, the case is disposed of and closed.



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to  the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jaspal Singh

C/o Pradeep Electronics,

H. No. 3242, EWS Colony,

Backside Wardhman Mills,

Chandigarh Road, 

Ludhiana.





                   
        …… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana






                    .…Respondents
A. C. No.  1005 of  2011

                       ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Jaspal Singh, Appellant, in person.

1. Mr. Ashok Lal Verma, Supdt. (Health) and Mr. Harish Bhagat, APIO, for    

 the  Respondent.






_____



The RTI request is dated 10.06.2011. The information demanded is on 11 points. These 11 points concern various department/branches of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 01.08.2011 and second appeal with the Commission  04.10.2011.
2.

The documents on record reveal that the requisite information has been provided to the Appellant. The Respondent has sent responses on different dates :  08.07.2011, 12.08.2011 and 18.08.2011.

3.

The FAA vide his order dated 23.08.2011 has stated that different branches/departments from which the information was demanded, has been provided to the Appellant. This order of the FAA is taken on record.


The Appellant and the Respondent have gone over the information point-wise and the remaining documents are handed over to the Appellant in the court today.



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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to the parties.
         
Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tarsem Singh

S/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

Habib Wala Road,

Kamboj Nagar,

Ferozepur City






        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar,

Ferozepur







          ..…Respondent

C. C .No. 2967   of 2011

ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Tarsem Singh, Complainant, in person.

 None for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is dated 19.07.2011, addressed to Tehsildar, Ferozepur. The information demanded is about a compensation paid to 02 farmers in the year 2008. The complaint with the Commission is dated 03.10.2011. 
2.

The Complainant says that he has not received any information so far.

3.

The Respondent – PIO Office of Tehsildar, Ferozepur is directed to provide the requisite informat6ion as per the original RTI request, dated 19.07.2011, to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The information to be provided should be duly attested and legible.


The PIO O/o Tehsildar, Ferozepur will show-cause and make a written-submission to the Commission : as to (i)  why information was delayed/denied ; (ii) why penalty be not imposed upon him ; and (iii)  why compensation not be awarded to the information-seeker.






In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also, hereby, given an opportunity 
under Section 20 (1) provisio, 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 or does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 





-2-

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. 


The Respondent – PIO shall remain present with the information provided at the next date of hearing. There will be no further adjournment in this case.



The case is adjourned to 06.12.2011(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in Chamber/Court No. 2, S. C. O. 31 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 


Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Tarsem Singh

S/o Sh. Jagat Singh,

Habib Wala Road,

Kamboj Nagar,

Ferozepur City






        ..…Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar,

Ferozepur.







        ..…Respondent

C. C .No. 2971   of 2011

ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Tarsem Singh, Complainant, in person.

 None for the Respondent.




_____



The RTI request is dated 25.07.2011, addressed to Tehsildar, Ferozepur. The information demanded is copies of the 03 reports of the Patwari dated 11.01.2001, 30.01.2001 and 31.08.2011. The complaint with the Commission is dated 03.10.2011. 

2.

The Complainant says that he has not received any information so far.

3.

The Respondent – PIO Office of Tehsildar, Ferozepur is directed to provide the requisite informat6ion as per the original RTI request, dated 25.07.2011, to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. The information to be provided should be duly attested and legible.



The PIO O/o Tehsildar, Ferozepur will show-cause and make a written-submission to the Commission : as to (i)  why information was delayed/denied ; (ii) why penalty be not imposed upon him ; and (iii)  why compensation not be awarded to the information-seeker.






In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also, hereby, given an opportunity 
under section 20 (1) provisio, 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 or does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the 





-2-

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. 


The Respondent – PIO shall remain present with the information provided at the next date of hearing. There will be no further adjournment in this case.



The case is adjourned to 06.12.2011(Tuesday) at 11:00 A. M. in Chamber/Court No. 2, S. C. O. 31 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh. 


Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ranjit Singh

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

V. – Kaler Khurd,

P. O. – Kaler Kalan, - 143519,

Distt. –Gurdaspur - 143521




                     …… Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Executive Officer,

Panchayat Samiti,

Dhariwal, Distt. - Gurdaspur

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur






                   .…Respondents

A. C. No.  981 of  2011

       ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Ranjit Singh, Appellant, in person.

 Mr. Sonu Masih, Panchayat Secretary, for the Respondent.





_____



The RTI request is dated 08.06.2011 and the information demanded is about the circles allocated to different Panchayat Secretaries. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 24.07.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 29.09.2011.
2.

The Respondent today hands over the list of villages under different Panchayat Secretaries, in the court, to the Appellant and he is satisfied. 


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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ranjit Singh

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

V. – Kaler Khurd,

P. O. – Kaler Kalan, - 143519,

Distt. –Gurdaspur - 143521




                      …….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Execuitve Officer,

Panchayat Samiti,

Dhariwal, Distt. - Gurdaspur

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur






                  .…Respondents

A. C. No.  982 of  2011

      ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Ranjit Singh, Appellant, in person.

 Mr. Satwinder Singh, B. D. O. and Mr. Sonu Masih, Panchayat Secretary, for the Respondent.





_____



The RTI request is dated 10.05.2011. The information demanded is regarding income from the Panchayat Land Auction for the period from 2008-2009, 2009-2010 and 2010-2011. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 24.07.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 19.09.2011.


The Respondent today hands over the required information to the Appellant in the court and he is satisfied.


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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.


Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

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







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Ranjit Singh

S/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

V. – Kaler Khurd,

P. O. – Kaler Kalan, - 143519,

Distt. –Gurdaspur - 143521




                      …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dhariwal, Distt. – Gurdaspur

First Appellate Authority  

O/o  Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur






                .…Respondents

A. C. No.  983 of  2011

     ORDER

Present :
 Mr. Ranjit Singh, Appellant, in person.

 Mr. Satwinder Singh,  B.  D.  O. and Mr. Chaman Lal,  B. D. P. O., 

 Gurdaspur,  for the Respondent.





_____



The RTI request is dated 25.04.2011. The information demanded is about the tour program of the B. D. P. O., Dhaliwal for the period January, 2010 ; February, 2010 ; and March, 2010. Appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 13.06.2011 and second appeal with the Commission is 19.09.2011.



The Respondent today hands over the copies of the log-book to the Appellant in the court and he is satisfied.

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



Announced  in the hearing.


Copies  of  the  order  be sent to both the parties.



Place: Chandigarh.





        (P.  P.  S. Gill)

Dated: 22.11.2011.



             State Information Commissioner.

