
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parwinder Singh Kittna,

204, K.C.Tower,

Chandigarh Road,

Nawanshahr – 144514.






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Shiromani Akali Da(Badal), Punjab,

Block No.6, Madhya Marg, Sector:28,

Chandigarh – 160028.






…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3886 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the  complainant.
Shri K. K. Sachdeva, Administrative Officer and Shri Rajesh Kumar, Accountant, on behalf of the respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 19.07.2013,   addressed to the PIO of the office of Shirmoni Akali Dal(Badal), Punjab, Block No. 6, Madhya Marg, Sector:28, Chandigasrh, sought certain information on five points relating to the expenditure incurred by Shiromani Akali Dal on Goa Chintan Shiver held in the year  2013.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Parwinder Singh   filed a complaint dated 21.10.2013 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 25.10.2013           and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  18.12.2013 to be heard by a Full Bench consisting of Shri B.C.Thakur, Shri Chander Parkash and Shri Surinder Awasthi, State Information Commissioners, Punjab.
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3.

On 18.12.2013, Shri Balwant Singh Khera, appearing  on behalf of the complainant, informed the Commission that the complainant  had not been provided any information so far by the respondent. As such, both the parties were directed to file their written submissions and the case was adjourned to 23.01.2014.

4.

On 23.01.2014, Shri Gurminder Singh, Advocate, appearing for the respondent filed preliminary objections pertaining to the RTI application of the complainant.  He brought one set of it for handing over to the complainant. Since the complainant was not present as he had requested for an adjournment, Shri Gurminder Singh, Advocate, was directed to send the copy of preliminary objections to the complainant at  his address. Directions were issued to the complainant to file his written submission/Rejoinder to Preliminary Objections filed by the respondent. The case was adjourned to 25.02.2014.

5.

On 25.02.2014, Shri Parwinder Singh, complainant, filed written submission in support of his contention stressing that the respondent is a  public authority and is liable to provide information. Shri Gurminder Singh, Advocate, wanted to file rejoinder again and accordingly he was given 10 days time to file the same, with a copy to the complainant. The case was adjourned to 02.04.2014.

6.

On 02.04.2014, Shri K. K. Sachdeva, Administrative Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, filed written submission again questioning the maintainability of the complainant and for dismissing his complaint on this sole ground. He handed over a copy of the same to the complainant, who was directed to file a rejoinder, if any, on this submission made by the respondent. The case was adjourned to 13.05.2014.

7.

On 13.05.2014, Shri Parwinder Singh, complainant appeared alongwith Shri Balwant Singh Khaira and sought 2 weeks time to file additional submissions. His request was acceded to and the case was adjourned to 04.06.2014 which was further adjourned to 03.07.2014 and then to 12.08.2014 due to certain administrative reasons. On  the reconstitution of the Full Bench, the case was again postponed  to 16.10.2014 to be heard  by Full Bench consisting of Shri Ravinder Singh Nagi, Shri Harinder Pal 
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Singh Mann and Shri Surinder Awasthi, State Information Commissioners, Punjab.

8.

On 16.10.2014, Shri K. K. Sachdeva, Administrative Officer and Shri Rajesh Kumar, Accountant, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, made a written submission dated 16.10.2014, which was  taken on record. In the  written submission, it has been stated that preliminary objections filed by  them earlier may be decided first as the said complaint is not maintainable. It has been further stated that the RTI application has been filed with Shiromani Akali Dal(Badal)  by the complainant whereas notice has been issued to Shiromani Akali Dal by the Commission for supplying requisite information to the Complainant. In the preliminary objections it has  also been submitted that the complainant is an office bearer as General Secretary of the HELP Organization. 

After discussing the matter at length, above noted two objections of the respondent were  overruled. However, the complainant was  directed to prove on the next date of hearing through written submission that the respondent is a public authority as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. The respondent was  also directed to submit their view point. The case was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, a letter dated 15.12.2014 has been received from the complainant through FAX informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear  before  Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in connection with a case CRMM-25407 of 2013. He has requested to adjourn the instant  case and fix for hearing after  one month.
10.

On the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned to 10.02.2015  at 1.00 P.M. in Court No.1 on 2nd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.


Sd/-



Sd/-




Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann) 
  (Surinder Awasthi)
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)


S.I.C.




S.I.C.



S.I.C.

Chandigarh




   
 

Date: 16-12-2014


             

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parwinder Singh Kittna,

204, K.C.Tower,

Chandigarh Road,

Nawanshahr – 144514.






…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o Bhartiya Janta Party, Punjab,

Amar Shaheed Dr. Shyama Prasad Samark Bhawan,

Sector:37, Chandigarh – 160036.





…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 3885 of 2014    

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 19.07.2013,   addressed to the PIO of the office of Bhartiya Janta Party, Punjab, Amar Shaheed Dr. Shyama Prasad Smark Bhawan, Sector:37, Chandigarh,  sought certain information on five points relating to the expenditure incurred by Shiromani Akali Dal on Goa Chintan Shiver held in the year  2013.

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Parwinder Singh   filed a complaint dated 21.10.2013 with the Commission,  which was received in it on 25.10.2013           and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  18.12.2013 to be heard by a Full Bench consisting of Shri B.C.Thakur, Shri Chander Parkash and Shri Surinder Awasthi, State Information Commissioners, Punjab.

3.

On 18.12.2013, Shri Balwant Singh Khera, appeared   on behalf of the 

complainant. Since  none was present on behalf of Respondent – Bhartiya Janta Party, 
Punjab, the President of the B.J.P. was directed to appear before the Commission 

either in person or through an authorized representative on the next date of hearing to
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file written submission in response to an RTI application filed by the complainant. Shri Balwant Singh Khera, appearing on behalf of the complainant was also directed to file his written submission on behalf of the complainant. The case was adjourned to 23.01.2014.

4.

On 23.01.2014, Shri Sutikshan Sharma, appearing for the respondent stated that he would file authorization letter and written submission on the next date of hearing.   Since the complainant was not present as he had requested for an adjournment, both the parti3s were directed to file their written submissions before the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to 25.02.2014.

5.

On 25.02.2014, Shri Parwinder Singh, complainant, filed written submission in support of his contention stressing that the respondent is a  public authority and is liable to provide information. He also brought one copy of the same to the Commission for handing it over to the respondent and since none had appeared on behalf of the respondent, Shri Parwinder Singh stated that he would send a copy of it to the Secretary Bhartiya Janta Party, Punjab, Chandigarh under registered cover. The respondent PIO was directed to file written submission/rejoinder to the PIO with a copy to the Commission. He was also directed to attend the hearing either in person or through authorized representative on the next date of hearing, failing which it would be presumed that respondent had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings would be taken and the case was adjourned to 02.04.2014. 

6.

On 02.04.2014, Shri Sutikshan Sharma,  Advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informed that he  got duly signed Power of Attorney only the previous day and that is why he did not appear on the last date of hearing i.e. 25.02.2014. He sought some more time for filing written submission/rejoinder, if any, on behalf of the respondent. . Accordingly, he was directed to file his written submissions within 15 days with an advance copy of the same to the complainant. The case was adjourned to 13.05.2014.

7.

On 13.05.2014, Shri Berjeshwar Singh Jaswal, Advocate, appeared for 
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the respondent and sought time to file written submissions. He was allowed 10 days’ time to file written submission with an advance copy to the appellant. The case was adjourned to 04.06.2014 which was further adjourned to 03.07.2014 as none was 

present on behalf of the respondent. The case was postponed to 12.08.2014 due to certain administrative reasons. A written submission dated 12.08.2014 was received from Shri  Berjeshwar Singh Jaswal, Advocate, for the respondent containing objections to the claim of the applicant, which was taken on record. On  the reconstitution of the Full Bench, the case was again postponed  to 16.10.2014 to be heard  by  Full Bench consisting of Shri Ravinder Singh Nagi, Shri Harinder Pal Singh Mann and Shri Surinder Awasthi, State Information Commissioners, Punjab.

8.

On 16.10.2014,  none was  present on behalf of the respondent. Accordingly, the respondent PIO  was   directed to send a copy of written submission dated 12.08.2014 containing objections to the claim of the applicant, to the complainant and the complainant was  directed to submit his rejoinder, if any, to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
9.

Today, a letter dated 15.12.2014 has been received from the complainant through FAX informing the Commission that he is unable to attend hearing today as he has to appear  before  Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court in connection with a case CRMM-25407 of 2013. He has requested to adjourn the instant  case and fix for hearing after  one month.

10.

On the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned to 10.02.2015  at 1.00 P.M. in Court No.1 on 2nd Floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
              Sd/-




Sd/-




Sd/-
(Harinder Pal Singh Mann) 
  (Surinder Awasthi)
     (Ravinder Singh Nagi)


S.I.C.




S.I.C.



S.I.C.

Chandigarh




   
 

Date: 16-12-2014


