STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Vikram Singh Bajwa,

House No. 1553, Phase 1,

Urban Estate,

Dugri,

Ludhiana.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana







   …Respondent

CC- 3010/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vikram Singh Bajwa in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Joginder Singh, FSO Ludhiana; and Harvinder Singh, Junior Auditor.


Vide RTI application dated 16.04.2012 addressed to the District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana, Sh. Vikram Singh sought the following information regarding land situated in village Jangpur, Tehsil Mullanpur, Distt. Ludhiana, falling in Khasra No. 433/429 as per Jamabandi for the year 2008-09:


1.
Status of the department in possession of above Khasra No;

2.
Whether any lease registered; Provide details from the department concerned; 

3.
Capacity of possession-holders.


The application of the applicant was transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the District Food & Civil Supplies Officer, Ludhiana vide Memo. no. 1251 dated 02.05.2012.   District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana, vide Memo. no. 3540 dated 31.05.2012 provided the information. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its officer on 01.10.2012.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


S/Sh. Joginder Singh, FSO Ludhiana; and Harvinder Singh, Junior Auditor, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered a copy of the communication no. 8891 dated 06.12.2012 whereby the requisite information has been provided to Sh. Vikram Singh Bajwa, the applicant-complainant.   The same is taken on record.


The information provided has been perused and discussed with the complainant and the same is complete and in accordance with the application for information submitted on 16.04.2012.


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of, in view of the fact that complete information stands provided.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Simrat Pal Singh Kalsi,

10568/3, Gali No. 6,

Partap Nagar,

Block 21,

Ludhiana-141003.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Officer,

Ludhiana.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1373/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurdip Singh, Jr. Asstt.


Vide RTI application dated 23.07.2012, Sh. Simrat Pal Singh sought information on 7 points pertaining to ration depot holder Harcharan Singh, licence no. 1308.


First appeal with the first appellate authority was filed on 10.09.2012 and the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 01.10.2012.


Sh. Gurdip Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of a letter no. 7101 dated 27.09.2012 whereby the requisite information has been provided to the appellant.    The perusal of the letter dated 27.09.2012 makes it clear that complete information on all the seven points as per application dated 23.07.2012 stands provided.


Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.   It appears he is satisfied. 


The case is, accordingly, ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia,

Ward No. 12, Street No. 2,

Kartar Nagar,

Near Mann Market,

Amloh Road,

Khanna

(Distt. Ludhiana) - 141401.
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Sr. Environmental Engineer,


Punjab Pollution Control Board,


Regional Office-II,


MC Building Complex,


2nd floor, Block C,


Ludhiana.





           …Respondents

CC- 3028/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Shiv Kumar, Environmental Engr. for respondent no. 2


Vide RTI application dated 30.08.2012, Sh. Ramandeep Singh Ahluwalia sought information on four points pertaining to the manufacturing units / industries with respect to emission of pollution etc.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 3733 dated 04.09.2012 transferred the application of the applicant under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the office of Executive Engineer, Pollution Control Board, Ludhiana.   Senior Environmental Engineer, Ludhiana, vide Memo. No. 7108 dated 06.09.2012 forwarded the relevant application to the Environmental Engineer, Regional Office 2, Ludhiana to provide the information, who, vide memo. No. 3508 dated 17.10.2012 informed the applicant that this information is available on their website www.ppcb.gov.in

The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 03.10.2012.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


The response of respondent No. 2 is not satisfactory, as the official website must be full of information, while the requirement of the applicant-complainant is limited to only four points.


As such, Public Information Officer, office of the Senior Environmental Engineer, Ludhiana is also impleaded as a respondent who is directed to appear personally before the Commission along with the relevant records to ascertain the reasons for not providing the requisite information till date. 


Adjourned to 23.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tilak Raj Paul

Ram Vihar Colony,

Gandwan Road,

Phagwara.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Jalandhar







   …Respondent

CC- 3037/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Gurbachan Lal, AFSO; and Varinder Kumar, Inspector.


Vide RTI application dated 13.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tilak Raj Paul sought information on 8 points pertaining to the ration depots in village Samrai.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 270 dated 03.09.2012 provided the information.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 04.10.2012.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

 
S/Sh. Gurbachan Lal, AFSO; and Varinder Kumar, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-complainant has already been provided.   They also tendered a written acknowledgment dated 11.12.2012 from Sh. Tilak Raj Paul, in this connection.


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pawan Kumar Jain,

1548/9, Gali Malkasa,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. Amritsar.

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Officer,

Jandiala Guru,

Distt. Amritsar.






   …Respondent

CC- 3078/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 

For the respondent: Sh. Umesh Kumar, Inspector-AFSO Designate.


Vide RTI application dated 18.06.2012 addressed to Asstt. Food & Civil Supplies Officer, Jandiala Guru, Sh. Pawan Kumar Jain sought information pertaining to distribution of kerosene oil in Block Jandiala Guru and also in urban Jandiala Guru in addition to the blue card holders.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 03.09.2012.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Umesh Kumar, Inspector-AFSO Designate, appearing on behalf of the respondents stated that complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-complainant has already been provided.   He also tendered a written acknowledgment dated 15.11.2012 from Sh. Pawan Kumar Jain, in this connection.


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amrit Pal Singh

D-15, Marg 13,

Saket,

New Delhi-17.

   
    

 
       
    …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1351/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Amrit Pal Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Kapoor Din, Sr. Asstt.


Sh. Amrit  Pal Singh, vide his RTI application dated 06.05.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought information on three points pertaining to the plots  meant / created for the Scheme Part C, Dugri Road, Model Town, Ludhiana.


It is further the case of Sh. Singh that he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 19.07.2012.   The second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 26.09.2012. 


Appellant Sh. Amrit Pal Singh submitted that he has not been provided the complete information as per his request made to the respondent.   Perusal of the case file suggests that only partial information on point no. 2 has been provided while rest of the information is still pending.


The application for information was submitted as back as 06.05.2012 and even after a lapse of over seven months, complete information has yet not been provided.   Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, PIO - Sh. A.S. Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    The written submission are to be made in the form of a duly attested affidavit detailing reasons for the delay caused / being caused in providing the information sought under the Act. 


PIO is also directed to provide point-wise complete, specific information to the applicant-appellant, duly authenticated, free of cost, per registered post, under intimation to the Commission, within a fortnight.   On the next date fixed, the PIO above named shall appear before the Commission personally along with a copy of the information so provided, for perusal and records of the Commission.


A copy of this order be also sent to Ms. Shruti Singh, Chairperson, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana who is advised to ensure the compliance of the directions of the Commission by the PIO - Sh. A.S. Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, as directed hereinabove because he happens to be a habitual non-compliant.


Adjourned to 29.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012


   State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Ms. Shruti Singh,


Chairperson,


Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana.

2.
Sh. A.S. Azad,


Executive Officer,


Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana.


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012


     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Amrit Pal Singh

D-15, Marg 13,

Saket,

New Delhi-17.
   

    

 
      
     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1352/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Amrit Pal Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Kapoor Din, Sr. Asstt.


Sh. Amrit  Pal Singh, vide his RTI application dated 21.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought information on three points pertaining to site no. 123-B, Model Town Extension, Ludhiana.


It is further the case of Sh. Singh that he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 25.07.2012.   The second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 26.09.2012. 


Appellant Sh. Amrit Pal Singh submitted that he has not been provided the complete information as per his request made to the respondent.   Perusal of the case file shows that information is stated to have been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 8145 dated 09.11.2012.   However, the appellant informed the Commission that information provided on point no. 1 and 2 is not in accordance with the queries raised by him in his application dated 21.06.2012.


The application for information was submitted as back as 21.06.2012 and even after a lapse of about six months, complete information has yet not been provided.   Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, PIO - Sh. A.S. Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    The written submission are to be made in the form of a duly attested affidavit detailing reasons for the delay caused / being caused in providing the information sought under the Act. 


PIO is also directed to provide point-wise complete, specific information to the applicant-appellant, duly authenticated, free of cost, per registered post, under intimation to the Commission, within a fortnight.   On the next date fixed, the PIO above named shall appear before the Commission personally along with a copy of the information so provided, for perusal and records of the Commission.


Above said, Sh. Satish Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana will also appear personally before the Commission, on the next date fixed. 


A copy of this order be also sent to Ms. Shruti Singh, Chairperson, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana who is advised to ensure the compliance of the directions of the Commission by the PIO - Sh. A.S. Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, as directed hereinabove because he happens to be a habitual non-compliant.


Adjourned to 29.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Ms. Shruti Singh,


Chairperson,


Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana.

2.
Sh. A.S. Azad,


Executive Officer,


Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana.

3.
Sh. Satish Kumar,


Municipal Town Planner,


Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana. 


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwinder Komal,

86-C, Model Gram,

Kochhar Market,

Ludhiana.

   

    

 
      
    …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1372/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Hakam Singh, SDO.


Sh. Kulwinder Komal, vide RTI application dated 10.05.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought the following information: -

1.
How many sq. meter of road marking done in the year 2011-12?  Name of roads and area where road marking has been done. 

2.
Rate paid per sq. meter, total amount spent on road marking in the financial year 2011-12;

3.
No. of cat eyes / road studs installed in the financial year 2011-12.  Areas where installed.  Rate / Cat eye, road studs, total amount spent.

4.
How many vehicles of MC Ludhiana are fitted with speed governors?

5.
How many rumble strips installed? rate / ruble strips, total amount spent on rumble  strips.


It is further the case of Sh. Komal that he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 16.06.2012.   The second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 01.10.2012. 


The appellant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


Sh. Hakam Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that information from all the 4 Zones of the Corporation was to be collected and compiled, hence it took some time.  He also submitted copy of a letter dated 18.12.2012 whereby the requisite information is said to have been sent to the applicant-appellant. 


Respondent is directed to send another copy of the information to the appellant, per registered post within a fortnight and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt on the next date fixed.


The application for information was submitted as back as 10.05.2012 and even after a lapse of over seven months, complete information has yet not been provided.   Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, PIO - Sh. Dharam Singh, Superintending Engineer-cum-Additional Commissioner (Tech.) Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    The written submission are to be made in the form of a duly attested affidavit detailing reasons for the delay caused / being caused in providing the information sought under the Act. 

 
On the next date fixed, the PIO above named shall appear before the Commission personally along with a copy of the information so provided, for perusal and records of the Commission.


Appellant is also directed to point out in writing to the respondent if there are any deficiencies / discrepancies in the information provided and the respondent shall thereafter rectify / remove the same within a fortnight. 


Adjourned to 29.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012

   State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Dharam Singh,

Superintending Engineer-cum-Additional Commissioner (Tech.)

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012

   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri   Mandeep Singh

s/o S. Jaspal Singh, Adarsh Colony,

Street No.3, Sidhwan Bet Road,

Jagraon, 

Distt. Ludhiana-142026.                                            

...Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Mohali.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Mohali

  

           

     …Respondents

AC No. 584/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the instant case, complete information already stands provided.  However, a compensation to the tune of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) was awarded in favour of the appellant, vide order dated 27.08.2012 and the order in this regard has not been complied with by the respondent so far.


When contacted over the telephone, the appellant stated that he is not interested in accepting the amount of compensation from the respondent.   He was, therefore, advised to appear before the Commission on 26.12.2012 at 11.00 AM and make a statement in black and white, in this connection.


Also, Sh. Madan Lal, Establishment Officer, office of Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Phase 8, Mohali has been advised over telephone to be present before the Commission on the said date i.e. 26.12.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Posted to 26.12.2012 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Sh. Madan Lal, Establishment Officer, O/o Director, Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Phase 8, Mohali.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gaurav Arora, Advocate,

E-407, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar

   

    

 
      
   …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Judge (Senior Division)

Amritsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Judge (Senior Division)

Amritsar 




        
 
…Respondents

AC-757/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Himanushu Arora.



None for the respondent.


The relevant facts of the present case are that the applicant, vide his application dated 24.12.2011 addressed to respondent no. 1, sought certain information under the RTI Act, 2005.  Relevant part of the application reads as under: -

“Under Section 6 of the RTI Act, 2005, I request to furnish me the ‘true, complete and specific information’ comprising of ‘valid & detailed reasons’ pertaining to non-supply of the ‘certified copies’ by the copying agency (as desired vide an application filed on 19.08.2011 and numbered as ‘1519’ and after having duly been directed so vide order dated 24.10.2011 passed by the Hon’ble court of Smt. Ranjit Kaur, Addl. Civil Judge, Senior Division, Amritsar and oblige.

It is further requested herein that the ‘certified copies’ of all the documents (original, photocopies and / or photographs etc. and as purporting to have ever been filed by the plaintiff in the Civil Suit No. 141/08-11 entitled as ‘Mandir Shiv Shakti Committee vs. Arun Kumar and others’ now enlisted for 15.02.2011 before the Hon’ble court of Smt. Ranjit Kaur, Addl. Civil Judge, Senior Division, Amritsar, vide order dated 24.10.2011 but still the needful has not so far been done  despite various personal requests from time to time and despite have duly been directed by the Hon’ble court in consequence thereof, the necessity to file the present ‘RTI Application’ has arisen. 

Besides, it is also requested herein that another ‘information’ comprising of ‘valid and detailed reasons for non-compliance of the aforesaid order dated 24.10.2011 by the copying agency’ may also please be furnished, under Section 6 of the RTI Act, 2005.”


When no information was provided by the PIO – respondent no. 1, in response to the application dated 24.12.2011, Sh. Arora filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2, on 12.03.2012.   It is further noted that no order whatsoever has been passed by Respondent No. 2 in response to the first appeal preferred before it on 12.03.2012.


In the maiden hearing before the Commission on 09.07.2012, neither party had appeared before the Commission.  It was, however, recorded that the appellant had sought an adjournment vide letter dated 06.06.2012 which was duly granted.     In a subsequent hearing on 21.08.2012, Sh. Vikram Devgun had appeared before the Commission on behalf of the respondents who stated that the information was ready and would be supplied to the appellant upon deposit of requisite fee by him.   However, taking an overall view of the facts and circumstances of the case, the Commission directed the respondents to provide the same free of cost, whereafter discrepancies / deficiencies in the same, if any, were to be communicated by the appellant to the respondent and the respondent was, as such, directed to address the same before the next date fixed. 


At this stage, it is significant to again jot below a few lines appearing in the beginning of the order dated 30.08.2012 passed by the SIC Sh. Surinder Awasthi: -

“In compliance with the order of the Commission dated 21.08.2012, the Respondent has supplied the requisite information to the appellant vide letter No. 435 dated 18.08.2012.  The appellant has pointed out a number of discrepancies / deficiencies the information furnished by the Respondent.”


During the hearing dated 30.10.2012 before this Bench, it had not been disputed by the appellant that the information stood provided to him by the respondents and that he had pointed out certain deficiencies / shortcomings / objections therein.   No one had appeared on behalf of the respondent and granting him one more opportunity, the case was posted to 29.11.2012.


So far, Sh. Ashwani Kumar, copier appeared on behalf of the respondent in the hearing dated 06.08.2012.   Similarly, Sh. Vikram Devgun, Ahlmad put in appearance in the hearing dated 21.08.2012 and on 30.08.2012, Ms. Shashi, COC came present for the respondent.   It is observed that ever since this case is being taken up for hearing by this Bench, no appearance at all has been put in on behalf of the respondent.     


In the hearing 29.11.2012, a copy of the order had been sent to Mr. H.S. Madan, District & Sessions Judge, Amritsar.   However, despite this, no one has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him. 

 
Reportedly, Sh. Varun Nagpal, the then Registrar, Small Cause Court, Amritsar who is presently posted as Additional Civil Judge, Sr. Division, Mohali was the designated PIO when the application for information was submitted on 24.12.2011.   It is relevant to note here that vide order dated 19.07.2012 passed by the Bench of SIC Sh. Surinder Awasthi, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO.  
As such, a copy of this order be sent to Sh. Varun Nagpal at his present address, who is directed to make written submissions pursuant to the show cause notice dated 19.07.2012.  Besides, communications dated 03.08.2012 and 18.08.2012 from Sh. Jagdeep Sood, Judge Small Cause Court, Amritsar are present on the records.   


Today, Sh. Himanushu Arora, appearing on behalf of the appellant, tendered a communication dated 18.12.2012 from Sh. Gaurav Arora requesting an adjournment.


No one is again present on behalf of the respondent.   With the concerted efforts put in by the office staff, a few connected officials have been identified.  A copy of this order is being sent to them all who will ensure the personal presence of the respondent PIO before the Commission on the next date fixed.    They will also endeavour to intimate the Commission the name and designation of the Public Information Officer and the First Appellate Authority, for the purposes of the present case, so that further steps in the matter are taken accordingly. 



Present respondent-PIO is also directed to supply the appellant Shri Gaurav Arora remaining information in response to discrepancies pointed out by him. Present respondent-PIO Shri Jagdeep Sood, Registrar & Judge Small Cause Court, Amritsar shall depute APIO to attend the Commission on next date of hearing with one spare set of complete information supplied earlier and later after removing the discrepancies for perusal/record of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 15.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to following be sent under registered cover:-

1.
Sh. Jagdeep Singh,


Judge Small Cause Court,


Amritsar.

2.
Sh. Varun Nagpal,


(Formerly Judge, Small Cause Court, Amritsar)


Additional Civil Judge (Sr. Division)


Mohali.

3.
Sh. Joginder Singh Dutta,


Superintendent,


District Courts,


Amritsar.


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 19.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
