STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Vipin Garg, 

Principal Arya Model Sr. Secondary School,

Arya Samaj Chowk, 

Bathinda. 




   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Registration & Licensing Authority-cum-

SDM, Sultanpur Lodhi, 

Distt. Kapurthala 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, 

Chandigarh.



 


 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 378/2013

ORDER


Present  :
Mr. Vipin  Garg, appellant, in person.




Mr.Tejwant  Singh, Clerk,  for the Respondent.






-----  




The Respondent-PIO has filed  affidavit  dated 13.6.2013 stating that  the requisite information i.e. documents  relating to  registration of Maruti WagonR No.CH03H-1335 are not available on record.  Since the information is  not available on record, it cannot be supplied. A copy of the affidavit  is handed over to the appellant during the hearing.  Also partial information had been supplied earlier. But the appellant pointed out  that he is not satisfied.  The Respondent-PIO is directed to supply  attested copy of the same as also of the affidavit within the next five working days to the  appellant.



With these directions, the case is disposed of and closed.  

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Harsukhdev Pal

B-34-2360/1,

Anand Nagar,

Near Haibowal,

Ludhiana.




   

 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Asstt. Registrar,

Cooperative Societies West,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Registrar,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Chandigarh.
 

 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 825/2013

ORDER

Present  :
Mr. Harsukh Dev Pal, appellant,  in person.



Mr. Baljinder Singh, A.R.-APIO, for  the respondent.






-----    



The PIO submitted a letter dated  17.6.2013  that the requisite information sought by the appellant is not available in the office record.  The appellant pointed out that the department is expected  to conduct annual audit/inspection of the records of the society and that  is expected to have some of the records  of the society. To this, the APIO  said that  the department had not conducted audit of these coop. societies for the last  about 20 years because of various reasons  including acute shortage of staff in the department.  The APIO was directed to file written submission to this effect which he instantly  submitted, which was taken on record.



Since the record is not  available with the department, the information  cannot be supplied.

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

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dharam Singh

s/o Sh. Banta Singh,

Village Dalla,

PO Qadian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




   

 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.
 

 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 822/2013

ORDER

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



Dr.  Nidhi Kalotara,  Asstt. Commr.(G)-APIO,   for  the Respondent.






-----  



The  respondent-APIO submits that  the requisite information has been provided to the  appellant.  She (APIO) has also submitted reply by way of affidavit dated  7.06.2013 to the show cause notice  issued vide order dated  20.5.2013, which is taken on record.



In view of the position  explained  therein,  further proceedings  on the show cause notice are hereby dropped.  



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.


Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dharam Singh

s/o Sh. Banta Singh,

Village Dalla,

PO Qadian,

Tehsil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




   

         … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Gurdaspur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner, Jalandhar Division,

Jalandhar.
 

 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 821/2013

ORDER    

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



Dr.  Nidhi Kalotara,  Asstt. Commr.(G)-APIO,   for  the Respondent.






-----  



The  respondent-APIO submits that  the requisite information has been provided to the  appellant.  She (APIO) has also submitted reply by way of affidavit dated  7.06.2013 to the show cause notice  issued vide order dated  20.5.2013, which is taken on record.



In view of the position  explained  therein,  further proceedings  on the show cause notice are hereby dropped.  



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.


Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Asha Rani,

W/o Sh. Rajinder Singh

Civil Hospital Colony,

Tanda  Urmar, 

Tehsil Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Station House Officer (SHO)

Police Station Tanda,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1368/2013

ORDER

Present :
Representative, Mr. Rajinder Singh, for the  complainant.



Mr.  Dilbagh Singh, ASI, P.S. Tanda  and  Mr. Baldev Singh, ASI  for 

the respondent.






----  




The respondent stated that  the requisite  information has been provided to the  complainant.  The representative of the  complainant confirms having received the same.



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.


Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

R. S. Mahey,

No. 1028, Bootan Mandi,

Jalandhar-144003



   

 

… Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Chandigarh. 


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 924/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. R.S. Mahey,  appellant, in person.



Mrs. Sonia Bali, Sr. Asstt. and Mr. Amrik Singh, APIO (of PSIEC) for 

the  respondent.






----



The Commission, vide  order dated 6.6.2013, had directed  Respondent-PIO, Mrs. Suhinder Kaur, Supdtt.  to be personally  present at the next hearing i.e. today  but she did not  turn up and defied the Commission’s orders.  She was also directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant before that date.  She neither attended the  court today nor  has supplied the information.  The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the Respondent. The Respondent  (Superintendent – Mrs. Suhinder  Kaur ) is directed to 
be personally present at the next date of hearing and also explain in writing as to why stringent provisions of the RTI Act be not invoked for her defiance and non –compliance of the Commission’s orders.  The Respondent is further directed to supply the requisite information to the appellant.



The Commission awards  compensation amounting to Rs.2000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) to the  appellant.  The compensation is payable by the Respondent 






-2-

public authority  through Bank Draft as per provisions contained in the Act ibid before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 8.07.2013 at 10.00 A.M. 

Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Bhushan Bhardwaj,

No. 490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Nawanshahr.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1143/2013

ORDER

Present :
Mr. Bhushan   Bhardwaj, complainant, in person.

Mr. Raman Kumar, S.I., on behalf of the Respondent.





----  



In compliance to the Commission’s directives,  the PIO has supplied the  requisite information including  CCTV report  submitted by Inspector Parshotam Singh, during the hearing today  to the satisfaction of the  complainant.



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.


Sd/-

 Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
        State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Jasdev  Singh

S/O Sh. Bhajan Singh,

No.255, Gali No.3,

Ward No.23, Khalsa School Road,

 



          
 Khanna,  Distt. Ludhdiana.



   

…Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.     






        ..…Respondent

Complaint Case No.  791/2013 

ORDER  
Present :
Mr.  Jasdev  Singh,  complainant, in person.
None  for  the  Respondent.
 

The respondent-PIO submits an affidavit dated 15.06.2013 through messenger stating that the requisite information sought is not covered under the RTI Act. On perusal of the RTI application it is evident that the information sought is well  within the preview of the RTI and the respondent-PIO has not applied his mind while denying the information. A show cause notice has already been issued to the respondent-PIO on 22.05.2013 and the reply is still awaited. Therefore, the respondent-PIO is again directed to be present on the next dated of hearing along with a reply of show cause notice otherwise the commission would be constrained to take decision exparte.   .
 

The case is adjourned to 10.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.


Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
         

State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Pritam Singh

s/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

R/o Nihal Singh Wala,
Tehsil – Nihal Singh Wala, 

District – Moga,

C/o Sona Maruti Spareparts, 
Nihal Singh Wala, 
Distt.  Moga.






            …Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Transport Officer,

Ferozepur.






          ..…Respondent

Complaint Case No.  826/2013 

ORDER
Present :
Mr.  Pritam Singh, complainant, in person.

None for the Respondent.
 

The respondent-PIO has sought time but he has failed to respond to the show cause notice. The respondent-PIO is directed to be personally present along with the reply of show cause notice on the next dated of hearing. 
 

The case is adjourned to 10.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.


Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
         

State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Satnam Singh
M/s Sher-e-Punjab Rice Mills,

Dhanetha,

Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Coop. Supply & Marketing Federation Ltd.

(MARKFED)

Patiala.

 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case no. 1139/2013







ORDER

Present: 
None for the parties. 


The complaint submits a letter dated 22.05.2013 stating he has received the information on point no. 1 & 2 and the information on point no. 3 is still awaited. The respondent –PIO is absent for the second consecutive hearing without intimation to the Commission. Therefore, a fresh notice of hearing is to be issued to the respondent-PIO. 
 

The case is adjourned to 15.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
         

State Information Commissioner.

Encls: Notice of Hearing. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Varinder Kumar
s/o Sh. Sadhu Ram, 

Ward No.6,

Dharamshala Street,

Goniana Mandi, 

Bathinda.









   

 

… Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Committee,

Goniana Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies,

Near Court Complex,

Bathinda.    


 



         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 675/2013

ORDER
Present  :
None  for the  appellant.

Mr. Bhupinder Singh Sra, EO-cum-PIO and Mr. Deepak Sethia, Acct., on  behalf of the respondent. 

The respondent-PIO submitted through his letter dated 17.06.2013 that the information sought by the appellant had been provided on 27.12.2012 and again attested copies of the same were supplied on 24.05.2013 vide letter no. 311. The respondent-PIO submitted that all the information has been supplied except a  copy of registered deed dated 19.09.2005 which is not available in the record. Thus the PIO had supplied whatever information it had to the appellant and what was not available in the record cannot be supplied. Also the PIO has submitted response to show cause notice by the present PIO. 


   
 The RTI application submitted on 30.08.2012 and first response was on 27.12.2012 - more than 100 days after the mandatory period of 30 days. The present PIO submitted that he was not PIO during the said period when Mr. Brijesh Kumar, currently EO, Sunam was the PIO. 
 









Contd…2/-

-2-

 

PIO Mr. Brijesh Kumar, EO, Municipal Committee, Sunam 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  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  complainant.  

 
 
The PIO 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 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. 

 

The Commission further directs the PIO-respondent to be personally present on the next date  of hearing along with the reply of show cause notice. 
 

The case is adjourned to 11.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
         

State Information Commissioner.
Cc: 
Public Information Officer, 

Mr. Brijesh Kumar, E.O.


O/o Municipal Committee, Sunam. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Kulwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Swaran Singh,

173F/3, Ward No. 3,

Barhi wala Kuan,

Mehrauli

New Delhi-110030





            …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Gurdaspur.






          ..…Respondent

Complaint Case No.  830/13 

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 

Mr. Kulwinder Singh, Reader to Naib Tehsildar, on behalf of the  respondent. 
 

The representative of the PIO submitted PIO’s letter stating that the information was 25 years old  and mutilated and not traceable,  hence the delay. Finally, the records were traced and he had brought the information during the hearing. Since the complainant is absent, it cannot be supplied. The respondent-PIO is directed to supply an attested copies of the information through registered post to the information seeker  within 7 working days. If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he is liberty to approach the first appellate authority i.e Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur. 
 

In light of above, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
         

State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sukhwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Banta Singh,

Village Dhoopsarhi,

PO Govt. Polytechnic College,

Teshil Batala,

Distt. Gurdaspur.




   

 

… Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Development and Panchayat Officer,

Gurdaspur.
 





         …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 640/2013

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, appellant in person.


None for the respondent. 
 

The Respondent is absent for the third consecutive hearing without intimation to the Commission.  The PIO has not supplied the information to the complainant and thus not acted as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  This  amounts to  wilful  and deliberate  denial of   information to the complainant.  The Commission takes a serious note of this lapse on the part of the PIO-Respondent    and the Commission constrained to issue a show cause notice to the PIO.

 

The PIO Mr. Baldev Singh, BDPO o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Batala 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  upon him for delaying  and denying  the supply of  information to the  complainant.  

 









Contd…2/- 
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The PIO 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 ex-parte. 

 

The Commission further directs the PIO-respondent to be personally present on the next date  of hearing with a copy of the information supplied to the  complainant failing which  the  matter will be decided ex-parte.   

 

The case is adjourned to 11.07.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.




 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 17.06.2013.        
  
         

State Information Commissioner.

