STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Sh. Inderpal Singh, 

1558/1, Amarpura,

Ludhiana









Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o State Transport Commissioner,

SCO-177-78, 1st, 2nd, 3rd Floor,

Sector-17-C, Chandigarh
First Appellate Authority

O/oState Transport Commissioner,

SCO-177-78, 1st, 2nd, 3rd Floor,

Sector-17-C, Chandigarh










Respondent

APPEAL CASE NO. 2119 of 2016
Present:   
None on the behalf of the applicant.

For the respondent: Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO.

ORDER

1. The applicant is absent without any intimation to the Commission for today’s hearing.

2. Sh. Gurpal Singh, APIO on the behalf of the respondent states that the requisite information has already been sent to the applicant through registered post on 05.12.2016 as per the last order of the Commission dated 05.12.2016. The respondent also states that no deficiency is pointed by the applicant till date.

3. Last opportunity is given to the applicant to represent his case in person or through any of his representative(s) on the next date of hearing positively, failing to which ex-parte decision shall be taken against him.

4. The matter to come up for further hearing on 11.01.2017 at 12:30 P.M. 
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Sh. Ram Singh,

R/o Village Rajpura,

Tehsil abohar, District Fazilka

Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

District Fazilka

First Appellate Authority

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Fazilka 






 Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO. 1557 of 2016
Present:   
Sh. Amardass Maan on the behalf of the applicant.

For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Singh Sidhu, Advocate.

ORDER

1. A letter has been received from the applicant in the Commission at diary no. 31791 dated 26.12.2016 mentioning therein deficiencies in the information provided to him by the respondent. It is taken on record.

2. Sh. Baldev singh Sidhu, Advocate on the behalf of the respondent states that whatever information was available in the official record has already been provided to the applicant.

3. On this, representative of the applicant states that information in connection with point no. 3 and 4 is still pending and request that if information in connection with point no. 3 and 4 is not available not in the official record, he may be given a reply in written by the respondent.
4. The respondent is directed to file a written reply as self declaration in connection with point no. 3 and 4 of the RTI request by the next date of hearing.

5. The matter to come up for further hearing on 11.01.2017 at 12:30 P.M. 
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in 

Sh. H.S.Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No.82,District Courts,

3 B 1,SAS Nagar.








Appellant                                                                                                                                                            

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Magistrate,

Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Moga










Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO. 844 of 2016
Date of Institution: 25.02.2016

Date of Decision: 27.12.2016 

Present: 
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the appellant in person.

for the respondent: Sh. Joginder Singh, Superintendent cum APIO

ORDER
1. The applicant states that incomplete information has been supplied to him by the respondent PIO as information in connection with point no. 8 of his RTI application has not been supplied to him.
2. On this, the representative of the respondent states that whatever information was available in the official record has already been provided to the applicant but the representative of the respondent has assured that whenever any subsequent or final order would be passed, copy of the same would be provided to the applicant.
3. The applicant, sh. H. S. Hundal states that if the respondent fulfills the above said commitment, he has no objection if the case is closed today.

4. On the assurance of the representative of the respondent the case is disposed of & closed with the directions to the respondent PIO to fulfill the promise made by his representative.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Sh. Sukhdev  Singh

R/o XEN, H.  No. 9 , Street no. 1, 

Gobind Nagar, Opposite Mandir Wala Bazar,

Sultanwind Road, Amritsar.





Complainant 
 

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o XEN Central Works, Division No.1,

Punjab, PWD B&R, Amritsar.







Respondent
Complaint Case No.  903 of 2016
Present: 
Sh. Sukhdev Singh, the complainant in person.
None for the respondent.
ORDER
1. Sh. Sukhdev Singh, the applicant is present for today’s hearing.

2. The respondent is absent without any intimation to the commission for today’s hearing. The respondent was absent on the last date of hearing held on 05.12.2016 (11:30 A.M.).
3. On the last date of hearing held on 05.12.2016 (11:30 A.M.), respondent was directed to remove the deficiencies re-pointed by the complainant and also last opportunity was given to respondent to represent his case in person or through his representative by the next date of hearing positively for today itself but he has failed to do so.
4. In view of the above, PIO of office of XEN, Central Works, Division No. 1, Punjab, PWD B & R, Amritsar, will show cause under Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/denial in supplying the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the information-seeker under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) provision, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.
Contd..p-2

Complaint Case No.  903 of 2016
He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next 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.
5. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.01.2017 at 11:30AM.
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
(Regd. Post)
Public Information Officer (By Name)
O/o XEN Central Works, Division No.1,

Punjab, PWD B&R, Amritsar.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Sh. Inderpal  Singh,

6, Jyoti nagar Extension, 

Jalandhar. 
           Complainant   Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Engineer Head Quarters,

Punjab, PWD and Road Branch, 

Patiala -147001

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Engineer Head Quarters,

Punjab, PWD and Road Branch, 
Patiala -147001


       
Respondent 
Complaint Case No.  1312 of 2016
Present:   
Sh. Inderpal Singh, the complainant in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Amrik Singh, SDE.
ORDER
1. Sh. Amrik Singh, SDM on the behalf of the respondent states that whatever information was available has already been provided to the complainant.
2. On this, the complainant states that irrelevant information has been provided to him by the respondent. He also states that he has already filed a representation dated 08.06.2016 in the Commission.
3. When asked from the respondent about the RTI application but he is not aware about the facts of this case.
4. A copy of the representation dated 08.06.2016 filed by the applicant is handed over to the representative of the respondent during the hearing with the directions to the respondent  PIO to provide the requisite information to the applicant by the next date of hearing positively. This is the last opportunity given to the respondent PIO.
5.  The matter to come up for further hearing on 18.01.2017 at 11:30 A.M. 
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Sh. Banarsi Dass Jindal, Advocate
Water Works Road,
Opposite State Banka of India,  

Mansa                                                                                                             ….Appellant   

Versus
Public Information Officer

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 
Mansa
First Appellate Authority




O/o Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt.  

Bathinda




 ….Respondent   

Appeal Case No.  1893 of 2016
Present:   
None on the behalf of the applicant.
For the respondent: 
Sh. Rajpal , EO, Mansa
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, JA,

Sh. Deep Darshan, Clerk

Sh. Tarsem Singh, Clerk

ORDER
1. Representatives of the respondent, who appeared in today’s hearing submit a reply vide letter no. 1887 dated 19.08.2016 showing that required information has been supplied to the applicant vide letter no. 170 dated 22.01.2016 in person and also through registered post dated 22.08.2016. A copy of the postal receipt is shown at page no. 78 of the stamp register. It is taken on record.

2. Representatives of the respondent also state that they have brought original diary register and dispatch register into the Commission as ordered on 07.12.2016.

3. A letter has been received from the applicant in the Commission at diary no., 31815 dated 26.12.2016 through which the applicant requested for an adjournment which is taken on record.

4. The respondent PIO and First Appellate Authority is directed to again bring the above said diary register and dispatch register in original on the next date of hearing so that the applicant could go through it.
5. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 31.01.2017 at 11:30 A.M.
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Sh. H.S. Hundal, Advocate

Chamber No.82,District Courts,

3 B 1, SAS Nagar.








 Appellant                                                                                                                                                           

Versus

Public Information Officer
O/o Superintendent,

Central Jail,Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority

O/o Superintendent,

Central Jail,Ferozepur.







 Respondent

APPEAL CASE NO.1649 of 2016    
Date of Institution: 10.05.2016

Date of Decision: 27.12.2016 

Present:   
Sh. H. S. Hundal, the applicant in person.

For the Respondent: Sh. RajPal Singh.

ORDER

1. The applicant states that incomplete information has been supplied to him as information regarding the visitor’s register has not been supplied to him.

2. On this, Sh. Rajpal Singh from the respondent side states that he has brought the copies of visitor’s register to personally hand over it to the applicant. The same is handed over to the applicant during the hearing.

3. On this, the applicant orally states that he is satisfied with the information provided to him and he has no objection if the case is close today.
4. As the information stands supplied. No further action is needed. Therefore the instant Appeal Case is disposed of & closed.
5. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Sh.Balwir Singh

R/o Mandoli, Tehsil Rajpura

District Patiala










Appellant  

Versus

Public Information Officer
O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Conservator of Forest,

Forest Department, Sector-68, Mohali






Respondent

APPEAL CASE NO.1554 of 2016
Date of Institution: 02.05.2016 

Date of Decision: 27.12.2016
Present: 
Sh. Balwir Singh, the appellant in person.

for the respondent: Sh. Makhan Singh, Forest Range Officer along with Sh. Davinder Singh, Steno.

ORDER
7. A letter has been received from the respondent in the Commission at diary no. 31796 on 26.12.2016 stating that the requisite information has already been provided to the applicant on dated 19.12.2016 and the applicant has provided a letter of satisfaction in written to the respondent which is taken on record along with a copy of letter of satisfaction from the applicant.

8. Sh. Makhan Singh from the respondent side is present for today’s hearing.
9. On this, the applicant orally states that he has received the requisite information and does not wants to pursue this case further.
10. As the information stands supplied, no further action is needed. Therefore the instant Appeal Case is disposed of & closed.
11. Announced in the Court. Copy of order to be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Ms. Rani Gupta

House no. 3871/1, Sector- 47-D,

Chandigarh









Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/oThe Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,
E. Block, complex School Education Board,

Phase-VIII, SAS Nagar,

Ajitgarh (Mohali)
First Appellate Authority

O/oThe Director Public Instructions (SE), Punjab,

E. Block, complex School Education Board,

Phase-VIII, SAS Nagar,

Ajitgarh (Mohali)






             
Respondent
APPEAL CASE NO. 2039 of 2016

Present:   
Sh. Sajjan Kumar Gupta, on the behalf of the appellant.
For the respondent: 

Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Deputy DEO

Ms. Havinder Kaur, Assistant Director

ORDER

6. Sh. Sajjan Kumar Gupta, Representative of the applicant states that information from the DEO (SE) Mohali is still pending. 

7. Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, Deputy DEO on the behalf of the respondent hands over the pending information to the representative of the applicant during the hearing.
8. On this, representative of the applicant states that the handed over information is not certified and demanded to get it certified.
9. On this, Ms. Harvinder Kaur, Assistant Director on the behalf of the respondent states that the respondent usually follows this procedure in which only signatures are put on the concerned documents without attestation.
10. On this, representative of the applicant returned the supplied information to the respondent during the hearing to get it certified.

11. As far as information is concerned that has been supplied, but after considering the request of the applicant the respondent is directed to certify the supplied information, which has been returned by the applicant within fifteen days from today.

Contd..p-2

APPEAL CASE NO. 2039 of 2016

12. Ms. Harvinder Kaur, Assistant Director on the behalf of the respondent assured that the supplied information would be supplied to the applicant after attestation.

13. On the assurance of the respondent, the case is disposed of & closed with the directions to the respondent to comply with the above said direction or the applicant is free to approach the Commission if the respondent does not obey the order of the Commission.
14. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order to be sent to the parties. 
Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Tele No. 0172-4630059, FAX No. 0172-4630052, 4630888 

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com, Email-ID scic@punajbmail.gov.in
Er. Darshan Singh Sahi,

S.E.PWD (B&R),
Kothi No.1046,Phase-4,

SAS Nagar, Mohali








Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer
O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division,

PWD (B&R) Branch Pathankot






Respondent
COMPLAINT CASE NO.602 of 2016
Present:   
Er. Darshan Singh, the complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Tarsem Lal, XEN.
ORDER

1. Complainant states that information in connection with point no. 6,7 and 8 is still pending. 
2. Sh. Tarsem Lal, XEN on the behalf of the respondent submits a point wise reply vide Endst. No. 1577-79/M dated 21.12.2016 signed by Executive Engineer, Central Works Division, Pathankot. It is taken on record.
3. On this, the complainant expresses his dissatisfaction and states that he has received the same reply. He also states that this is just a reply not document and requested to provide the notings, documents and orders as per the point no. 6 to 8 as per his RTI request. The complainant also states that the respondent is intentionally not providing the requisite information.
4. On this, the respondent states that whatever information was available in the official record has already been provided to the complainant.

5. After hearing both the parties and going through the case file, it is found that incomplete information has been provided to the complainant.
Contd..p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO.602 of 2016
6. The respondent is directed to provide the remaining information to the applicant by the next date of hearing or file a detailed reply in the shape of an affidavit in the form of clarification that whatever information was available in the office record has been supplied to the appellant and there is no other information to be supplied other than the supplied information.
7. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 18.01.2017 at 11:30 A.M.
8. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Chandigarh                                                                    (Dr. Pawan Kumar Singla)

Dated: 27.12.2016 



        
     State Information Commissioner
