STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pargat Singh (94782-80997)

S/o Sh. Harnek Singh

Village Bhedpuri, P.O. Kulara,

Tehsil Samana, Dist. Patiala






Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab

Jeevendeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh,



Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 2421/2015

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Sh. Ankur Garg, Inspector, O/o Food & Civil Supplies, Nabha – for Respondents.
Order


This be read in continuation of my order dated 26.11.2015 wherein the respondents stated that the information has been provided to the appellant.  The matter was adjourned for the confirmation of the appellant.  Nothing has been heard from him.  Obviously he is satisfied with the outcome of his application.  Appeal is filed.











Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ajaib Singh

S/o Sh. Bhinder Singhn

Village Bishanpura, P.O. Gajewas,

Tehsil Samana, Dist. Patiala






Appellant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Food & Civil Supplies and 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building, Sector -17, Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller (DFSC)

Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh




Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 2480/2015

Present:
Sh. Ajaib Singh, Appellant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondents.
Order



The Respondent is absent.  In my previous order dated 26.11.2015 PIO O/o Director of Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh, was asked to provide the information to the appellant within ten working days with reference to Point No. 2 of his application.  No intimation has been received about the compliance of directions of the Commission.  The PIO in the office of the Director, Food & Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh is, once again,  directed to provide the information to the appellant and also file a written statement for the non-compliance of order dated 26.11.2015.


To come up on 03.02.2016 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Arun Garg

S/o Sh. Sham Lal Garg, 

House No.40-41, Central Town,

Village Dad, Post Office, Lalton Kalan,

Distt. Ludhiana








Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Medical Officer,

Incharge, Civil Hospital, 

Ludhiana
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Surgeon,

Incharge, Civil Hospital, 

Ludhiana                                                                                                  

 Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO. 1811/2015

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.



Dr. Rimple Garg, APIO, Civil Hospital, Ludhiana – for Respondents.

Order



This be read in continuation of my orders dated 05.10.2015 and 26.11.2015 which are re-produced hereunder :-

“Sh. Arun Garg has requested through e.mail  for adjournment.  He denies the receipt of information on Point No. 2.  As desired by the Commission an attested copy of the letter mentioned at Point No. 3 has also not been given to him.   The PIO Dr Pradeep Sharma, who is present states that the information have already been submitted to the appellant and the case be closed.  The appellant is pursuing the matter only to harass the public authority for the reason that his appeal in seeking the information about the poisoning cases in district of Ludhiana was dismissed on the grounds of being in the nature of medico legal, fiduciary relationships besides leading to invasion of the privacy of the individuals.  Miffed by the same he is trying to keep the issue alive by seeking information on inconsequential matter with the intention of harassing the department.
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APPEAL CASE NO. 1811/2015
Be that as it is,  in the written submission made by the PIO before the Commission it has been stated that the photo copy of the letter No. RTI/151/14 is being sent to the appellant.  Similarly it has again been stated in para 4 that the status report is being sent to the appellant.  It suggests that the application has not been satisfied and the compliance of the orders of the Commission has not been made.


To come up on 26.11.2015 at 11.00 AM.”

“The appellant as well as PIO is absent.  The PIO is also absent.  His proxy Sh. Victor is not aware of the facts of the case.  Through a communication dated 14.11.2015, the appellant denies the receipt of the information as directed by the bench on 05.10.2015.


To come up on 31.12.2015 at 11.00 AM.”








Dr. Rimple Garg, APIO has submitted that the copies of the documents sought have been sent to him.  The matter was adjourned for the confirmation from the appellant.  He is absent nor any communication has been received from him.  

 

Dr. Rimple Garg, on the other hand, comes present in person and reiterate that the copies of the letters vide which the information had been sent to the appellant had again been dispatched.  Nothing sustains in the issue which accordingly is disposed.











Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Makhan Singh  (99151-69047)

S/o Sh. Jagir Singh

Village Bika, P.O. Khan Khana,

District S.B.S. Nagar – 144514





Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt of Punjab,

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,

Punjab Civil Secretariat-1, Chandigarh




Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2525 /2015

Present:
Sh. Makhan Singh  (99151-69047), Appellant in person.



2. Ms. Parveen, Sr. Assistant, Home 3 Br., Pb. Civil Sectt. – for Respondents.
ORDER



Vide my previous order dated 26.11.2015 I had observed that the appellant shall produce a copy of the document with regard to which he is seeking the information about the action taken thereon.  The appellant  has brought along photo stat copies of the memos addressed from the President’s Secretariat and an information received through RTI from the office of the Hon’ ble Supreme Court of India, which have been handed over to the Respondent.  She assures that she will look into it and revert to the appellant.

  

To come up on 03.02.2016 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Shyam Singh, Advocate (81980-00590)

183/9, Jaimal Colony, Near Dulladi Gate,

Nabha, District Patiala







Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Market Committee,

Grain market, Malerkotla Road,

Nabha, Dist. Patiala

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary, Market Committee,

Grain market, Malerkotla Road,

Nabha, Dist. Patiala







Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2541 /2015

Present:
Sh. Shyam Singh, Advocate (81980-00590), Appellant in person.



Sh. Paramjit Singh, Secretary, Market Committee, Nabha – for 





Respondents.
ORDER           

         

This be read in continuation of my previous order dated 26.11.2015 which is re-produced hereunder :-


“This may be read in continuation of my order dated 06.10.2015.  Sh. Shyam Singh, appellant states that information with regard to Point Nos. 2, 3, 6 and 7 has been received by him and he is satisfied on that score.  As far as Point Nos. 8, 9, 12, 13 and 14 are concerned, partial information relating to them has been supplied. 

The respondent submits that details of the budget relating to Point No. 1 shall be handed over to the appellant within ten working days from today.  The information concerning Point Nos. 8, 9, 12, 13 and 14, according to the respondent, relate to the headquarter.  He was required to forward this application to the headquarter under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act which has not been done by him.  Obviously  it is a serious lapse.  He is directed to arrange to procure the information immediately and inform the appellant without further delay.  The Respondent shall intimate in writing a date fixed for inspection of record to the appellant so that the same can be clinched without further delay.


The appellant also apprehends physical harm during the course of inspection.  It shall be the responsibility of the respondent to ensure safety of the appellant on visit to his office.  Any undesirable treatment of the appellant during the course of inspection shall invite serious view of the Commission.



To come up on 31.12.2015 at 11.00 AM.” 
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APPEAL CASE NO.2541 /2015


Adv. Shyam Singh, Appellant has informed the Commission that he has already inspected the record and is satisfied with the compliance thus made by the respondent.  No more action is required.  The appeal is disposed.









Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar (94176-05360),

S/o late Sh. Jasmer Singh,

H. No.360-A, Vill. Maloya, 

Chandigarh.
(UT)







Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, Industries & Commerce, Pb.,

Udyog Bhawan,Sector – 17, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Industries & Commerce, Pb.,

Udyog Bhawan,Sector – 17,

Chandigarh.








Respondents

APPEAL CASE NOs.2163 AND 2164 OF 2015

Present :
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar (94176-05360), Appellant in person.


1. Sh. Gurmit Singh, PIO – cum – Deputy Director (Admn.),



2. Smt. Parminder Kaur, Sr. Assistant– for Respondents.

ORDER


Since the appeals and the respondents are similar, single order shall dispose of both the appeals simultaneously.



The PIO is present.  He says that all the documents available with the office have been supplied to the appellant whereas the appellant says that a noting dated 28.05.2013 relating to his transfer has not been given to him.  The PIO states that the appellant can inspect the entire record relating to the issue in hand and can procure the certified copy of the documents he needs.  The respondent shall convey him the convenient date and time within ten working days and provide him the certified copy of the document he points out.  With this observations the matter is disposed.











Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Yashvir Mahajan)
31.12.2015





State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Shyam Singh, Advocate (81980-00590)

House No. 183/9, Jaimal Colony,

Near Dulladi Gate, Nabha

Dist. Patiala









Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Bar Association,

Nabha Court Complex,

Nabha, Dist. Patiala

First Appellate Authority

O/o President, Bar Association,

Nabha Court Complex,

Nabha, Dist. Patiala

    




                     Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.2542/2015
Present:
Sh. Shyam Singh, (81980-00590) Appellant in person.



Sh. Harjinder Singh, Secretary, Bar Association, Nabha – for Respondents.
ORDER



The appellant says that the issue has been resolved inter-se between him and the Bar Association.  He further states that he withdraws his appeal.  Disposed.









Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Nazar Singh,

S/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Vill. Gobindgarh, P.O. Juginana, Distt. Ludhiana









                              Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

State Information Commission, Pb.

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

State Information Commission, Pb.

Chandigarh







              Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.3635/2015

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


1.  Sh. K.L.Jhamb, PS/PSIC and



2.  Sh. Romesh Kumar,  S.O. – cum- APIO, PSIC – for Respondents.
.

.Order


The appellant is absent.  The Respondents say that the information was denied to him earlier on account of the consent having not been received from the third party.   However, during the course of the proceedings it emerged that the third party concerned has sent his no objection.  Thus being the case the Respondents are advised to send the information to him as sought by the appellant within 10 working days from today.  Disposed.









Sd/-



31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Lachhman Dass (98552-17578)

S/o Sh. Bhagwan Dass,

Gali Parjapat Balmik Colony, Ward No.9,

Jaito Distt. Faridkot.









                              Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot.







              Respondents

APPEAL CASE NO.3678/2015

Present:
Sh. Madan Lal on behalf of the Appellant.


1.  Sh. Gurtej Singh, Jr. Assistant, O/o DC, Faridkot,



2.  Sh. Vishav Bandhu, Court Clerk, NAC, Jaito, and



3. Sh. Gurpiara Singh, Clerk, PRTC, Faridkot – for Respondents.
.

.
Order


The appellant has sought information on six scores.  He admits that the information with reference to Point 1 to 4 has been given to him.  However, he is seeking information against Point 5 which relates to nomination papers filed by one Sh. Hari Krishan for the elections of a Municipal Councilor for Ward No. 9.



The Respondent has not been able to establish that this information is exempt from disclosure under the provisions of the RTI Act.  They contend that the information is lying in their strong room under a sealed cover which can only be opened on the orders of the Court.  He also admits that no litigation is going on.  Even the tenure of the NAC for which these nominations were filed, has since expired.  The Respondents are directed to provide the information within 15 working days from today under intimation to the Commission.   Disposed. 









Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Tele No. 0172-4630061, FAX No. 0172-4630888,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pardeep Kumar (99156-78806),

S/o Sh. Tilak Raj,

169/563, Golden Avenue, Amritsar.









                             Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary  to Govt. Punjab,

Room No.414, 4th Floor, Punjab Civil Sectt. –II,

Sector-9, Chandigarh





                         Respondents

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2687/2015

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Ravi Syal, Superintendent – cum – PIO, O/o Treasurer Charitable & 



Endowments, Punjab – for Respondents.
Order


The complainant has sent a communication in writing acknowledging the receipt of information.  However, he has asked to penalize the concerned PIO for inordinate delay in supplying the information.  The respondent states that his application for information has been delayed on account of the ignorance of some officials in the Departments of Home and Local Government and this is a very old Act and is rarely put to exercise by the government.  There does not seem any willful default on the part of the Respondent.  They regret the delay.  The respondents are cautioned to be watchful in future.  Disposed.









Sd/-
31.12.2015






  (Yashvir Mahajan)








State Information Commissioner
