STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Sardul Singh,

Near Him Cold Storage, Ucha Parwanoo,

Upmohal Parwanoo, Sector – 1,

Solan, Kasauli(t), Himachal Pardesh – 173220.



… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer Headquarters,

PWD B & R, Nabha Road,

Patiala. 

 






 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 3171/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Pritam Singh, complainant in person.



Mr. Maninder Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 

:
16.10.2014
PIO’s response


:    
 Nil

Complaint received in SIC 
:
14.11.2014

Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.

Information sought:- 

 
Seeks service book of Kishore Chand and some other circulars of the department.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The complainant had sought the service book of his colleague Mr. Kishore Chand (Retd.). The PIO denied the information stating that it was personal information related to third party which had dissuaded the PIO from furnishing the information. 

                      The Commission is of considered opinion that the service book of individual is not a personal document as claimed by the third party and exempted u/s 8(I) j of RTI Act.  Therefore,  PIO is directed to provide the information within five working days. 
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Complaint Case No.- 3171/14
                       The appellant is advised to peruse the information. If he is not satisfied with the information provided, he can approach the First Appellant Authority i.e. Secretary PWD B & R, Chandigarh.
Decision:-


With this direction, the case is closed and disposed of.  
 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Omkar Nath,

S/o Sh. Durga Dass,

Village: Jaral, PO. Jugahan,

Tehsil: Sunder Nagar, District : Mandi,

Himachal Pardesh – 175002




… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD B & R, 17 Bays Building,

Sector 17 B, Chandigarh. 





 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 3174/14
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Rajinder Singh, Superintendent on behalf of the respondent. 

RTI application filed 


:
30.06.2014

PIO’s response


:    
 30.07.2014
Complaint received in SIC
 
:
10.11.2014
Ground for complaint

:
Not satisfied with the response of the PIO.


Information sought:- 
 

Seeks information on allotment of vacant government houses to retired employees, who had failed to construct their own houses during their service. 
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The complainant is absent. However, he sent a letter diarized in the Commission on 11.12.2014 stating that he is not able to attend today’s proceeding because of his ill health. He has deputed Mr. S.D Rana to attend the proceeding of the case but Mr. Rana was unable to attend the proceeding on 22.12.2014 and the complainant had sought an adjournment. 


The PIO stated that the information had been provided to the complainant by his office letter dated 30.07.2014. If the complainant was not satisfied with the PIO’s response, he could have approached the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. 
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Complaint Case No.- 3174/14
Superintending Engineer, Construction Circle, Chandigarh. However,  he failed to avail the opportunity within the stipulated period of one month. Taking a liberal view, the Commission grants the complainant one more opportunity to approach the FAA within next twenty working days i.e. till 5.01.2015. If he is not satisfied with the decision of the FAA, he is at liberty to approach the Commission again by way of an appeal u/s 19 of the RTI Act.   

Decision:- 



With this, the case is closed and disposed of. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Malkit Singh Gill,

H. No. 20481, Gali No. 28, 

Ajit Road, Bathinda.   



 


   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Division – I, PWD B & R,

Bathinda. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

PWD B & R, Bathinda.                          



 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3418/14
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.




Mr. P.D Rana, SDE on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI application filed on


:   
31.03.2014

PIO replied




:   
(24.04.2014)
First appeal filed



:   
11.08.2014

Second  appeal received in SIC 

:   
17.11.2014

Information sought : 

Seeks information on six points regarding construction of roads between Jan.2005 to 31 March 2014.


The appellant himself had attached response of the PIO dated 24.04.2014 but the appellant has not acknowledged it his appeal.

Grounds  for  the 1st & 2nd appeal
 
:
Information still awaited.

Relevant Facts emerging  during hearing : 



The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The representative of the PIO stated that the original application was addressed not to PIO but to the First Appellate Authority (FAA).. However, the FAA had transferred it to concerned PIO’s who had responded separately to the appellant. Subsequently, the appellant approached the Chief Engineer, Punjab, PWD(B&R), Patiala who informed the appellant vie his letter No 967/RTI dated 25.08.2014 that he was not the FAA and
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Appeal Case no. 3418/14
urged the appellant to file appeal to FAA Superintendent Engineer, Const. Circle, PWD(B&R), Bathinda but the appellant did not approach him but filed the second appeal with the Commission.


Since information stands supplied , there was no ground to file the second appeal before the Commission. However, in the absence of the appellant, the case could not be decided,  The appellant is directed to be present on the next date of hearing to ensure speedy disposal of the case and the commission would be constrained to decide the case ex-parte if the appellant failed to turn up at the next date of hearing. 
Decision:- 



The case is adjourned to 15.01.2015 at 10.00 A.M. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. H.S Hundal (Adv),

H. No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali.

   





 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali.
                     




 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3420/14
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Ravinder Gill, Planning Officer, & Mr. Narinder Pal Singh, 



Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the respondent. 
RTI  application filed on


:   
27.07.2014

PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
06.09.2014
Second  appeal received  in SIC 

:   
18.11.2014
Information sought : 


Seeks information on seven points on allocation of petrol pump sites in Mohali district.

Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.
Relevant Facts emerging  during Hearing : 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information had been provided to the appellant except information related to query no. 2 for which the PIO had sought a requisite fee for Rs. 500 from the appellant. 
                       Since the appellant is absent, the case could not be decided. The appellant is advised to be present on the next date of hearing for speedy disposal of the. 
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Appeal Case no. 3420/14
Decision 
In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 15.01.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 
Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh,

D-405, Ivory Tower, 

Sector 70, Mohali – 160071.




 
   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Ivory Towers,

Flat Owner's Association,

Sector 70, Mohali.   

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub Division Magistrate,

Mohali. 


   




…Respondents

Appeal Case no. 3461/14
Order

Present:
Mr. Jaswinder Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Ravinder, Tehsildar Mohali,& Mr. Vikas Kaushik (Adv)on behalf of the 


FAA. 
RTI application filed on


:   
30.06.2014
PIO replied




:   
Nil
First appeal filed



:   
12.08.2014
Second appeal received in SIC 

:   
29.10.2014
Information sought : 
Seeks conveyance deed of Flat No C 101 in favour of Yahvir Tikka.

The information sought is personal and that too from an outfit which is not public authority.  
Grounds  for  the Ist & IInd appeals
 :
No response, hence denial of 








information.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing: 



The representative of the respondent organization stated that the Ivory Towers is not a public authority and it was not obliged to furnish any information.  

                      The FAA stated that the appellant can seek whatever information the office of SDM has regarding the Ivory Towers. The appellant is free to seek information from the o/o SDM which is held by it since it is a public authority.   
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Appeal Case no. 3461/14
Decision:



Since the respondent is not a public authority, the case is dismissed. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Ms. Gursimran Kaur,

C/o M.S. Toor (Advocate),

Chamber No. 2004,

New Court Complex, Ludhiana. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Development Authority,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 3216/14
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed 

: 
22.09.2014

PIO’s  response


: 
 Nil  
 

Complaint  received in SIC 

: 
1811.2014
Ground for complaint

:
 No response hence denial of information. 









Information  sought: Seeks information on five 






points regarding commercial use of a residential 






plot allotted by the GLADA.
Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO stated that the information had been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 7432021 dated 18.11.2014. The complainant was free to approach the First Appellate Authority (FAA), i.e. Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA within a month of the receipt of the information but she failed. However, she is given another opportunity to approach the FAA before the 10.01.2015. If she is not satisfied with the decision of the FAA, the complainant can approach the State Information Commission. 
Decision:- 



With this observation and directions, the case is closed and disposed of.  
 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Ms. Gursimran Kaur,

C/o M.S. Toor (Advocate),

Chamber No. 2004,

New Court Complex, Ludhiana. 





… Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Development Authority,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





 …Respondent

Complaint Case No.- 3217/14
Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



Mr. Rakesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent.

RTI  application filed 

:
17.09.2014

PIO’s  response


:    
 Nil
Complaint  received in SIC 

:
18.11.2014
Ground for complaint

:
No response, hence denial of information.


Information  sought:- 
 
Seeks inspection of record of LIG 660 &667 of Dogri Road,Ludhiana.

Relevant Facts emerging during hearing:-  



The representative of the PIO stated that the complainant has been permitted inspection of the record on 25.11.2014 and was handed over the identified information. 

                   The complainant was free to approach the First Appellate Authority (FAA), i.e. Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA but she preferred not to approach the FAA to get her grievance redressed within stipulated period one month. However, she is  given an opportunity to approach the FAA before the 10.01.2015. If she is not satisfied with the decision of FAA, she could approach the State Information Commission again by way of appeal u/s 19 of the RTI Act. 
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Complaint Case No.- 3217/14
Decision:- 



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

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana. 
 





   … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Policle, 

Ludhiana.







 …Respondents

Appeal Case no. 2650/14

Order
Present:
None for the parties.



Both the parties were absent and the case could not be decided in their absence. 



Therefore, the case is deferred to 15.01.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sukhchain Singh 
S/o Shri Ajit Singh, Ward No.1, Sanan 

Mohalla, Fatehgarh Churian,

Tehsil: Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.           
                                     
   …Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Executive Officer, 

M.C.Fatehgarh Churian. 
2. 
First Appellate Authority

 O/o Deputy Director Local Govt.

Amritsar.                                                                                      …Respondents
Appeal Case No.2519 of 2014
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Mukhwinder Singh, Sanitary Inspector, Mr. Parwinder Singh clerk, on 


behalf of the respondent. 


The representative of the PIO stated that the information had been provided to the appellant. The appellant too conceded that he had received the information and was satisfied with the same.  The appellant also submitted in written that the case be closed. 
In the light of these, the case is closed and disposed of. 

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh


          Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Surinder Kumar Pandhi,

Nagar Welfare Society, W.No.8,

Gali Bagh Wali, Fatehgarh Churian,

District: Gurdaspur.                                                                                …Appellant                                                      




            Vs.
1. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council Fatehgarh Churian

District - Gurdaspur.

2. 
First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director Local Govt.

Amritsar.                                                                                      …Respondents
Appeal Case No.2496 of 2014
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. Mukhwinder Singh, Sanitary Inspector, Mr. Parwinder Singh clerk, on 


behalf of the respondent. 


The appellant is absent for the second consecutive hearing, this time without any intimation. 

                     In compliance to the Commission’s directions, the PIO submitted that the requisite information was sent through messenger but the appellant  refused to accept it. The PIO also repeatedly requested the appellant to collect the information but he failed to turn up at the latter’s office suggesting that he was no more keen to obtain the information. Finally, the  PIO sent the same through registered post on 20.12.2014. Also, a copy of the information was submitted to the commission which was taken on record,



Since the information stands supplied, the case be closed and disposed of.  
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhdev Singh,

S/O Sh.Balwant Singh,

Vill: Dariye Ke, PO: Khurd Uttar,

Block Mamdot,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur. 
            



   …Appellant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mamdot, Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority

Additional Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.






             … Respondent.
Appeal Case No.1206 of 2014
Order

Present:
Mr. Sukhdev Singh, appellant in person.



Mr. Harcharan Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, on behalf of the 



respondent. 



The instant ongoing case was transferred to the bench of the undersigned by the Chief Information  Commissioner .



During the last hearing on 10.09.2014, the appellant had conceded that he had received the information  but it was furnished much after the mandated period. The PIO had been directed to file his response to the delayed supply of information. 


The respondent PIO cum Block Development & Panchayat Officer  Mr. Darshan Singh, is directed to be present on the next date of hearing along with the explanation for the delayed supply of information. 
Decision :


In the light of above, the case is adjourned to 06.01.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhminder Singh,

Village and Post Office: Boparai Kalan,

Tehsil: Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana.

                             






…Appellant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Multipurpose Co-operative

Agricultural Society Ltd.,

Boparai Kalan,

Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 
Deputy Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Ludhiana.






   … Respondent.

Appeal Case No. 220 of 2014
Order

Present:
Mr. Sukhminder Singh appellant in person.



Mr. Dharm Desh, ARCS & Mr. Navkesh Singh (Adv)on behalf of the respondent.



This ongoing case was transferred to the undersigned bench and a fresh notice was issued for the parties to appear today.



The RTI application is dated 27.08.2013 wherein the appellant had sought information on three points. On not getting the information, the appellant had approached on 14.10.2013 the first appellate authority i.e. DR cum PIO, Co-operative Societies, Ludhiana . 
            
But the DR Co-operative Societies, Ludhiana stated that he was not FAA, Instead the FAA was the president of the Boparai Kalan Coop Agriculture Service  Society limited. Consequently,  the appellant approached the FAA on 30.12.2013.


 Meanwhile, the representative of the Boparai Kalan Co-Operative Society Agricultural Society informed the appellant that the said society was not a public authority and hence not obliged to furnish any information. Thus, the information related to the query No 1& 2 were not responded to to. 

                   However, Assistant Registrar ,Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana stated that the information related to query No 3 has been provided which was held by the said 
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Appeal Case No. 220 of 2014
public authority.  The appellant pointed out some deficiencies and the respondent assured to make up for the deficiencies before the next date of hearing.

            
Also, the appellant argued that the said society was substantially financed by the government and was a public authority. The appellant is advised to provide proof of substantial financing of the outfit by the government by the next date of hearing so that the issue of the said society being a public authority or not could be resolved.


Also, the  PIO in o/o Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies, Ludhiana is directed to provide the complete information on query No 3 to the  appellant. 
Decision :


The case is adjourned to 20.01.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mangal Singh S/O Sh. Sewa Singh,

# 296, Opposite Union Bank of India,

Near Gurudwara Singh Sabha,

Sahibzada Jujhar Singh Avenue,

Amritsar-143008. 

                  




…Appellant.






Versus
1. 
The Public Information Officer,

 
Office of the Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab,

Division No.2, Queen’s Road,

Amritsar.

2. 
First Appellate Authority, 

 
Office of the Superintending Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation, Punjab,

Opposite Alexander High School,

Amritsar143001.  
 

                  


…Respondent.
Appeal Case  No. 2102 of 2014
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Mr. R.P Singh, Ex Engg.-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 


The appellant is absent without intimation to the Commission for the second consecutive hearing. The PIO stated that the information had been provided to the appellant. 
                
During the last hearing on 10.09.2014, the representative of the PIO had sought time to file a written reply. Today, the PIO submitted that he was unwell and hospitalized at that time and his representative was not well conversant with the facts of the case and had failed to explain its different aspects. The PIO stated that the information had already been provided to the appellant vide letter 2117 dated 24.03.2014. 


The appellant was absent and the case could not be decided in his absence. The appellant is advised to be present on the next date of hearing otherwise the Commission takes a ex-parte decision. 












Contd…2/-

-2-

Appeal Case  No. 2102 of 2014
Decision :
The case is adjourned to 15.01.2015 at 10.00 A.M.
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Sh. Dalip Singh,

S/o Sh. Basant Singh,

H.No.21, Street No.1,

Ranjit Vihar, Loharka Road,

Amritsar.

                             






…Complainant.






Versus

The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Executive Engineer,

Upper Bari Doab Canal Circle,
Madhopur Division,
Gurdaspur. 






        
     …Respondent.
Complaint Case No. 958 of 2014

Order

Present:
Mr. Dalip Singh, complainant in person.


Mr. Pardeep Behal, Junior Engineer, on behalf of the respondent. 



The representative of the PIO stated that the information has been provided but the appellant contested it arguing that it was not complete. The appellant is advise to approach the First Appellate Authority (FAA) i.e. Superintending Engineer, SUDC Circle, Amritsar within next 10 working days.   
Decision:- 


In the light of above, the case close and disposed of. 
Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  
Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Gursharan  Singh Kainth,

Director, Guru Arjan Dev Institute of

Development Studies,

14-Preet Avenue, Majitha Road,

PO: Naushara, Distt. Amritsar.           





…Appellant
Versus
The Public Information Officer,

Office of the Principal,

Sri Dashmesh Senior Secondary Public School,

Kotla Sultan Singh,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,

Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar. 







              …Respondent.
Appeal Case No.1268 of 2014
Order

Present:
Mr. Gursharan Singh, appellant in person.




Mr. Vinod Sharma, Principal-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondent. 



The appeal case was transferred to the undersigned bench and a fresh notice of hearing was issued for today. The representative of the PIO stated that the appellant was seeking information i.e. certain documents which are not available in the record. Ironically, the information related to the period when the appellant himself was heading the respondent public authority and was responsible for keeping of the information and records etc. 

                   The appellant insisted that on inspecting the records of the public authority. Conceding his demand, they would visit in the o/o PIO on 6th of January, 2015 for inspection of record and he would identify the requisite information and the respondent PIO is duty bound to provide the same within three working days.
Decision :


The case will come up for hearing on 15.01.2015 at 10.00 A.M.

Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

H. No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, District : Sangrur. 



… Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Engineer Headquarters,

PWD B & R, Head Office,

Patiala.

2.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

PWD B & R, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

3. 
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary, 

 
PWD B & R, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

4.
 Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary,

PWD B & R, Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.   




 …Respondents

Complaint Case Nos.- 3167, 3168, 3169 and 3170 of 2014

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.



1. Mr.  Nirmal Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO for the respondent no. 1.



2. Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Sr. Assistant, for the respondent no. 2.



3. Mr. Manmohan Singh, Sr. Assistant, for the respondent no. 3.



4. None on behalf of the respondent, for the respondent no. 4.



The above mentioned complaint cases are clubbed together as the information sought under these is similar information from the different public authorities by the same complainant and these have identical background. 
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Complaint Case Nos.- 3167, 3168, 3169 and 3170 of 2014

 

All complaint cases have been disposed of by this bench on 30.09.2014. The details of complaint cases are. CC 3167/14 was disposed of as CC 2314/14, CC 3168/14 was disposed of as CC 2308/14 , CC 3169/14 was disposed of as CC 2309/14 and  CC 3170/14 as CC 2307/14. 



The complainant Mr. P.K. Rattan had requested the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner not to assign these cases to the bench headed by the undersigned. However, the registry ignored his request and decided to assign the cases to the bench of the undersigned. The undersigned issued notice of hearing for today i.e 22.12.2014.
                    The representative of the respondent-PIOs mentioned that these cases ie. CC No 3167/14, CC No 3168/14, CC No 3169/14 and 3170/14 have already been disposed of by this bench on 30.09.2014. Since these complaint cases were already decided, the Commission had no option but to dismiss all these complaints.

               Shockingly the complainant had given an undertaking in all these complaints   (CC Nos 3167,3068,3169 & 3170 of 2014)  that these cases are not under consideration or considered by the Commission earlier or are pending in the Commission.  The documents annexed with these complaints, including the photocopies of the postal orders only prove that these compliant cases have already been disposed off.

             Evidently, the complainant had given a false undertaking/ affidavit before the Commission which attract penal provisions. The request of the complainant for not assigning these cases to the undersigned bench was just to hoodwink the Commission so that the cases are listed and assigned to some other bench.  The complainant was aware that he had filed the complaints earlier too which had been disposed of.  The complainant had every right to approach the Punjab and Haryana High Court against the decision of the Commission but approaching the Commission again and concealing the fact the complaints had already been disposed of amounted to committing fraud on the Commission. 
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Complaint Case Nos.- 3167, 3168, 3169 and 3170 of 2014

          The Commission takes a serious note of this and is constrained to refer this case of apparent fraud on the Commission to the SSP, Sangrur, the district to which the complainant belonged to and take appropriate action including registration of a criminal case if warranted under the appropriate provisions of the law of the land. 

 

With  these directions, the above mentioned complaint cases are dismissed.  



Announced in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.


      

  (Surinder Awasthi)
  

Dated: 22.12.2014    

   

    State Information Commissioner 

Cc: 

1. 

Deputy Registrar 



O/o SICP



(For necessary action)
2.

Senior Superintendent of Police, 




Sangrur. 

