STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com 
Shiv Kumar C/o Jaipur Naurattan House, 

S/o  Sh. Ram Kumar,

Booth no. 217, Sector-35D,

Chandigarh
  





         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Small Industries &

Export Corporation Ltd.,

M.D.-18, Himalaya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan,Sector-17A,

Chandigarh.
 





        … Respondent

CC- 775/2012

ORDER
Present: 
None for the  complainant.
Mr. Amrik Singh, APIO with Mr. Krishan Kumar, S.O. and Mr. Chaman Lal, Sr. Assistant for the respondent.




----

RTI  application

: 24,01,2012  (reminder  on 28.02.2012)
PIO  replied


:  Nil.

SIC



:   20.03.2012.

Information sought:



The complainant seeks information regarding 232 selected candidates who were to be allotted industrial plots measuring 500 sq mts in the Industrial Growth  Centre, Mohali.


He seeks information on 07 points which included names, parentage, date of birth, educational qualifications, business particulars etc.

Relevant facts emerging 
during hearing:



The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission.



The respondent submits a letter  No.PSIEC/RTI/1285, dated 7.5.2012 stating therein that the requisite information had already been sent to the applicant vide letter dated 20.4.2012.  However, a copy of the same was brought by the respondent to supply  it again to the applicant in the court today.


As the complainant is absent, the respondent is directed to  send this information  through registered post within 03 days to the  complainant.  The respondent  promises to do so.
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Decision:



Since the information  stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.


Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com 
Varinder Kumar,

S/o Sh. Krishan Kumar,

Shiv Shankar Electronics,

Near Tahli Wala Chowk,

Rajpura Town, Distt- Patiala.                


         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Rajpura, Distt- Patiala.


        … Respondent

CC- 777/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Varinder Kumar, complainant, in person.


Mr. Rajesh Gupta, Supdtt-APIO, for the respondent.






-----

RTI  application

: 07.12.2011.
PIO  replied


:  Nil.

SIC



:   22.03.2012.

Information sought:



Seeks  information reg. house number  E-1/2,  E-1/3,  2674 and 2675  and attested copy of map of some  shops constructed near Durga Mandir  approved  by the  Nagar Council  and  attested copy of house tax  and licence fee  paid etc. The information sought is on 04 points.
Relevant facts emerging 

during hearing:



The complainant says that  no information  has been supplied to him till today.  The respondent - E.O., Nagar Council  wrote to him vide letter dated 4.01.2012 to deposit Rs.32/- as requisite fee for procuring the information which the complainant  deposited on 09.01.2012.


Subsequently, the respondent turned down the request on the ground that  the information was related to the third party and its disclosure would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of individual.



The respondent  states that  the enclosures purported to have been attached with the notice of hearing sent  on 23.04.2012 were not received along with it and requested  for the supply of relevant  enclosures. 
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He further states that for want of the same, the information could not be  furnished.


A perusal of the case file makes it crystal clear that the respondent had not followed Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005 in relation to the third party information which makes it mandatory on the PIO “within five days from the receipt of the request to give written notice to such third party of the request and of the fact that the PIO intends to disclose the information on record, or part thereof, and invite the third party to make a submission in writing or orally regarding whether information should be disclosed and such submission of the third party shall be kept in view while taking a decision on disclosure of information.


The information sought by the complainant is by no stretch of imagination can be described as personal disclosure of which would amount to unwarranted  invasion into privacy.  Hence, this argument to deny the information  amounts to willful denial of information.  Already, the requisite information is in public domain and the respondent would deny it on his own risk.


A  set of  enclosed documents with the notice of hearing  is given to the  respondent.  At this, the respondent promises to give the  information as available  on record to the complainant within a week.


The complainant is advised to peruse the information  when supplied to him and point out deficiencies, if any, to the respondent who will make up the same before the next date of hearing.

Decision:


       The case is adjourned to 16.05.2012 (Wednesday) at 10.30 A.M.



Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

www.infocommpunjab.com 
Nachattar Singh, Sewadar Swarag Dham,

Village- Bhadalkhuha,

Tehsil- Amloh,

Distt- Fatehgarh Sahib. 



         …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Fatehgarh Sahib. 





        … Respondent

CC- 779/2012

ORDER
Present:  
Mr. Nachhattar Singh, complainant, in person.


None  for the respondent.






----

RTI  application

: 04.01.2012. 

PIO  replied


:  Nil.

SIC



:   22.03.2012.

Information sought:



The complainant  has sought details of grants sanctioned to village Bhaddalpur in block Amloh  by different agencies, their objective, expenditure incurred on the development.  Projects, resolution under which the expenditure was authorized between  August 1,2008 to December 31, 2011.
Relevant facts emerging 

during hearing:



The complainant says that there was no response to his RTI application.


None has appeared on behalf of the respondent-PIO  despite  adequate  notice of hearing  issued to him on 23.04.2012.  The Commission takes a very serious  notice of  it.


The case is adjourned. The respondent-PIO is given another  opportunity to  supply the demanded information to the complainant as per his RTI application dated  04.01.2012 before the next date of hearing under intimation to the Commission. Failing  to do so, the PIO  will attract  penal action under the provisions of Right to Information Act, 2005.  The PIO is hereby directed  to be personally present  at the next date of hearing with a copy of the  information furnished to the complainant. 
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Decision:



The case is adjourned to 21.05.2012 ( Monday) at 10.30 A.M.





Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raj Kumar,

S/o Sh. Charanji Lal,

R/o Mod Nabha,

Tehsil- Tappa Mandi,

Distt- Barnala. 
 




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

 Sangrur. 






        … Respondent

CC- 786/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Raj Kumar, complainant, in person.


Mr. Rajesh Kumar, Clerk, for the respondent.
-----
RTI  application filed on
: 02.12.2011. 

PIO  replied


:  Nil.

Complaint with the

:  22.03.2012.

State Information 

Commission.



Information sought:



The applicant had sought  details of land acquired for development of Captain Karam Singh Nagar by the Improvement Trust, Sangrur.

Relevant facts emerging 

during hearing:



The complainant says that there was no response to his RTI application.


When approached the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur,  the PIO of Nagar Council was directed on 15.02.2012 to provide the requisite information.  However, these directions too were ignored forcing the complainant to knock at the  door of State Information Commission.


Today, the respondent supplied  information on 03 points to the complainant  during the hearing to his satisfaction.  However, information regarding point No.4 and 5 is still awaited.  The respondent  promises that the remaining information will be  furnished within 10 days.  


The complainant, Mr. Raj Kumar,  has also given in writing that the information supplied to him with regard to  point No.1 to 3 is satisfactory. 
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Decision:



The case is adjourned to 24.05.2012 ( Thursday) at 10.30 A.M.





Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurbax Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Narinder Singh,

R/o 80, Premier Complex,

Village- Nichi Magli, 

PO- Ramgarh,

Distt- Ludhiana, Pb.  




         …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer, 

Patiala.

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o State Transport Commission Pb., 

Sector-17, Chandigarh.  



        … Respondents

AC- 429/2012

ORDER
Present: 
Mr. Gurbax Singh, appellant, in person.


Mr. Karanbir Singh, ADTO-APIO, Patiala, for the respondents.
-----  
RTI  application filed on
: 15.11.2010. 

First Appeal filed

: 06.12.2011.

First Appellate Authority
:  16.12.2011.
Order

Second Appeal  

:  20.03.2012.

received on.

Information sought :

  



The appellant seeks information reg. Tourist permits issued to buses, three wheelers and taxis in district Patiala from 2007 onwards.
Order of  the  FAA :



FAA-Additional State  Transport Commissioner directed PIO-cum-DTO on 16.12.2011 to supply the requisite information to the appellant.

Grounds for the Second Appeal:



Neither the PIO nor the First Appellate Authority (FAA) supplied the requisite information.  Even the PIO flouted the directions of the FAA.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:
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The PIO-respondent wrote to the applicant on 9.1.2012 to deposit the fee @ Rs.2/- per page to obtain the information. Again, on 3.5.2012, the applicant was asked to deposit fee @ Rs.2/- per page.  Surprisingly, total number of  pages of the information to be supplied was not made known to the appellant in both the letters  to enable him to deposit the total amount for the purpose.


The respondent seeks  about 20 days’ time to provide  part of the  demanded information. For remaining information, he will transfer the RTI application under Section 6(3)  to the RTA, Patiala  immediately to furnish the requisite information to the appellant  relating to his office direct.


The respondent is made  clear  that  failing to do so  will attract penal  action under the relevant provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.
Decision:



The case is adjourned to  01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10.30 A.M.



Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com 
 Manmeet Singh,

 # 100, Gali No-18,

Guru Nanak Nagar, 

Near Gurbax Colony Patiala, Pb. 



         …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Government Pb.

SCO 131-132, Sector-17C, 

Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Government,  Pb.

SCO 131-132, Sector-17C, 

Chandigarh.  




        … Respondents

AC- 430/2012

ORDER 
Present: 
None for the appellant.


Mr. Sanjiv Kumar, Sr. Assistant, for the respondents.






-----

RTI  application filed on
: 21.12.2011. 

PIO  replied


:  Nil.

First Appeal filed

: 31.01.2012.
First Appellate Authority
:  Nil.

Order

Second Appeal  

:  20.03.2012.

received on.

Information sought :

  



The  appellant seeks detailed layout plan of Old Kabaddi Market, Patiala as proposed by the Improvement Trust and subsequently approved by Local government, Punjab.

PIO’s reply:


PIO did not reply to the RTI application.

Grounds for First Appeal:


No information was supplied by the PIO-respondent.
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Order of  the  FAA :


No order was passed by the  FAA.
Grounds for the Second Appeal:


No information has been supplied so far by the PIO or by First Appellate Authority (FAA) and his intervention proved futile.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:



Representative of the respondent-PIO   submits  a letter dated 7.5.2012  which explains that this  appeal case  relates to the PIO  office of Local 
Government
Department, Punjab Government and not to  PIO o/o Director Local Government, Punjab.  Therefore, PIO o/o Director Local Government may be deleted as  respondent party  in this case.


Therefore,  a fresh notice of hearing for 31.05.2012 be issued to the  PIO o/o Principal Secretary, Local Govt., Punjab as well as the First Appellate Authority. A copy of the RTI application dated 21.12.2011 as also  copy of this order be annexed with the notice of hearing. The heading of notice of hearing already issued be corrected  accordingly.


Decision:



Fresh notice of hearing  be issued  for  31.05.2012 (Thursday) at 10.30 AM as ordered above.


Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012.


               State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Bahadur Singh, Panch,
S/o Gurcharan Singh, 

Village- Jhambala

Tehsil- Amloh,

Distt- Fatehgarh Sahib. 




         …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development & Pancharyat Officer  

Fatehgarh Sahib.  




        … Respondents

AC- 439/2012

ORDER

Present: 
Mr. Bahadur Singh, appellant, in person.


Mr. Balwinder Singh, Panchayat Secy., for the respondents.






-----

RTI  application filed on
: 27.09.2011. 

First Appeal filed

: 09.02.2012.

First Appellate Authority
:  16.12.2011.

Order

Second Appeal  

:  21.03.2012.

received on.

Information sought :

  



The appellant seeks information reg.  the lining of streets and sewerage  line etc. in village Jhambala,  Tehsil Amloh.  On the intervention of  FAA through his letter dated  12.12.2011, the village Sarpanch furnished some information which was vague and not what  he has asked for.
Grounds for the Second Appeal:



No response from the PIO or First Appellate Authority (FAA)  was received though  the village Sarpanch had furnished some information.


Again, the appellant appealed to the BDPO, Fatehgarh Sahib  against non-supply of the requisite information.



No more information has been furnished so far.
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Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:



The  respondent supplied substantial information to the appellant today in the court in addition to the information already supplied.


The appellant  is advised  to go through the  information and point out deficiencies, if any, in the  given information direct to the respondent who will make up the  same before the next date of hearing.

Decision:



The case is adjourned to  21.05.2012 ( Monday) at 10.30 A.M.



Announced  in the open court.



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gobinder Singh,

S/o Harnam Singh,

R/o V&PO- Takhra, 

Tehsil- Samrala, 

Distt- Ludhiana, Pb.  




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The General Manager, 

Punjab Roadways Depot,

Jagroan, 

Distt- Ludhiana, Pb.   




        … Respondent

CC- 744/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
07.12.2011
PIO replied 




: 
No reply has been filed 
Second Appeal received on

:
21.03.2012
Information Sought: 

The information seeker information regd. A complain which he had filed against Sh. Preetam  Singh TG-1 head mechanic on Nov23/2011 to GM Jagraon. He seeks information on five points regarding his complaint. 
PIO’s Reply: 
No reply has been filed
Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information not provided by the PIO.
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: 
None 
Respondent: 
Tarlochan Singh, Supdt. 


The Complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. The Respondent of the said department has not received the original RTI application. However, he received the copy of RTI application alongwith notice of the Commission. He promises to the Commission to send the information to the appellant, next fifteen days. 


The Respondent has been directed to send the information to the complainant by registered post. The complainant shall also inform the Commission if the information, when received, is to his satisfaction.

 








Contd…2/-
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Decision:
 
The case is adjourned to 24.05.2012 (Thursday) at 10:30 A.M.

Announced in the open court.

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kuldeep Kumar Kaura,

# 5C, Phase-I, Urban State,

Focal Point, 

Ludhiana-141010, Pb. 




         …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Engineer, 

Panchayati Raj, 

Zila Parishad Complex, 

Ludhiana, PB.    





        … Respondent

CC- 764/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
25.10.2011
PIO replied 

: 
23.11.2011, 02.12.2011,           




03.05.2012 
Complaint received in SIC 

:
20.03.2012
Information Sought:

The complainant is seeking information on a kothi constructed by JE Gurcharan Singh at Jaraon which includes;
Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information provided is unsatisfactory 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: None 
Respondent: Mr. Bant Singh, Executive Engineer and Mr. Balwant Singh,  



Sr. Asstt. 

 
The Respondent submitted a letter, no. 1352 dated 03.05.2012, stating that concerned officer had not taken any permission from the Government regarding construction of said house. This letter already endorsed to the complainant. Today the complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 



The complainant is offered a last opportunity, to explain his stance regarding the information provided by the Respondent-PIO, before the next date of hearing or at the time of hearing. 

 








Contd…2/-
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Decision:



The case is adjourned to 21.05.2012 (Monday) at 10:30 A.M.


Announced in the open court.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sukhminder Singh,

Sh. Bant Singh, 

R/o # 136, Gali no-1,

Ward no-10, 

Guru Angad Dev Nagar,

Amloh Road, Khanna





         

Tehsil- Khanna,

Distt- Ludhiana. 





        …Complainant,

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distict Town Planner,

Mini Secretariat 

Ludhiana. 
    





        … Respondent

CC- 772/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
23.01.2012
PIO replied 




: 
28.02.2012
Complainant received in 

the Commission



:
20.03.2012
Information Sought:
The complainant seeks  information regarding a factory in ward no 1, Mohalla Guru Angad Dev  Amloh Road, Khanna
Whether  the factory is in industrial./commercial or residential area, is it a part of the town planning, whether it is set up according to rules etc. on four points.
The PIO sough location plan from the complainant vidte its letter datd Feb 13 and the complainant supplied the same on Feb 27.
PIO’s Reply: 
Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information provided is unsatisfactory 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: None
Respondent: Mr. Amrinder Singh, ATP


The complainant is absent without intimation to the Commission. 










Contd…2/-
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The Respondent provided the requisite information point-wise. However, the complainant is given another opportunity to point-out deficiencies if any before the next date of hearing.   

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 21.05.2012 (Monday) at 10:30 A.M.

Announced in the open court.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mohmad Sadik,

S/o Prem Khan,

R/o Chardh Majra,

PO- Teera, 

Distt- Mohali, Pb. 





         …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mohali, Pb. 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayat Officer, 

SAS Nagar, Pb. 




        … Respondents

AC- 437/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


:
28.02.2011
PIO replied 




: 
NIL

FAA replied
:
29.04.2011 & subsequent 








reminder too.
Information Sought:

Action taken on his representation dated 20.08.2010.

PIO’s Reply: 
NIL 
Grounds for the First Appeal:
No information from PIO.
Order of the FAA: 
21.03.2012

Grounds for the Second Appeal:
No information from FFA.

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Mohmad Sadik 
Respondent: Gurmukh Singh, BDPO Majri


 The original  RTI  application dated 28-1-2011 was addressed to the Deputy Commissioner SAS Nagar  who transferred it to DDPO officer , SAS Nagar on 04-03-2011 well within stipulated period.
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The DDPO preferred to sleep over the directions of DC for months together and swung into action only after receiving the notice of the SIC.
 
Finally, the  DDPO  ,SAS Nagar transferred the RTI application vide letter  no 1640 dated May 4,2012 to BDPO,  Majri while it was mandatory for the DDPO to transfer the application within maximum of five days. He should have learnt it from his DC who had promptly transferred it to DDPO within the stipulated period.

 
The Commission takes serious note of the lapse and warns the DDPO not to keep the RTI application pending with him as it would attract severe penal action under the RTI Act. 
 
All the three PIOs are directed to provide complete information available in their respective records through registered post before the date of hearing to the complainant as well as to the Commission. 

 
The Commission is shocked at the attitude of the PIOs for shuttling the RTI application from one office to other causing undue harassment to the information seeker. The PIOs must clearly understand that the RTI act has set up a clear time line for disposal of the applications and any delay in furnishing information is perceived as willful denial of information which is penalized as per the Act.

 
 PIO cum BDPO should ensure that both the other PIOs are provided with a copy of the information so that they can respond to the complainant and furnish information which is available with their respective offices.   

All concerned PIOs or their representatives should be present at the next date of hearing. 

Decision: 


The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 at 10:30 AM.


Announced in the open court.

Copies of order be sent to the parties. 
Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
Copy to :
1)  Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.

2.) Block Development and Panchayat officer, Majri, Distt. Mohali

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ajay Kumar Sapehia, Advocate

Chamber no. 135-A, 

District Courts, 

Sector-17,

Chandigarh.    

  



      
  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar Derabassi,

District- Mohali, Pb. 

 

       

           …Respondent

CC- 822/2012

ORDER 

RTI Application filed on 


:
17.02.2012
PIO replied 




: 
22.02.2012
Complaint received in 

the Commission 



: 
27.03.2012
Information Sought:
Complainant has sought six points details regarding the queries of related with revenue record. 

PIO’s Reply: 
PIO has transferred the application on 22.02.2012 to the concerned patwari.  
Order of the FAA: 

NIL 

Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information not received. 
Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:
Complainant: Mr. Ajay Kumar Sapehia, Advocate
Respondent:  Mr. Karan Singh, office Kanungo and Sh. Jasbir Singh, Patwari

 
The Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant except point no. 6. Complainant points out some other discrepancies too the information provided. The Respondent is directed to make up the deficiencies within 10 days.  

Decision: 

The case is adjourned to 01.06.2012 (Friday) at 10:30 A.M. 


Announced in the open court.
Copies of order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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





www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Anil Kumar Bhanot,

S/o Sh. Harmesh Singh Bhanot,

U- Enclave, Backside Victory Bus Stand,

Una Road, 

Hoshiarpur- 146001.




         …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police Pb., 

Sector-9, Chandigarh. 

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police Pb., 

Sector-9, Chandigarh. 



        … Respondents

AC- 449/2012

ORDER

RTI Application filed on 


: 
06.06.2011
PIO replied 




: 
19.09.2011
First Appeal 



: 
Remanded to FFA vide  SIC’s  








order dated 19.01.2012       
Second Appeal received on 

:
06.12.2011
Information Sought:
 The appellant has been seeking information on 18 points on one SP Parampal Singh Gandhi, regarding his documents at the time of his recruitment.
PIO’s Reply: 
The PIO has only provided the reply of Sr. no. 18 of the RTI application. 

Grounds for the First Appeal:

Information provided is unsatisfactory. 

Order of the FAA: 
NIL

Grounds for the Second Appeal:
Information provided is unsatisfactory. 

Relevant Facts emerging during Hearing:

The following were present:

Complainant: Mr. Anil Kumar Bhanot.
Respondent: Mr. Purshotam Kumar, Constable
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Respondent submitted a letter no. 1447-48 dated 07.05.2012 from PIO-cum-I.G. Punjab Police where in information has been furnished regarding 17 points. 

 
The appellant was not satisfied arguing that though substantial information has been provided yet the crucial information has been concealed. The appellant said that information related to point no. 4,5,8,12 & 17 – the photocopy of the application form and the certificates indicating qualification attached with it, which was submitted at the time of recruitment – has not supplied. 

The Respondent is directed to make yet another effort to trace the relevant record before the next date of hearing. 

Decision: 

 
The case is adjourned to 21.05.2012 (Monday) at 10:30 A.M.

Announced in the open court. 

Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh.




     (Surinder Awasthi)

Dated: 08.05.2012


               State Information Commissioner

