STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Arun Sharma s/o Sh. Tarsem Sharma,

H.No. 1625-A, Hukamchand Colony, Azad Nagar,

Azad Road, Chheharta ( 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.  2707 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Arun Sharma, Appellant, in person.

Shri Balwinder Singh, Junior Assistant(O&M); Shri Kuldeep Kumar, Junior Draftsman(MTP); Shri Sandeep Singh, Incharge Panorama and Shri Visha Sharma, Clerk, Accounts Branch,  on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Arun Sharma Appellant vide an RTI application dated 04-03-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information regarding regularizing of services of contractual employees during or after 2011. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  02-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 27-07-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 02-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly,  he is directed to send the defficiencies in the provided information to the concerned PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies.
4.

Adjourned to 24.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh Babloo,

C/o Bhagat Singh Youth Front, Shop No. 19,

Near Swani Motors, Court Road, Amritsar.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2720 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, Appellant, in person alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate.


Shri Mandeep Bhatti, Clerk, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29-06-2015 addressed to PIO sought details of fuel consumption of vehicles owned by Municipal Corporation from 01-04-2012 to till date. 

2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 04-07-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, Ld. Counsel for the appellant informs that no information has been 
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supplied to the appellant  and inspection of record has also not been allowed. The 
respondent informs that the appellant has been asked vide letter No. 19, dated 07.07.2015 to deposit  Rs. 99,848/- as documents charges, which have not been deposited so far.  The appellant  informs that he has not received this letter. Consequently, the matter is discussed in detail. After hearing both the parties, the appellant is directed to inspect  the record in the office of the PIO on 28.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M. to identify the documents required by him. The PIO is directed to provide  upto 1000 pages of identified documents to the appellant, free of cost and beyond that documents charges at the rate of Rs. 2/- per page be charged from the appellant. 
4.

Adjourned to  17.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagdish Raj Raja,

326, Shaheed Udham Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.









…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.



…Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  2808 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.

Shri Jagdish Raj Raja,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19-05-2016 addressed to PIO sought copies of action taken report on framing charge-sheet against Shri Kulwinder Singh, SE and Shri Gurcharan Singh, XEN of the Corporation. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 24-06-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 17-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 23-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.11.2016, which was further postponed for today. 
3.

None is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. However, a Memo. No. 131/ES/Govt./G, dated 26.10.2016 has been received  from Ms. Navsandeep Kaur, PIO vide which she has submitted that the appellant has sought information regarding chargesheet against S. Kulwinder Singh, SE and S. Gurcharan Singh, XEN which was to be issued as per Punjab Government letter No. 14/54/11-SS-1-2649, dated 13.07.2011. She has further submitted that the said Punjab Government letter No. 14/54/11-SS-1-2649, dated 13.07.20115 has never been received in their office and on this ground First Appellate Authority has also filed his First Appeal. The PIO has requested to dispose of the instant case. 

4.

Since the said Punjab Government letter has not been received in the office of the PIO, the sought information cannot be supplied. 

5.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 




 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Abhishek Bhardwaj s/o Sh. Rajesh Bhardwaj,

304-L, Model Town, Jalandhar.






…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.




…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2743 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents.

 

Shri Abhishek Bhardwaj, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25-04-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on 17 points regarding site plan of Shop No. 543 Model Town Jalandhar.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.11.2016, which was further postponed for today.
3.

Today, none is present on behalf of the appellant as well as the respondents. However, letters have been received from them. The appellant has informed that he is unable to attend hearing due to some family problem. He has requested to adjourn the case to 17.01.2017. The PIO has informed that the information/reply has been sent to the appellant vide letter No. MTP/1688, dated 20.05.2016. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send his observations, if any, on the provided information/reply to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission. 
4.

Adjourned to  17.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date:
21-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Darshan Singh,

15 FF, HIG Flats, Block-A, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012.








…Appellant


Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

District-2, Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Excise & Taxation Deptt.

District-2, Ludhiana.






…Respondents
Appeal Case  No.  2741 of 2016

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Gulshan Huria, ETO, Ludhiana-2, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Darshan Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29-12-2015 addressed to PIO sought information regarding Aman Chicken Snack Bar opp. Verka Milk Plant on high way, Ludhiana. 
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated 26-05-2016 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 12-08-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 17-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

Today, the respondent submits that reply has been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 2004, dated 08.11.2016 stating that the sought information is not as per the provisions of Sections 2(f) and 2(j) of RTI Act and this cannot be supplied . He informs that  no observations have been received from the appellant. The appellant is not present without any intimation nor any observations have been received from him in the Commission.  Since no specific documents have been asked for by the appellant, he is advised to seek specific information  required by him by filing a fresh RTI application with the concerned PIO. 
4.

Accordingly, the instant case is disposed of and closed. 




 





Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21.12.2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh Babloo,

C/o Bhagat Singh Youth Front, Shop No. 19,

Near Swani Motors, Court Road, Amritsar.





…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.
2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.




…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  2721 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, Appellant, in person alongwith Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate.


Shri Jagdish Raj, XEN,  on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Gurmeet Singh Babloo, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 31-07-2015 addressed to PIO sought information pertaining to one Shri Ashok Kumar, presently working as Junior Engineer in the Corporation.
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide application dated  nil under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  vide application dated 03-07-2016  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, which was received in the Commission on 11-08-2016  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 09.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, Shri Jagdish Raj, XEN, appearing  on behalf of the respondents, informs that requisite complete information has been supplied to the appellant. Ld. Counsel for the appellant confirms it while submitting that the case may be closed. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Davinder Singh,

S/o Shri Gurdeep Singh,

1742 – Patti Bahara,

Verka, Amritsar-11.








…..Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Death & Birth Department,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.



….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1665 of 2016   

Order

Present: 
Shri Davinder Singh,  Appellant, in person. 

Shri Sat Pal Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent and Shri Ashwani Sehgal, Superintendent,  Birth and Death Department, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Davinder Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 28.01.2016,  addressed to PIO, sought certified copy of Death Certificate of Smt.  Mohinder Kaur wife of Shri Gurnam Singh. 

2.

Today, the appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. Accordingly, he is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies which will be furnished by him in due course of time.

3.

Adjourned to  24.01.2017  at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-

 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-12-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarun Kumar,

S/o Shri Sudarshan Kumar,

499, Sector: 11, Panchkula.






…..Appellant



Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Fatehgarh Sahib.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,


Police Headquarters, Sector:9, Chandigarh.


….Respondents


Appeal Case  No.  1850 of 2016   

Order

Present: 
Shri Tarun Kumar,  Appellant, in person.

Shri   Ranjit Singh, ASI, Incharge RTI Branch, office of SSP Fatehgarh Sahib, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri  Tarun Kumar, Appellant,  vide an RTI application dated nil, addressed to PIO, sought copies of certificates of   educational qualification and sports submitted by Shri Guriqbal Singh Sikand, Sub Inspector No. 777/PR at the time of recruitment at Fatehgarh Sahib alongwith Annual Medical Report from the date of selection till 31st December, 2015 conducted by Police Department.

2.

Today, the respondent submits a letter No. 3372/RTI, dated 04.11.2016, enclosing a copy of provided information,  from SSP-cum-PIO, Fatehgarh Sahib vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 3252/RTI, dated 21.10.2016. The appellant informs that the provided information is incomplete. He points out deficiencies in the provided information . Accordingly, the respondent-PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him, before the next date of hearing. 
3.

Adjourned to 24.01.2017 at 11.00 A.M.









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-12-2016


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh s/o Sh. Baldev Singh,

Village: Surajpur, PO: Kole Majra,

Distt. Patiala.







…………..Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Officer, PSPCL,

Commercial, Nabha, Distt. Patiala.




……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1167 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.


Shri Ashok Sharma, SDO, PSPCL, Sub-Urban, Nabha and Shri Parminder Kumar, SSA,  on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 23-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Amrik Singh sought various information/ documents relating to four Motor accounts.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Amrik Singh  filed a complaint dated 24-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 02-06-2016   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 today.
3.

Today, Shri Ashok Sharma, SDO, PSPCL, Sub-Urban, Nabha, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter dated nil from the complainant vide which the complainant has informed that he does not want to pursue his case further. He has requested to close this case.
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-



Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 21-12-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hari Om Jindal,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001.





…Appellant

             Versus
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,  Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Jeewan Deep Building, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  3364 of 2015

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.
Shri Gurpal Singh, APIO, office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Hari Om Jindal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12-03-2015, addressed to PIO, sought certain information on nine points regarding contract given to M/S Agros Impex(I) Pvt. Ltd. to provide High Security Number Plates and regarding termination of contract thereafter.

2.

The case was last heard on 06.10.2016, when  the appellant informed  that Action Taken Report against MRG Auto Pvt. Ltd. had  not been supplied to him as yet. Accordingly, the PIO was  directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant  within 20 days under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned to 09.11.2016, which was further postponed for today due to certain administrative reasons.
3.

Today, Shri Gurpal Singh, APIO, office of STC, Punjab, Chandigarh, 
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appearing on behalf of the respondents, informs that  as per the orders of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing, remaining information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 50002, dated 03.11.2016 by registered post. He submits a copy of the provided information, which is taken on record. The appellant is not present nor any observations have been received from him, which shows that he has received the information to his satisfaction. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 21-12-2016          


          State Information Commissioner
