STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardial Singh,

Gali No.14, Ward No.5,

#534, Basti Gobind, Moga.




      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Tehsildar, Anmritsar-1.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2580  of 2010

Present:-
Shri Hardial Singh complainant in person.



None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Briefly, the facts of this case are that the present complainant vide a letter dated 19.6.20-10 sought information from PIO/Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 on four issues. Since he did not receive the same within the stipulated period of 30 days, he preferred a complaint under Section18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 before the State Information Commission.  The case was listed before the then State Information Commissioner-Mrs. Ravi Singh.  It transpires from the proceedings of the case that on 22.9.2010 Shri Sandeep Rishi, PIO-cum-SDM, Amritsar-1 alongwith APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Amritsar-Ms. Vinay Sharma appeared before the State Information Commission.  The information pertaining to Sr. No.2 of the RTI request dated 19.6.2010 was provided.  It further transpires from the orders of SIC that Ms. Vinay Sharma assured the Commission that the remaining information pertaining to queries at Sr. No. 1, 3  and 4 of the RTI request of the complainant will be provided within a week’s time.  With this undertaking, the case was closed and disposed of.  However, as deficiencies in information were not removed, the complainant again moved the SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh and a fresh notice was issued.  The case came up for hearing on number of occasions including on 31.10.2011, 16.11.2011, 20.12.2011, 17.1.2012 and 14.3.2012 and inspite of show cause notice under Section 20 of the Act ibid issued to Shri Manjit Singh Narang, SDM-cum-PIO, Amritsar-1 and imposition of a compensation of Rs.3000/- to the complainant, the information has still not been supplied.  In fact, none has appeared on behalf of the respondent since 31.10.2011.
2.

On the last date of hearing on 14.3.2012, an opportunity was given to 
Shri Sandeep Rishi the then PIO-cum-SDM, Amritsar-1 and also to Shri Manjit Singh Narang, the present PIO-SDM, Amritsar-1 to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed for non-furnishing of the information within 30 days of RTI request and even after a commitment had been given before the then Ld. State Information Commissioner-Mrs. Ravi Singh that the information will be supplied. Despite a number of opportunities afforded to the two PIOs, no explanation has come forward from them for the delay, which in fact amounts to denial of information.  As a last opportunity to Shri Sandeep Rishi, the then PIO-cum-SDM, Amritsar-1 and Shri Manjit Singh Narang, the present, PIO-cum-SDM, Amritsar-1, the case is adjourned to 18.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.  They may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on that date.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab, Chandigarh for service of this order on both these officers.
3.

The information sought by the present complainant pertains to revenue record of the office of Tehsildar Office of Amritsar. The record has not been furnished by Ms. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 inspite of a commitment given by her before the State Information Commissioner on 22.9.2010 more than one year. 
4.

I, therefore, consider it a fit case to issue bailable warrant against Ms. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 in exercise of powers conferred on me under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with all relevant provisions of the Civil Procedure Code, to produce the relevant record pertaining to the queries of the information-seeker before me on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for 18.6.2012.   A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Commissioner of Police, Amritsar for service of this order on Ms. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar, Amritsar-1.








 ( R.I. Singh)

April 26, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
             






       


    Punjab
CC
The Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh for service of this order on Shri Manjit Singh Narang, PCS and Shri Sandeep Rishi, PCS.
The Commissioner of Police, Amritsar for service of bailable warrants for appears 9of Ms. Vinay Sharma, Tehsildar, Amritsar-1.
BAILABLE WARRANT OF PRODUCTION
BEFORE SHRI R.I. SINGH, CHIEF INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB AT CHANDIGARH.
In case  
Shri Hardial Singh  

vs.
Public Information Commissioner o/o the Tehsildar, Amritsar-1.
Complaint No. 2580/2010
UNDER SECTION 18 (3) OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.
NEXT DATE OF HEARING  18.06.2012.
To



The Commissioner of Police,



Amritsar



Whereas Ms. Vinay Sharma, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Amritsar-1has failed to appear and furnish the record before the State Information Commissioner despite the issuance of notice/summon in the above mentioned complaint case.  Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on  Ms,.Vinay Sharma, to appear before the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 18.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M. and produce the original record pertaining to the information by Shri Hardial Singh under the Right to Information Act, 2005.


Dated, this  26th day of June, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab,

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

General Secretary, 

National Consumer Awareness Group,

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati, 

Industrial Area-B,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana-3.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.



    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 3797 of 2010

Present:-
Shri Balbir Aggarwal appellant in person

None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO, who had on earlier dates of hearings submitted that  CWP No.2112/2012 has been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court challenging the orders of this Commission regarding imposition of penalty.  The respondent has also not intimated the outcome of 
CWP No.2112/2012 before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.

2.

The respondent is, therefore, directed to place on record, the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in the Civil Writ petition mentioned above.

3.

The case is adjourned to 29.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








 ( R.I. Singh)

April 26, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
             






       


    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagroop Singh

s/o Shri Ganpat Ram, VPO Dholbaha,

District Hoshiarpur-144206.




      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

17-Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 316 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagroop Singh appellant in person.



Shri Naresh Kumar, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing, the respondent furnished a copy of the inquiry report sought by the complainant. However, the appellant requested that he may be conveyed action taken on the basis of the inquiry report.  Today, the respondent  has furnished the information pertaining to action taken on the inquiry report.  Hence, the appeal case is closed.








 ( R.I. Singh)

April 26, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
             






       


    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulzar Singh s/o 
Shri Santa Singh, 

VPO Bhai Rupa (Main Bazar)

District Bathinda.






      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar Rampura Phool,

District Bhatinda.




  
   
 -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2033   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


Shri Arvind Kumar, Tehsildar, Rampura Phool.

ORDER



The respondent has submitted a written reply vide No.315-17 dated 25.4.2012 in response to the show cause notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 issued to him on 20.3.2012.  The respondent has submitted that there was no denial of the information to the complainant who, in fact, was furnished information on all the seven points vide letter No.249 dated 11.11.2011, a copy of which  has been placed on record.  It appears from the copy of the letter that the information-seeker-Shri Gulzar Singh has given a receipt in acknowledgement of the information.  The respondent, therefore, pleaded that notice under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 may be withdrawn as the complainant was furnished the complete information.
2.

The respondent has further submitted  that the information-seeker is pressing for registration of a case alleging that a sale transaction was erroneously registered in respect of Vasika No.5074 dated 19.3.2008.  The plea of the respondent is that this does not come within the purview of the Act ibid and the complainant is free to move the appropriate administrative or judicial authority for any criminal action depending upon the facts and merits of the alleged allegation. So far as the Act ibid is concerned, the information has been supplied and therefore, no cause of action is left in the present complaint.
3.

I have heard the respondent.  The complainant is absent without intimation.  He was also absent on the last date of hearing on 20.3.2012 as also on the earlier date of hearing on 17.11.2011 before the then State Information Commissioner-Mrs. Ravi Singh

4.

Considering the facts and circumstances of the case, I am satisfied with the explanation given by the respondent.  It is obvious from the letter dated 11.11.2011 written by the respondent to the complainant that information was furnished as per the queries of the complainant.  Therefore, I close the complaint case.








 ( R.I. Singh)

April 26, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
             






       


    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Post Box No.731,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana.





      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Municipal Corporation,

Zone-A, Ludhiana.






    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2260 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Balbir Aggarwal complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



None has appeared on behalf of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  It appears that even on the last date of hearing i.e. 28.2.2012, none had appeared on behalf of the respondent and consequently the case was adjourned.  As a last opportunity to the respondent-PIO, the case is adjourned to 29.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








 ( R.I. Singh)

April 26, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
             






       


    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. K.S. Gill, 10, Rose Avenue,

Backside Officers Colony, Ferozepur City-152002.

-------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

Chandigarh. 







    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 308 of 2012

Present:-
Shri K.S. Gill complainant in person.


Ms. Krishna Kanta Mankotia, PIO on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



The respondent is allowed one adjournment to file point-wise reply on the issues raised by the information-seeker in his RTI request dated 22.11.2011.

2.

To come up on 28.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








 ( R.I. Singh)

April 26, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
             






       


    Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, 1778,

Sector 14, Hisar.






……………..Appellant.

Vs

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o Guru Ram Dass Charitable Hospital Trust,

Mehta Road, Valla, Amritsar.

FAA- Guru Ram Dass Charitable Hospital Trust,

Mehta Road, Valla, Amritsar.


 

……………....Respondents

AC- 1031 of 2011

Present:-
Shri S.M. Bhanot on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Sarabjit Singh o/o the Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab, Chandigarh alongwith Shri Ashok Sharma Nabhewala, Advocate for the respondent.

ORDER



I have heard the arguments and the judgment is reserved for pronouncement.  In the meantime, the respondent trust shall clarify in writing the amount of grant, if any, received by the Trust from Shiromani Gurudwara Parbhandhak Committee (SGPC) with reference to para 21 of Trust Deed (Rules and Regulations of Shri Guru Ram Dass Charitable Trust, Amritsar).  The reply of the respondent giving year-wise financial assistance/funds received from Shiromani Gurudwara Parbhandhak Committee, from the date of its inception to date, shall be submitted within 10 days with a copy to the appellant.







( R.I. Singh)

April 26, 2012.






Chief Information Commissioner
             






       


    Punjab
