PUNJAB STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION

RED CROSS BUILDING, NEAR ROSE GARDEN,

SECTOR – 16, CHANDIGARH
Tel No. 0172-2864116, Fax No. 0172-2864125
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com; Email: psic26@punjabmail.gov.in;

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1124 OF 2017

Sh. Gursewak Singh,
S/o Sh. Karam Singh,

Village Saidpura, Tehsil Khamano,

P.O. Bhari, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Punjab SC, BC Welfare Department,

S.C.O. No. 128-129, Sector-34-A,

Chandigarh.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
Sh. Gursewak Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Darshan Kumar, Superintendent on behalf of the PIO.

ORDER:


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 05.06.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 16.10.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 05.12.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO till date.


Sh. Darshan Kumar, Superintendent appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the complainant has not sent the I.D. Proof with the RTI application dated: 05.06.2017, which has been received in Respondents office on 17.07.2017 and complainant is asked to send the I.D. Proof vide letter memo no. 2/110/17/S-19/469, dated: 20.07.2017 but he never turned up.  


In view of the above and after perusal of the case file, it is ascertained that the complainant’s RTI application is in query format, that is why his RTI application has not been entertained under the RTI Act, 2005. The complainant is advised to file a fresh RTI application in proper manner to the Respondent - PIO and the Respondent - PIO is directed to supply the requisite information after receiving a fresh RTI application. 
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In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1137 OF 2017

Sh. Hakam Singh S/o Sh. Darshan Singh,
Village Madhir, Tehsil Gidderbaha,

Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib. 

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector, 

PUNSUP,

Gidderbaha, Distt. Shri Mukatsar Sahib-152101.

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None for the parties. 

ORDER:


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 06.05.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 18.10.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 05.12.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The Complainant is absent. 


The Respondent - PIO has sent a letter in the Commission vide diary no. 27396, dated: 01.12.2017 mentioning therein that the demanded information has been provided to the complainant and he has acknowledged the same. Copy of the same is taken on record.


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the complainant with which the complainant is satisfied. The complainant has sent an acknowledgment in the Commission that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the complainant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Complaint Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1167 OF 2017

Sh. Sushil Kumar,
House No. 1410, Phase-I,

Urban Estate, Dugri Road, 

Ludhiana-141013.


                   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Election Officer,

Patiala.



                  …Respondents
PRESENT:
Sh. Sushil Kumar, Complainant.


Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:

The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 20.03.2017. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 25.10.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 05.12.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The complainant appears and states that no information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Pardeep Kumar, Clerk O/o District Election Officer, Patiala appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and submit the requisite information, before the Commission during the hearing. He further states that reply of the RTI application has already been sent to complainant within time i.e. 07.04.2017. Copy of the same is placed on record. 


In view of the above and after perusal of the case file, it is ascertained that the Respondent has supplied the demanded information to the complainant within time.

 
In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 (arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) - Chief Information Commissioner and another Vs. State of Manipur and another, in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.    Cont… Pg 2
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The Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provision of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission.


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order. 


In case the complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In view of the observations noted above, instant complaint case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                  (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner
COMPLAINT CASE NO.  1169 OF 2017

Sh. Avtar Chand Bhatti S/o Sh. Ram Saran,

Village & Post Office Bassi Kalan,

Hoshiarpur-146001. 

…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Controller,

Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, 

Kapurthala.
…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Purushotam Lal, Jr. Auditor on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:


The Complainant sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 28.10.2016. He filed complaint in the Commission dated: 23.10.2017 under section 18 of the Right to Information Act, 2005. 


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 05.12.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The Complainant is absent. 


Sh. Purushotam Lal, Jr. Auditor appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the demanded information has been provided to the complainant and he has acknowledged the same. Copy of the same is taken on record.


In view of the above and perusal of the record, as available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the complainant with which the complainant is satisfied. The complainant has sent an acknowledgment in the Commission that he is satisfied with the provided information and wants to close the case. 


Since, the information as demanded by the complainant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Complaint Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 











Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1502 OF 2017

Sh. Rahul Gupta S/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

H. No. 170, Gali No. 6, Mohalla Hargobindpura, 

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Food and Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Anaz Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director,

Food and Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Punjab, Anaz Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

...Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.


Sh. Jaswant Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent - PIO.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 24.10.2017.

The appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also not present on the last hearings dated: 24.08.2017 and 24.10.2017.


Sh. Jaswant Singh, Sr. Asstt. appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the available information has already been supplied to the appellant and no information has been left other then supplied information.


After hearing the respondent and perusal of the record available in the file, it is ascertained that the appellant has not attended the hearing in the Commission consecutively thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue his case further. It appears that he is satisfied with the information provided and is not interested in pursuing this case. Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  1504 OF 2017

Sh. Rahul Gupta S/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

H. No. 170, Gali No. 6, Mohalla Hargobindpura, 

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.



…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.F.S.O.,

Food and Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Controller,

Food and Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Ludhiana.

…Respondents
PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Rinku Kumar, Inspector on behalf of Respondent - PIO.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 24.10.2017.

The appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also not present on the last hearings dated: 24.08.2017 and 24.10.2017.


Sh. Rinku Kumar, Inspector appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the demanded information has already been supplied to the appellant through registered post. Copy of the postal receipt taken on record. 


After hearing the respondent and perusal of the record available in the file, it is ascertained that the appellant has not attended the hearing in the Commission consecutively thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue his case further. It appears that he is satisfied with the information provided and is not interested in pursuing this case. Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner
APPEAL CASE NO.  1505 OF 2017

Sh. Rahul Gupta S/o Sh. Dharam Pal,

H. No. 170, Gali No. 6, Mohalla Hargobindpura, 

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.

Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o D.F.S.O.,

Food and Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Jagraon, Distt. Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Controller,

Food and Supplies and Consumer Affairs,

Ludhiana. .

…Respondent

PRESENT:
None is present on behalf of the appellant.


Sh. Rinku Kumar, Inspector on behalf of Respondent - PIO.
ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 24.10.2017.

The appellant is absent from today’s hearing without any intimation to the Commission and he was also not present on the last hearings dated: 24.08.2017 and 24.10.2017.


Sh. Rinku Kumar, Inspector appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that the demanded information has already been supplied to the appellant through registered post. Copy of the postal receipt taken on record. 


After hearing the respondent and perusal of the record available in the file, it is ascertained that the appellant has not attended the hearing in the Commission consecutively thrice entailing thereby that he does not want to pursue his case further. It appears that he is satisfied with the information provided and is not interested in pursuing this case. Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left and the instant Appeal Case is hereby, closed and disposed off. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2321 OF 2017

Sh. Devi Dayal S/o Sh. Faquir Chand, 

House No. 12, New Grain Market,

Sirhind Road, Patiala.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director,

PUNGRAIN,

Anaj Bhawan, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Managing Director,

PUNGRAIN

Anaz Bhawan, Sector-39-C, Chandigarh.

…Respondent

PRESENT :
Adv Akash Seth is present on behalf of the Appellant.  


Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, Asstt. Director (Storage) Food & Civil 

Supplies, Punjab on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 24.10.2017, vide which the Respondent - PIO was directed to appear personally and explain the current status of the complaint to enable the Commission to arrive at a reasonable/logical conclusion in the matter.


Both parties are present in the today’s hearing and has sought adjournment date, on the request of both the parties. The case is adjourned for 23.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2330 OF 2017

Sh. Tejinder Singh, 

Journalist, 

Village Bholapur, Post Office Ramgarh,

Chandigarh Road, Ludhiana.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food & Civil Supply Controller,

Hoshiarpur.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director,

Food & Civil Supply and Consumer Affairs, Punjab

Anaz Bhawan, Sector-39-C, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.  


Sh. Sanjeev Gupta, D.F.S.O. & Ms. Simrat Kaur, Inspector RTI 

on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER:

This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated: 24.10.2017.

The appellant has sent a letter in the Commission vide diary no. 27489, dated: 04.12.2017 stating that he has visited the office of respondent for inspection the record on 13.11.2017 but the respondent has not allowed him for inspection so he came back. 


Sh. Sanjeev Gupta, D.F.S.O. Hoshiarpur appears on behalf of the Respondent - PIO and states that appellant was asked to visit the office for inspection on any working day vide letter memo no. R.T.I./2017/296, dated: 20.11.2017, again letter memo no. 3022, dated: 27.11.2017 and again vide letter no. 3061, dated: 01.12.2017 through E-mail, but he never turned up.


In view of the above, the appellant is again advised to the inspect the record in the Respondent’s office on any working day. The Respondent - PIO is directed to facilitate the appellant and provide the information which will be specified by the appellant relating to his RTI application, before the next date of hearing, failing which action will be initiated against him as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 08.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2854 OF 2017

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

# 126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,,

Anaz Mandi, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,,

Anaz Mandi, Sector-39, Chandigarh.

…Respondents
PRESENT :
None for the Parties.
ORDER:-

The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 20.07.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 29.08.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 13.10.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 05.12.2017 to appear before the Commission.


The appellant is absent without any intimation to the Commission for today’s hearing.


Neither the Respondent – PIO nor his representative is present at today’s hearing.

The appellant is advised to follow up his case in the Commission, failing which it will be presumed that he does not want to pursue his case and decision shall be taken on merits. The Respondent - PIO is also directed to appear in person and provide the requisite information to the appellant, before the next date of hearing, failing which action would be initiated against him as per provisions of the Right to Information Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned for 23.01.2018 at 11:30 AM. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties. 






Sd/-

CHANDIGARH

                 (Prof.  Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO.  2858 OF 2017

Sh. Ram Singh S/o Sh. Nathu Ram, 

Village Rajpura, Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka. 

…Appellant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Social Security Officer,

Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Programme Officer, 

Fazilka.

…Respondent

PRESENT :
Sh. Binderpal Singh is present on behalf of the Appellant.  


Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


The appellant has sought information as enumerated in his RTI application dated: 15.06.2017. First appeal was filed with the First Appellate Authority on dated: 28.07.2017 and second appeal was filed in the Commission on dated: 16.10.2017.


Notice of hearing has been issued to the parties for 05.12.2017 to appear before the Commission.


Sh. Binderpal Singh appears on behalf of the appellant and states that no information has been provided to the appellant by the Respondent - PIO.


Sh. Harbhajan Singh, Clerk O/o District Social Security Officer, Fazilka appears and hands over the requisite information to the representative of the appellant. 


In view of the above and perusal of the record available in the case file, it is ascertained that the respondent has supplied the information to the appellant and the representative of the appellant is satisfied. Since, the information as demanded by the appellant stands provided by the respondent. Therefore, no further cause of action is left in the instant Appeal Case which is, hereby, closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

APPEAL CASE NO. 4080 OF 2016
Sh. Inderjit Singh,

H.No. 64-A, Gurnam Nagar,

Old Sultan Wind Road, Amritsar.

…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Elementary Officer,

Amritsar-4.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Education Officer (EE),

Amritsar.

…Respondents
PRESENT:
Sh. Inderjit Singh, Appellant.


Sh. Mela Ram, Retd. BPEO, Sh. Balbir Singh, B.P.E.P. & 


Sh. Gurpartap Singh, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER:


This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 17.10.2017


The Appellant appears and states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the Respondent - PIO. 


Sh. Mela Ram, Retd. BPEO appears and files his written submission that he was retired on 30.04.2017 and before retirement, available information according to the official record has already been supplied to the appellant. 


Sh. Balbir Singh, BPEO appears and files the reply in response to the show cause notice issued to him vide order dated: 17.10.2017, explaining therein the reasons in detail for the delay in supplying the information. 


After going through the record, the representative of the appellant states that he is not satisfied, as most of the time has already been lapsed in getting the information. He has further requested that appellant should be compensated for the detriments suffered by him in getting the information and PIO should be penalized for the delay in providing the information. 


As far as the information is concerned that, incomplete information has been supplied to the appellant and he has suffered lot of detriments to attend the hearings in the Commission for getting the complete information. 

Contd..p-2

APPEAL CASE NO. 4080 OF 2016
HHhhHence, compensation of Rs. 2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) is awarded to the appellant, Inderjit Singh. The compensation shall be paid by public authority concerned by way of crossed cheque/Demand Draft  in the name of Inderjit Singh. The crossed cheque/Demand Draft shall be made from the bank account of public authority concerned and not from the individual official.

The Respondent has handed over the Rs. 2000/- cash to the appellant during the hearing, before the Commission. 

In view of the above and perusal of the record available in the case file, it is ascertained that respondent has supplied the available information to the appellant and Rs. 2000/- cash as a compensation and the appellant is satisfied. I agree with the plea put forth by the PIO and therefore show cause notice is, hereby, dropped. Thus, no further action is required, hence this Appeal Case is closed and disposed off. 


Copies of the order are sent to the parties.






Sd/-

Chandigarh


                   (Prof. Viney Kapoor Mehra)

05.12.2017


         State Information Commissioner

Copy to: 

Sh. Balbir Singh, 


Ex-Block Primary Education Officer,


Chugwan-1, Amritsar-4. 


Sh. Mela Ram, 


Retired Block Primary Education Officer, 


Amritsar-4. 
