STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630068

    FAX. No. i)  0172-4630052  & ii) 0172- 4630888 E-mail – scic@punjabmail.gov.in  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia 

W. No.18, Street No.2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna, 

Distt. - Ludhiana-141401 (Punjab)                   




   …...Appellant  






      
      Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh, 

Distt. - Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)                                              


First Appellate Authority                                                                                                                     

O/o The Secretary

to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Govt.,

Sector - 9, Chandigarh  


     



     ..….Respondents

Appeal  Case No.  879  of 2016
Present :
Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer ;

ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

This case was last heard on 15.11.2016. 

Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer, who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Ravinder 
Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia. They also state that the applicant has also inspected the official record and identified information has been supplied to him. 
The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, who appeared in person in 

today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him through an e-mail.
Sh. K. S. Brar states that no e-mail has been received in the office till date 

through which deficiencies have been pointed out by the appellant.


The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia is advised to send the letter to the office of concerned PIO, through which he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied, within two days from today and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



The appellant also states that he has not received complete information in connection with point No. 01 of the RTI request, which is regarding certified sealed samples of the material utilized.
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On this, Sh. Brar has pleaded that whatever instruction/direction would be issued by the Bench of the undersigned in this case, would be abided by.


 As Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act defines right to information as below:-



(j)
 
"right to information" means the right to information accessible under this Act which is held by or under the control of any public authority and includes the right to—

 
 

(i)
inspection of work, documents, records ;

 
 

(ii)
taking notes, extracts or certified copies of documents or records;

 
 

(iii)
taking certified samples of material ;

 
 

(iv) 
obtaining information in the form of diskettes, floppies, tapes, video cassettes or in any other electronic mode or through printouts where such information is stored in a computer or in any other device;

I have also perused the record  available on case file. I have also considered the 
arguments put forth by both the parties.

After perusing the record, considering the arguments of the parties concerned 

and examining the contents of the Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act, it is very much clear that any information, which is held by or under the control of any public authority, becomes accessible by a citizen. Since the information is “held by or under the control” of respondent institute, which is a public authority, therefore, all citizens have a right to access the information including inspection of site and taking/drawing of the samples of the material within the ambit of Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act.  They have the right to know the quality of the material used in the public works executed by Government and its agencies.
 Moreover, a  similar issue has been decided by the Commission in Appeal Case 
No.763 of 2012  and  in Appeal Case No. 1517 of 2014.
Accordingly, I hereby direct the respondent institute to permit inspection of the 
site and allow the appellant to draw/take samples of the material in accordance with the procedure laid down by the Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh. If the Nagar Council has not laid down any such procedure, then applicant must be allowed to draw/take samples of the material used as per procedure laid down by the Punjab Public Works Department (B & R) for drawing of samples of Govt. works within four weeks from today.

The case is adjourned to 30th January, 2017(Monday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with directions to the respondent PIO concerned to make compliance of the order of the Commission positively before the next date of hearing.

Contd…3/-
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Moreover, this is also not a fit case for imposition of penalty or compensation. 
However, the PIO is cautioned to be careful in future while dealing with RTI applications and ensure that provisions of the Act ibid are adhered to.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
  
     (A. S. Chanduraian)

20th December, 2016        
  

                 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630068

     FAX. No. i)  0172-4630052  & ii) 0172- 4630888 E-mail – scic@punjabmail.gov.in  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia 

W. No.18, Street No.2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna, 

Distt. - Ludhiana-141401 (Punjab)        




   …...Appellant  






      
      Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh, 

Distt. - Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)                                          


First Appellate Authority                                                                                                                     

O/o The Secretary

to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Govt.,

Sector - 9, Chandigarh  



     


     ..….Respondents

Appeal  Case No.  886  of 2016
Present :
Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer ;

ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

This case was last heard on 15.11.2016. 

Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer, who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Ravinder 

Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia. They also state that the applicant has also inspected the official record and identified information has been supplied to him. 
The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, who appeared in person in 

today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him through an e-mail.

Sh. K. S. Brar states that no e-mail has been received in the office till date 

through which deficiencies have been pointed out by the appellant.


The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia is advised to send the letter to the office of concerned PIO, through which he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied, within two days from today and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



The appellant also states that he has not received complete information in connection with point No. 01 of the RTI request, which is regarding certified sealed samples of the material utilized.
Contd…2/-
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On this, Sh. Brar has pleaded that whatever instruction/direction would be issued by the Bench of the undersigned in this case, would be abided by.


 As Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act defines right to information as below:-



(j)
 
"right to information" means the right to information accessible under this Act which is held by or under the control of any public authority and includes the right to—

 
 

(i)
inspection of work, documents, records ;

 
 

(ii)
taking notes, extracts or certified copies of documents or records;

 
 

(iii)
taking certified samples of material ;

 
 

(iv) 
obtaining information in the form of diskettes, floppies, tapes, video cassettes or in any other electronic mode or through printouts where such information is stored in a computer or in any other device;

I have also perused the record  available on case file. I have also considered the 
arguments put forth by both the parties.

After perusing the record, considering the arguments of the parties concerned 

and examining the contents of the Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act, it is very much clear that any information, which is held by or under the control of any public authority becomes accessible by a citizen. Since the information is “held by or under the control” of respondent institute, which is a public authority, therefore, all citizens have a right to access the information including inspection of site and taking/drawing of the samples of the material within the ambit of Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act.  They have the right to know the quality of the material used in the public works executed by Government and its agencies.
 Moreover, a  similar issue has been decided by the Commission in Appeal Case 
No.763 of 2012  and  in Appeal Case No. 1517 of 2014.
Accordingly, I hereby direct the respondent institute to permit inspection of the 
site and allow the appellant to draw/take samples of the material in accordance with the procedure laid down by the Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh. If the Nagar Council has not laid down any such procedure, then applicant must be allowed to draw/take samples of the material used as per procedure laid down by the Punjab Public Works Department (B & R) for drawing of samples of Govt. works within four weeks from today.

The case is adjourned to 30th January, 2017(Monday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with directions to the respondent PIO concerned to make compliance of the order of the Commission positively before the next date of hearing.

Contd…3/-
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Moreover, this is also not a fit case for imposition of penalty or compensation. 
However, the PIO is cautioned to be careful in future while dealing with RTI applications and ensure that provisions of the Act ibid are adhered to.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
  
     (A. S. Chanduraian)

20th December, 2016        
  

                 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630068

    FAX. No. i)  0172-4630052  & ii) 0172- 4630888 E-mail – scic@punjabmail.gov.in  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia 

W. No.18, Street No.2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna, 

Distt. - Ludhiana-141401 (Punjab)                   




   …...Appellant  






      
      Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh, 

Distt. - Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)                                              


First Appellate Authority                                                                                                                     

O/o The Secretary

to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Govt.,

Sector - 9, Chandigarh  


     



     ..….Respondents

Appeal  Case No.  888  of 2016
Present :
Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer ;

ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

This case was last heard on 15.11.2016. 

Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer, who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Ravinder 

Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia. They also state that the applicant has also inspected the official record and identified information has been supplied to him. 
The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, who appeared in person in 

today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him through an e-mail.

Sh. K. S. Brar states that no e-mail has been received in the office till date 

through which deficiencies have been pointed out by the appellant.


The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia is advised to send the letter to the office of concerned PIO, through which he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied, within two days from today and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



The appellant also states that he has not received complete information in connection with point No. 01 of the RTI request, which is regarding certified sealed samples of the material utilized.
Contd…2/-
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On this, Sh. Brar has pleaded that whatever instruction/direction would be issued by the Bench of the undersigned in this case, would be abided by.


 As Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act defines right to information as below:-



(j)
 
"right to information" means the right to information accessible under this Act which is held by or under the control of any public authority and includes the right to—

 
 

(i)
inspection of work, documents, records ;

 
 

(ii)
taking notes, extracts or certified copies of documents or records;

 
 

(iii)
taking certified samples of material ;

 
 

(iv) 
obtaining information in the form of diskettes, floppies, tapes, video cassettes or in any other electronic mode or through printouts where such information is stored in a computer or in any other device;

I have also perused the record  available on case file. I have also considered the 
arguments put forth by both the parties.

After perusing the record, considering the arguments of the parties concerned 

and examining the contents of the Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act, it is very much clear that any information, which is held by or under the control of any public authority becomes accessible by a citizen. Since the information is “held by or under the control” of respondent institute, which is a public authority, therefore, all citizens have a right to access the information including inspection of site and taking/drawing of the samples of the material within the ambit of Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act.  They have the right to know the quality of the material used in the public works executed by Government and its agencies.
 Moreover, a  similar issue has been decided by the Commission in Appeal Case 
No.763 of 2012  and  in Appeal Case No. 1517 of 2014.
Accordingly, I hereby direct the respondent institute to permit inspection of the 
site and allow the appellant to draw/take samples of the material in accordance with the procedure laid down by the Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh. If the Nagar Council has not laid down any such procedure, then applicant must be allowed to draw/take samples of the material used as per procedure laid down by the Punjab Public Works Department (B & R) for drawing of samples of Govt. works within four weeks from today.

The case is adjourned to 30th January, 2017(Monday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with directions to the respondent PIO concerned to make compliance of the order of the Commission positively before the next date of hearing.

Contd…3/-
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Moreover, this is also not a fit case for imposition of penalty or compensation. 
However, the PIO is cautioned to be careful in future while dealing with RTI applications and ensure that provisions of the Act ibid are adhered to.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
  
     (A. S. Chanduraian)

20th December, 2016        
  

                 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
               SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630068

    FAX. No. i)  0172-4630052  & ii) 0172- 4630888 E-mail – scic@punjabmail.gov.in  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia 

W. No.18, Street No.2,

Kartar Nagar, Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road, Khanna, 

Distt. - Ludhiana-141401 (Punjab)                   




   …...Appellant  






      
      Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Mandi Gobindgarh, 

Distt. - Fatehgarh Sahib (Punjab)                                              


First Appellate Authority                                                                                                                     

O/o The Secretary

to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Govt.,

Sector - 9, Chandigarh  


     



     ..….Respondents

Appeal  Case No.  891  of 2016
Present :
Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, the appellant, in person.

i) Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer ;

ii) Sh. Ravinder Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER 

This case was last heard on 15.11.2016. 

Sh. K. S. Brar, Executive Officer, who appeared in person alongwith Sh. Ravinder 

Singh, Assistant Municipal Engineer, in today’s hearing, state that the requisite information has already been supplied to the appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia. They also state that the applicant has also inspected the official record and identified information has been supplied to him. 
The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia, who appeared in person in 

today’s hearing, states that he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied to him through an e-mail.

Sh. K. S. Brar states that no e-mail has been received in the office till date 

through which deficiencies have been pointed out by the appellant.


The appellant, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia is advised to send the letter to the office of concerned PIO, through which he has pointed out certain deficiencies in the information supplied, within two days from today and the respondent is directed to remove the same before the next date of hearing.



The appellant also states that he has not received complete information in connection with point No. 01 of the RTI request, which is regarding certified sealed samples of the material utilized.
Contd…2/-
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On this, Sh. Brar has pleaded that whatever instruction/direction would be issued by the Bench of the undersigned in this case, would be abided by.


 As Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act defines right to information as below:-



(j)
 
"right to information" means the right to information accessible under this Act which is held by or under the control of any public authority and includes the right to—

 
 

(i)
inspection of work, documents, records ;

 
 

(ii)
taking notes, extracts or certified copies of documents or records;

 
 

(iii)
taking certified samples of material ;

 
 

(iv) 
obtaining information in the form of diskettes, floppies, tapes, video cassettes or in any other electronic mode or through printouts where such information is stored in a computer or in any other device;

I have also perused the record  available on case file. I have also considered the 
arguments put forth by both the parties.

After perusing the record, considering the arguments of the parties concerned 

and examining the contents of the Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act, it is very much clear that any information, which is held by or under the control of any public authority becomes accessible by a citizen. Since the information is “held by or under the control” of respondent institute, which is a public authority, therefore, all citizens have a right to access the information including inspection of site and taking/drawing of the samples of the material within the ambit of Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act.  They have the right to know the quality of the material used in the public works executed by Government and its agencies.
 Moreover, a  similar issue has been decided by the Commission in Appeal Case 
No.763 of 2012  and  in Appeal Case No. 1517 of 2014.
Accordingly, I hereby direct the respondent institute to permit inspection of the 
site and allow the appellant to draw/take samples of the material in accordance with the procedure laid down by the Nagar Council, Mandi Gobindgarh. If the Nagar Council has not laid down any such procedure, then applicant must be allowed to draw/take samples of the material used as per procedure laid down by the Punjab Public Works Department (B & R) for drawing of samples of Govt. works within four weeks from today.

The case is adjourned to 30th January, 2017(Monday) at 11:00 A. M. in  

Chamber, S. C. O. 32 – 34, Sector 17 – C, Chandigarh  with directions to the respondent PIO concerned to make compliance of the order of the Commission positively before the next date of hearing.

Contd…3/-
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Moreover, this is also not a fit case for imposition of penalty or compensation. 
However, the PIO is cautioned to be careful in future while dealing with RTI applications and ensure that provisions of the Act ibid are adhered to.
Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 
  
     (A. S. Chanduraian)

20th December, 2016        
  

                 State Information Commissioner
