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. Surjit Kumar, S.I., on behalf of the Respondent.

 

Original RTI application was addressed to SDM Nawanshahr and sought information regarding enquiry into FIR no. 60 dated 19.07.2012 Police Station Bahiram u/s 307, 353, 186, 120 of IPC.



The complainant has addressed the RTI application to the PIO o/o SDM and the PIO o/o SDM has transferred the RTI application to the PIO office of Deputy Commissioner on 14.02.2013. The PIO office of DC has also transferred the RTI application to the office of SSP on 13.03.2013.

 

As per the representative of the PIO Mr. Surjit Kumar, SI, office of SSP stating that the Deputy Commissioner office had ordered an enquiry on application of the complainant dated 25.07.2011 and the enquiry is under process. 

 

The PIO office of SSP has taken a plea that the enquiry cannot be provided till the approval of the court. The respondent PIO sought exemption u/s 8 (h) of the RTI Act but he fails to explain how the investigation would be impeded or affect the apprehension of the offender if the information is supplied especially, when the enquiry has already been completed and only awaits approval of the competent authority.
 

The respondent-PIO office of SSP is directed to furnish the complete report of the enquiry to the complainant and PIO in office of DC should ensure the same before the next date of hearing.  
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The case is adjourned to 17.06.2013 at 10.00 AM.


Announced in the open court.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.

Cc: 


Deputy Commissioner,  
(By Name)


Nawanshahr. 


For necessary Action. 

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. 

RTI  application filed 

:
12.07.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
19.02.2013
Ground for complaint

:
Denial of information. 
Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks certified copy of petition order dated 07.06.1985 by court of Tehsildar Gurdaspur in agriculture land in village Chak Barhoa. Hadbast No. 400, Tehsil & District Gurdaspur. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the respondent submits a letter dated 22.05.2013 from the PIO and he seeks more time for providing the information. Granted. 
Decision:- 
 


 
The case is adjourned to 17.06.2013  at 10.00 AM.       

 
Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Suresh Kumar

s/o Shri Munshi Ram,

Village Mahal Bodla,

PO Killianwala,

Tehsil and Distt. Fazilka.
 



            …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Ferozepur.






          ..…Respondent


Complaint Case no.  843/2013 

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. None for the appellant. 



Mr. Dinesh Kumar, Jr. Asstt. on behalf, of the respondent. 

RTI  application filed 

:
10.09.2012
PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil 
Complaint  received in SIC 
:
18.02.2013

Ground for complaint

:
No response


Information  sought:- 

 
Seeks information related to 1200 posts of  Punjabi Lecturers out of 7654 Adv. in Sept., 2009.

· No. of BC category posts in Punjabi

· No of posts of BC category filled

· How many of them have joined 

· Merit list of the BC category

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:- 


The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted a letter dated 22.05.2013 from the PIO stating that the requisite information had already been provided to the complainant through registered post on 15.04.2013. The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The Commission assumed that he has received the information and he is satisfied with the same. If the complainant is not satisfied with the information provided, he can approach the first appellate authority. 
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Decision:- 
 



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

Announced in the court.


Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
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. 


None appeared from either of the  parties. One last opportunity is given to both the parties to be present on the next date of hearing otherwise the Commission would assume that both the parties are not interested in pursuing the case any further. 

 

The case is adjourned to 17.06.2013 at 10.00 AM.


Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tarsem Jindal,

No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.




   

 
… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Bathinda.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case no.  1196/2013

ORDER 

Present :
None  for the complainant.




Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Law Officer, for the Respondent.



The complaint is absent for the second consecutive hearing without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the respondent-PIO submitted that the information demanded by the complainant is related to third party and hence cannot be provided. The representative of the respondent-PIO also mentioned that there is no allotment on that name and the complainant had already informed of it to the complainant.  



The complainant is advised, if he not satisfied with the PIO response, to approach the first appellate authority i.e. Deputy Director Local Government, Bathinda. 



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

 

Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Avtar Singh, 

S/o Sh. Harbhajan Singh, 

Village Talwandi Bharth Kothe,

PO – Aliwal – 143507,

Tehsil – Batala,

Distt – Gurdaspur. 

 



            …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Gurdaspur.  






          ..…Respondent

Complainant Case  No.  720/13 

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Avtar Singh, complainant in person.

Mr. Lakhwinder Singh, Registration Clerk o/o Sub-Registrar, on behalf of the  respondent. 

 

The representative of the respondent-PIO has provided the information to the complainant but the complainant is not satisfied with the same stating that the information provided is in-complete. The complainant raised some queries which are not covered under RTI act. 
 

The complainant is advised, if he is not satisfied with the PIO’s response, to approach the first appellate authority. 
  

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



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

 

Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Dr. Rajinder Arora,

S/o Sh. Kishori Lal Arora,

529, Basant Avenue, 

Amritsar. 


 



            …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Medical College & Hospital,

Amritsar. 






          ..…Respondent

CC No.  713/13 

ORDER

Present: 
Dr. K.S. Sandhu, for the complainant. 


Dr. Surinder Pal, Associate Professor-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



 The respondent-PIO admitted that the RTI application was received in his office on 21.11.2012 and the respondent-PIO had failed to provide the requisite information till date while it was mandated to be provided within 30 days. However, the first response to the, RTI application was on 15.04.2013 after receiving notice of the Commission. Even the information 
supplied on 15.04.2013 was patently wrong  and the PIO admits the same. The Commission takes a serious note of it.
  
 
During the earlier hearing dated 22.04.2013, a show cause notice had been issued to the Respondent-PIO to which his response is still awaited. The respondent-PIO is directed to file the reply of show cause notice, before the next date of hearing explaining why the information was delayed and also reasons for supplying wrong information before the next date of hearing.

 

The case is adjourned for 19.06.2013 at 10.00 AM.

  

Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

 Ashwani Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Roop Kumar Mahajan, 

Kuccha Mirza, 

Opposite State Bank of India, 

Town Hall,  Amritsar.             


   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar,       


 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 390/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Parduman Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO submitted a letter provided by the ATP which is diarized in the Commission on 23.05.2013 stating that the appellant has got the requisite information to his satisfaction. The respondent-PIO also submits an acknowledgement from the appellant of the same to the Commission, which is taken on record. 


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

 
 
Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

 Ashwani Kumar, 

S/o Sh. Roop Kumar Mahajan, 

Kuccha Mirza, 

Opposite State Bank of India, 

Town Hall,

Amritsar. 




   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Municipal Corporation Amritsar, 



 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 391/13

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Parduman Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO submitted a letter provided by the ATP which is diarized in the Commission on 23.05.2013 stating that the appellant has got the requisite information to his satisfaction. The respondent-PIO also submits an acknowledgement from the appellant  to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
 

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

 
 
Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Dr. K.C. Arora,

Happy Clinic,

Main Bazar,

Basti Tankanwali,

Ferozepur City-152001



   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Council,

Ferozepur City.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


Deputy Director Local Bodies,

Ferozepur.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 403/2013

ORDER

Present: 
None for the appellant.



Mr. Vikas Dhawan, Inspector-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:  
 03.09.2012
PIO replied




:   
01.10.2012
First appeal filed



:    
23.10.2012
Second  appeal received  in SIC 
:    
11.02.2013
Information sought : 
 
Seeks information on expenditure incurred on the renovation of the library. 
Grounds  for the Ist & IInd  appeals 
:
Information provided was vague, wrong and  







not specific as sought under the RTI Act.

Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing :

The appellant is absent, however he has sent a  letter dated 15.04.2013  showing his inability to attend the proceeding of the Commission. He also mentioned in his letter that the information supplied was wrong, incomplete, MB pages are not to be given and alleged that the respondent PIO had denied a copy of resolution and some other documents. 

 

The respondent-APIO submitted that no resolution had been passed by the MC.
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 As regards the remaining information, the appellant is advised to peruse the original record of the office, on a mutually agreed date and time, within next fifteen working days. The respondent-PIO is duty bound to provide the attested copy of information as marked by the appellant. 

Decision :

With this direction the case is disposed of and closed. 
 

Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Rajesh Kumar, 

# A-702, 6B, 

Radha Swami Colony, 

Fazilka – 152123  



           


 …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Ferozepur.     






          ..…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  759/2013 

ORDER

Present: 
None for the complainant. 


Mr. Gurcharan Singh Sandhu, DTO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The respondent-PIO submitted a letter dated 23.03.2013 stating that he has provided the information to the complainant and also on phone the respondent-PIO has informed the registration no. i.e. PB05V 0443.
 

The Commission has gone through his RTI application that the information sought by the complainant has been provided. 



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

Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Bohar Singh

s/o Sh. Darbara Singh,

village Mahor wala,

Raja Jang Farm,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur-152003


   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 441/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bohar Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, VDO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The appellant admitted during the hearing that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and he also requests for closure of the case. 


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

Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Bohar Singh

s/o Sh. Darbara Singh,

village Mahor wala,

Raja Jang Farm,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur-152003


   

 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.






 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 442/2013

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bohar Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Sukhwinder Singh, VDO-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The appellant submits that he has received the information on point no. 1,2,3,4,7 and information on point no. 5,6,9 are yet to be provided. 


The respondent-PIO is directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 20.06.2013 at 10.00 AM.
Announced in the court.



Copies of the  order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



      
 (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 23.05.2013.                  
                     
State Information Commissioner.
