 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gagandeep Singh  Tharike

SCO 26, Shant Park, Main Sua Road

Tharike,  Ludhiana 142021.


                                                                                                                                    Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o   Punjab  Khadi and Gram Udyog Board

SCO 2429-30, Sector  22-C,  Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o   Punjab  Khadi and Gram Udyog Board

SCO 2429-30, Sector  22-C,  Chandigarh.

                                                                                                                                                         Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  1167  of 2015

Present:
 None  for appellant.

Shri  Davinder Singh, Supdt.    for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Gagandeep Singh Tharike,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  19.1.15 , addressed to PIO, o/o  Punjab Khadi and Village Industries Board,  SCO no. 2429-30, Sector  22-C, Chandigarh  sought certain information on 5 points. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  23.2.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 6.4..2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   7.5.15.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Davinder Singh, PIO cum Supdt. o/o  Director, Punjab Khadi and Village Industries Board, Chandigarh stated that point wise information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. PKVIB/Estt./1106, dated   5.2.2015, vide letter no. PKVIB/Estt./1216, dated   25.2.2015,  and letter no.  PKVIB/Estt./1334, dated  31.3.2015 under registered cover.
However, when contacted on phone, Shri Gagandeep Singh Tharike, appellant stated that provided information is still deficient while PIO stated that as information have been sent to appellant  four times and there is no other information available other than provided information.   It is also observed that appellant   had  filed an appeal with the 1st Appellate Authority cum Dy. Director (Industries), Punjab holding charge of  Member Secretary, Punjab Khadi and Village Industries Board, Punjab vide letter dated 23.2.15 but  the Dy. Director (Industries), Punjab did not  decide his first appeal.   After discussing the provided information with appellant,  he stated that the First Appellate Authority may be directed to decide 1st appeal filed by him. 
In view of the facts that since 1st appeal filed by appellant with  the first appellate authority cum Dy. Director (Industries), Punjab vide letter dated 23.2.15 under the provisions of  Section 19(1) of the RTI Act is still pending and have not been  decided yet  by hearing both the parties. 

 Appeal case of the appellant is therefore, remitted back to Shri Inderjit Singh,   First Appellat Authority cum Director (Industries), Punjab holding additional charge of  Member Secretary,  Khadi and Village Industries Board,  SCO no. 2429-30, Sector  22-C, Chandigarh  with the direction to  decide  the same  within a stipulated period as per the provisions contained in the Act ibid.  The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct and as per provisions contained in the Act ibid.   


He is also directed to afford adequate opportunity of hearing to both the parties i.e. to the appellant as well as the Respondent PIO  O/o o  Punjab Khadi and Village Industries Board,  SCO no. 2429-30, Sector  22-C, Chandigarh. Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records and the provisions contained in the Act ibid, the 1st appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the appellant  does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,


  In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.15.



     State Information Commissioner. 

…..CONTD….

Copy to:

Shri Inderjit Singh,   First Appellate Authority 

cum Director (Industries), Punjab                     (REGISTERED)

 holding additional charge of  

Member Secretary,  Khadi and

 Village Industries Board,  

SCO no. 2429-30, Sector  22-C, 

Chandigarh.

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.15.



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

 Shri  Surjeet Singh S/o Shri Sunder Singh

Village and Post Office  Ladha

Tehsil  Dhuri,  District  Sangrur.  

        
                                                                                    
                                Appellant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director,  Industries and Commerce

(Administration Branch-2),  Punjab

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority

O/o  Principal Secretary

Industries and Commerce Department, Punjah

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh.

                                                                                                                                             Respondent.                                                     

                                                      AC No.  1175  of 2015

      Present:
 Appellant in person.

 Ms. Rashmi, Sr. Asstt. with Shri Kulbir Singh, Jr. Asstt.    for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Surjit Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.1.15, addressed to PIO  o/o Director, Industries & Commerce, Punjab (Admn. Branch 2), Sector 17-C, Chandigarh   sought photo copies of the noting portion of the file where Shri Jai Hind Kumar  was promoted as   Sr. Asstt. in the year 1989.   He also sought attested photo copies of the seniority list prevalent at that time.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  27.2.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 6.4.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   7.5.15.


During hearing of this case today,  Ms. Rashmi, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of  PIO o/o  Director,  Industries and Commerce (Administration Branch-2),  Punjab Sector 17-C, Chandigarh handed over to the appellant  a set of information containing the information vide Memo. No. RTI/2015/Spl. 1, dated 7.5.2015.    She also handed over to the Commission a copy of the provided information for its perusal and record.   After perusing the provided information for about half an hour, the appellant expressed his satisfaction over  the same.

In view of above noted facts, the case is disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ranjeet  Singh Sahoita

House no. 2529 G,  Daman Singh Gill Nagar

B/S Dhawan  Palace, Moga.          
                                                                                    
 
 Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy General Manager (Legal)

PUNSUP, SCO  36-40,  Sector  34-A, Chandigarh.


    Respondent                                                     

                                                        CC No.  958  of 2015

Present:  Complainant in person.


     Shri  Dampreet Walia, Dy. GM, PUNSUP for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Ranjit  Singh Sahota, complainant vide an RTI application dated  4.12.14 addressed to PIO o/o Managing Director, PUNSUP, Head Office, Sector, 34, Chandigarh sought the following information:-

“attested copies of  Visitor’s register for all the visitors of PUNSUP and the attested copies of  Employees registers of all the employees of PUNSUP for the period w.e.f.  15.12.2013 to 5.1.2014.”

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 7.4.15.   Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  7.5.2015.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Dampreet Walia,  Dy. General Manager (Legal) o/o Managing Director, PUNSUP, Head Office, Sector, 34, Chandigarh stated that the complainant had demanded attested copies of  Visitor’s register for all the visitors of PUNSUP and the attested copies of  Employees registers of all the employees of PUNSUP for the period w.e.f.  15.12.2013 to 5.1.2014 and the same was sent to him vide letter no. RTI/1364/2015/38344, dated 18.3.15.  However, the complainant stated that he has not received photo copies of the visitors register and accordingly the same were provided to him by Shri Dampreet Walia,  Dy. General Manager (Legal) in the Commission itself.

The complainant further stated that the additional fee/document charges were demanded by the  Respondent PIO  after a period of 10 days which is contrary to the provisions contained in Punjab State Information Commission Rules, 2007 as the fee assessed under sub-rule (3)  of  Rule 3 shall be informed to the appellant/complainant by the PIO informally within a period of 10 days from the receipt of application as per provisions contained  in Rule 4(4) of the Punjab State Information Commission Rules, 2007.   At this,  Shri Dampreet Walia,  Dy. General Manager (Legal)   returned the amount of  Rs. 248/- deposited by the appellant to him as additional fee/document charges.


Now since the complete information have been provided to the complainant, nothing survives in this case and the same is accordingly  disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vipan Kumar Khanna  S/o Shri Krishan Kumar

House No.  319,  Ward no. 24, New Abadi

Khanna,  Ludhiana.
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate

Khanna.
Executive Officer

Municipal Corporation 

Khanna.
First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G)

Khanna.

                                                                                                                            Respondent                                                     

                                                    AC No. 1109   of 2015

     Present:
 Appellant in person.
Shri  Balwinder Singh, Office Kanungo o/o  Tehsildar, Khanna   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri  Vipan  Kumar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.9.2014  addressed to PIO cum Sub Divisional Magistrate,  Khanna  sought certain information on 6 points. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 15.10.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  30.3.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   7.5.15.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri  Balwinder Singh, Office Kanungo o/o  Tehsildar, Khanna   stated that the requisite information have been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 169, dated 7.10.14, vide letter no. 173, dated  10.10.14, letter no. 194, dated  20.10.14.    He further stated that even 1st appeal filed by the appellant before 1st Appellate Authority cum ADC,  Khanna has been decided and disposed of after hearing both the parties vide order dated 11.11.14 and copy of the same was sent to the appellant vide letter no.  61, dated 19.11.14.

However,  the appellant stated that  despite mentioning in the order dated 19.11.14 passed by ADC
 that the information at Sr. no. 4 pertains to Nagar Council  no letter has ever been written by the PIO cum Tehsildar, Khanna to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Khanna  for providing him the information on that point.   Similarly, though he has been allowed the inspection of file pertaining to Sr. no. 2 of his RTI application but no attested photo copies of that file have been provided to him by SDM, Khanna despite his letter dated 20.11.14.


In view of above noted facts, Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum  Tehsildar, Khanna is directed to provide attested copies of the demanded information to the appellant pertaining to point no. 2 and  also to ensure the providing of information on point no. 4 after obtaining the same from  the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,  Khanna to the appellant as RTI application  has not been transferred by PIO cum Tehsildar, Khanna to Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Khanna  on point no. 4.

Both Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum  Tehsildar, Khanna and the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,  Khanna  are further directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of supplied information  failing which  it shall be presumed that they have nothing to say and penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) will be invoked against them, without affording further opportunity.


Shri Balwinder Singh, Office Kanungo is directed to convey the proceedings of  AC 1109/15 to  Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum  Tehsildar, Khanna and Executive Officer, Municipal Council,  Khanna.

Adjourned to  21.5.15 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

COPY TO:

Shri Darshan Singh, PIO cum                    (REGISTERED)
Tehsildar, Khanna

Executive Officer,                                          (REGISTERED)
Nagar Council,  Khanna.  

(BY NAME)  
For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

                                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Madan Gopal

H. no. 4476, Ward no. 13, 

Near  Mitha Quan

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar, Mohali.                                                    Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food and Civil Supplies Controller

Near  Bassi Theatre, Phase II, 

SAS Nagar (Mohali).                                                                     Respondent

                                                          CC No.   931  of 2015

Present:   None for Complainant.

Kanwar Vikram Singh, Inspector Food Supplies,  Kharar for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Madan Gopal, complainant vide an RTI application dated 12.1.2015 addressed to PIO o/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller, SAS Nagar (Mohali) sought the attested copies of Stock Register of Ration Depot  of Shri   Sanjay Arora,  L. No. 61 and Shri Rajesh Kumar L.No. 95, Depot Holders at Kharar, maintained by them pertaining to the stock issued to ward holders for the period from 1.10.2013 to 31.10.2013. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 31.3.15.   Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  6.5.2015.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 6.5.15, Shri Vikram Singh Kanwar, appeared alongwith Shri Paramjit Singh, DFSO Kharar, requested for an adjournment by one day. Acceding to the request made by the respondent, the case was adjourned to 7.5.2015 at 11.00 A.M.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Vikram Singh Kanwar, Inspector Food & Supplies,  Kharar  appearing on behalf of   PIO o/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller, SAS Nagar (Mohali) handed over to the Commission a hand written letter dated 6.5.15 duly signed by the complainant wherein he has mentioned that since he has received  the demanded information from the office of Distt. Food & Supplies Controller, SAS Nagar (Mohali), he needs no more information from this Department.


In view of above noted facts, the case is disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satbir Singh, B-11 MCH

751/2, Kamalpur,  Jalandhar Road, opposite  Hira Laboratory

Inside Rupinder Gate, Hoshiarpur-146001.
                                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner, SCO 47-48

Sectpr 17-E, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Labour Commissioner, SCO 47-48

Sectpr 17-E, Chandigarh.

                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 1119  of 2015

Present:
 None for  Appellant.
Shri Satnam Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Labour Commissioner with Shri Parvesh Sharma, Supdt. Gr. I    for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri  Satbir Singh ,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 1.2.2015, addressed to PIO o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh  sought  following  information:-

a) Certified copy of certificate of registration.

b) Certified copy of all resolutions, if any and current registered address.

c) Certified  copy of memo./constitution and copy of form ‘A’ which is given by the Trade Union.

d) Name, age and address of current office bearers of trade union as per registered record.    


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  9.3.15  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.3.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   6.5.15.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 6.5.15,  it was observed that no information had been provided by PIO cum Dy.  Labour Commissioner (Hqrs.) Punjab o/o  Labour Commissioner, Punjab to the appellant.    However, he requested for adjournment of this case by  7.5.15 to enable him to provide the information to the appellant.


Acceding to his request the case was adjourned to 7.5.2015 at  11.00 AM. 


He was directed to provided complete, correct and duly attested information to the appellant  by 7.5.15 with a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.


 It was made clear that failing to provide the information even this time  would attract penalty provisions of Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act against him.    Alongwith providing information, he was directed to  file an affidavit certifying that information pertaining to RTI application dated  1.2.15 have been provided to the appellant as per office record and nothing have been concealed and the case was adjourned to  7.5.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Satnam Singh, PIO cum Dy.  Labour Commissioner (Hqrs.) Punjab o/o  Labour Commissioner, Punjab filed an affidavit duly attested  by Shri P.K. Mittal, Oath Commissioner, Chandigarh  that the demanded information relates to Manufacturers and Appliances Association Jalandhar City and as per photo copy of certificate of registration no. 37 of 1968 sent by applicant with his application, the Union was registered on 11.7.68.   It has further been mentioned that as the file of the Union is not traceable being more than 46 years old and that the Union has not filed any information about the election of office bearers nor it has filed any annual return during the last 5 years, therefore, the demanded  information  cannot be provided to the appellant.
It is further noted that  appellant on the last date of hearing had stated that  he had filed an appeal with the 1st Appellate Authority cum Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh  vide letter dated  9.3.15 but  Labour Commissioner, Punjab  did not  decide his first appeal nor afforded him an opportunity of being heard.   He had also stated that he would not be satisfied  if  no  information is  provided to him as PIO cum Dy. Labour Commissioner, Punjab  is stating that file is not traceable.
In view of above noted facts, since PIO has failed to provide the information to appellant on the grounds of non-traceability of record/file, it would therefore, be appropriate if the appeal case of appellant is remitted back to 1st  Appellate  Authority cum Labour   Commissioner, Punjab, with the directions to decide the same within stipulated period, as per provisions contained under RTI Act, after affording an adequate  opportunity of  hearing to appellant.
As such, the FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct and as per provisions contained in the Act ibid.   


He is also directed to afford adequate opportunity of hearing to both the parties i.e. to the appellant as well as the Respondent PIO  O/o Labour  Commissioner, Punjab.  Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records and the provisions contained in the Act ibid, the 1st appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the appellant  does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,


  In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.15.



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

The Labour Commissioner,          (REGISTERED)

Punjab, SCO 47-48

Sectpr 17-E, Chandigarh.

(BY NAME).

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.15.



     State Information Commissioner. 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,P.O. Ramgarh, 

Distt. Ludhiana-123455.                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (West)

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana.                                                                                        Respondent   

                                                      AC No. 898   of 2015

Present:
None for  appellant.
                      Shri Sukhbir Singh Brar,  Tehsildar  (West)  Ludhiana for respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Jasbir Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 5.12.14, addressed to PIO cum  Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) sought certain information  pertaining to clipping of Newspaper dated 6.7.14 published in the Daily Punjab Kesri.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 20.1.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 10.3.15  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  22.4.15.

During  hearing of this case held on 22.4.15, it was noted that appellant vide letter dated 21.4.15 has informed that  he has not been provided any information by the PIO cum Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West). He also requested for an adjournment of this case to some other date.

In view of the above noted facts,   PIO cum Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) was directed to ensure that point wise, correct and complete information is sent to the appellant within 7 days.

He was also directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with copy of the supplied information for its record and the case was adjourned to  6.5.15 at 11.00 AM. 

On the last  hearing of this case held on 6.5.15, it was noted that neither the Respondent PIO  had provided information to appellant nor  attended the Commission.   As such, he was afforded last opportunity to comply with order dated 22.4.15 of this Commission failing which penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 were to  be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to  7.5.15 at  11.00 AM. 


During hearing of this case today, Shri Sukhbir Singh Brar,  PIO cum Tehsildar,    Ludhiana (West)  stated that the  appellant has been informed  vide letter no. 50, dated 20.4.15 sent through Trackon Couriers Pvt. Ltd.  on 20.4.15 (Receipt no. 445664128) that no such complaint was ever received in his office.  He further stated that since clippings  of newspaper dated 6.7.14 published in Punjab Kesri Newspaper have never been received in his office for enquiry/no enquiry as such was conducted and  public work is done on priority basis without causing inconvenience.   He also handed over to the Commission  copy of the reply sent to Shri Jasbir Singh appellant and the copy of the Trackon Couriers Pvt. Ltd.  receipt vide which said letter has been  sent to him.

Perusal of provided information further reveals that the same is as per RTI application and office record.


As such, in view of facts that information as per record stands sent to appellant,  case  is disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  7.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017





(www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal,

P.O. Ramgarh, 

Distt. Ludhiana-123455.                                                                             Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (East)

Ludhiana-141001.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ludhiana141001                                                                                   Respondent   

                                                      AC No. 922   of 2015

 Present:
None for appellant.



Shri  Mandip Singh Dhillon, Tehsildar , Ludhiana (East)   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Jasbir Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 5.12.14, addressed to PIO cum  Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) sought certain information  pertaining to clipping of Newspaper dated 6.7.14 published in the Daily Punjab Kesri.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 20.1.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 11.3.15  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  22.4.15.

During   hearing of this case held on 22.4.15, it was noted that appellant vide letter dated 21.4.15 had informed that  he had not been provided any information by the PIO cum Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East). He also requested for an adjournment of this case to some other date.

In view of the above noted facts,  Shri Mandip Singh, PIO cum Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East) was directed to ensure that point wise, correct and complete information is sent to the appellant within 7 days.

He was also directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with copy of the supplied information for its record and the case was adjourned to  6.5.15 at 11.00 AM. 

On the last hearing of this case held on 6.5.15, it was noted that neither the Respondent PIO  had provided information to appellant nor  attended the Commission.   As such, he was afforded last opportunity to comply with order dated 22.4.15 of this Commission failing which penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 were to be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to  7.5.15 at  11.00 AM. 


During hearing of this case today, Shri Mandip  Singh Dhillon,  PIO cum Tehsildar,    Ludhiana (East)  stated that the  appellant has been informed  vide letter no. 328 dated 6.5.15 sent through Trackon Couriers Pvt. Ltd.  on 7.5.15 (Receipt no. 443555408) that no such complaint was ever received in his office.  He further stated that since clippings  of newspaper dated 6.7.14 published in Punjab Kesri Newspaper have never been received in his office for enquiry/no enquiry as such was conducted and  public work is done on priority basis without causing inconvenience.   He also handed over to the Commission  copy of the reply sent to Shri Jasbir Singh appellant and the copy of the Trackon Couriers Pvt. Ltd.  receipt vide which said letter has been  sent to him.


Perusal of provided information further reveals that the same is as per RTI application and office record.


As such, in view of facts that information as per record stands sent to appellant,  case  is disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulshan Kumar

167-B, Industrial Estate

Ludhiana.







            Appellant
                                                                                        

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Excise Commissioner

Head  Office Excise

Patiala.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o  Excise Commissioner

Head  Office Excise

Patiala.          





           Respondent                                                                                             

                                                      AC No.  916  of 2015

 Present:
 Appellant in person.

 Shri Rajiv Kumar Garg, PIO cum Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala  for the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Gulshan Kumar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.11.2014 , addressed to PIO, o/o The Excise Commissioner, Head Office, Excise, Patiala,  sought the following information:-

“Pl. provide  me attested information. Number of licence with name address, licence copy of State Govt. issued distilleries and bottling plant.  Pl. provide me list with address and owner name number of distilleries and bottling plant on running condition and which are running or whom licence cancelled from 2009 till date.   Number of companies applied for licence on 2011 to till date for bottling / distillery.  Their company name address, place, licence given, not given licence, under process cancelled.  Pl. provide their name as well as date of apply is the further necessity to issue new licence on way (mind) demand and supplied as well as quota earlier issued of licenced by the State Govt. Please first supply information then inspection the complete record u/RTI  Act.”



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority Cum Excise Commissioner, Head Office Excise, Patiala, vide letter dated 9.1.15,   under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on  11.3.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   15.4.15.


During hearing of this case held on 15.4.15,  Ms. Urvashi Goyal, ETO o/o Excise & Taxation Commission, Patiala stated that the  requisite information has already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. DPO 103403/35832, dated 6.2.15.  She also handed over to the Commission copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record.  


It was further noted that the appellant vide letter dated 15.4.15 had informed the Commission that he had not received the complete information and had requested for adjournment of case.


Acceding to his request, the case was adjourned to  22.4.15.


In the meanwhile, the appellant was directed to point out deficiency if any to the Respondent – PIO in the provided information so that the remaining information could be supplied to him.


During  hearing of this case held on 6.5.15, it was observed that on the last date of hearing i.e. on 22.4.15, Ms. Urvashi Goyal, ETO o/o Excise & Taxation Commission, Patiala stated  that since  the appellant has specified certain deficiencies, so the same will  be removed and the remaining information would be sent to him within a period of  4 days and in view of the statement made by  Ms. Urvashi Goyal, ETO appearing on behalf of PIO o/o Excise & Taxation Commission, Patiala, he was directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant.   Since the appellant had also  desired to inspect certain record pertaining to RTI application dated  28.11.14, the PIO cum Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala   was also directed to accord the necessary inspection to the appellant within  7 days on any working day. However, the appellant  stated that neither any information after the removing of deficiencies pointed out by him  have been provided nor any inspection of record has been allowed to be carried out by the respondent PIO.


In view of above noted facts,  Shri Rajiv Garg, PIO cum Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala o/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab was  directed  to appear before the Commission tomorrow i.e. 7.5.15 at 11.00 AM with a copy of the remaining supplied  information to the appellant.


He was also directed to explain before the Commission that when and at what time  the inspection of the record  as demanded by the appellant would be allowed in response to his RTI application dated  28.11.14.   It was made clear that failing to comply with the above directions of the Commission, would attract the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) and 20(2) against Shri Rajiv Garg, PIO cum Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala o/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab.


Shri Surinder Mohan, Sr. Asstt. was directed to convey the proceedings of Appeal Case no. 916/15  to Shri Rajiv Garg, PIO cum Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala for his appearance before the Commission tomorrow at 11.00 AM  alongwith a copy of the remaining information and the case was adjourned to  7.5.15 at  11.00 AM. 


During hearing of this case today, Shri Rajiv Kumar Garg, PIO cum Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala handed over to the appellant complete information about the Distilleries and Bottling Plants for the period from 2009 to 2014.  He further stated that the file pertaining to the Distilleries and Bottling Plants for the year  2015 has been put up before Excise & Taxation  Commissioner, Punjab and is to  go further right upto Govt.  for final approval as mentioned in letter no. 682, dated  5.5.15. Shri Rajiv Kumar Garg, PIO cum Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Patiala further stated that the appellant may inspect the record pertaining to the demanded information on any working day after 15 days for which he would intimate the date and time to the appellant.  


At this, both the parties mutually agreed  to dispose of the case.   The case in hand is disposed of  accordingly.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 7.5.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chaman Lal s/o Shri Nanak Chand

R/o  H. No. 1264, Mian Mohalla, Machhiwara

Tehsil  Samrala,  Distt.  Ludhiana.. 

                                                                                    
                          Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o  Naib  Tehsildar,  Machhiwara

Tehsil  Samrala, Distt.  Ludhiana.,.


    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 769   of 2015

Present:   Shri Karambir Singh Chawla, advocate  for  Complainant.


      Shri Rajinder Singh, Advocate, for PIO cum Executive Officer, Machhiwara. 
ORDER:


Shri  Chaman Lal,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 9.10.14  addressed to APIO o/o Naib Tehsildar/Jt. Sub Registrar, Machhiwara, Tehsil  Samrala, Distt.  Ludhiana sought certain   information  on 24 points. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  11.3.15.   Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.4.2015.


During   hearing of this case held on 16.4.15, Shri Kuldip Kumar, Reader to Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara stated that certain information since pertained to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara, the RTI Application  was transferred to Executive Officer,  vide letter no.893/30,dated  21.11.14 for supplying the  information directly to the complainant and copy of the same was also endorsed to the complainant for seeking this information directly from the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara.  He further stated that PIO,  Nagar Council, Machhiwara vide letter no. 2926, dated 28.11.14  has informed the Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara that  the information concerning his office have been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 1382, dated 29.4.14.   Shri Kuldip Kumar, Reader to Naib Tehsildar further stated that certain information demanded by the complainant since pertains to the period  1966, the same could not be supplied to him due to its non availability in the office record.


However, Shri Karambir Singh Chawla, advocate  appearing alongwith Shri Chaman Lal, complainant stated that RTI applicant has wrongly been transferred by   Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara to Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara as the demanded information relates to the revenue record and the same is very much available with the revenue authorities.  He further submitted that no information have been provided to him till date by the PIO cum Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara. 


In view of the above noted facts, since Shri Jaswinder Singh Tiwana, Tehsildar, Samrala happens to be the PIO and  Shri Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar,  Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana is holding the additional charge of  Naib Tehsildar,  Machhiwara.  Both these officers were directed to:-

i)Ensure that point wise correct complete and duly attested information supported by the annexures is supplied to the appellant within a period of 5 days free of cost under registered cover.

ii)Both these officers were further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with complete set of documents containing the point wise information for the perusal of the same by the Commission and record.

iii)It was also made clear that failing to comply with the above order by Shri Jaswinder Singh Tiwana, Tehsildar, Samrala  and  Shri Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar,  Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana  holding the additional charge of  Naib Tehsildar,  Machhiwara could attract the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case was adjourned to 22.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


During  hearing of this case held on 22.4.15,  Shri Karambir Singh, advocate appearing for the complainant  filed  his written submissions which were taken on record.   Since no point wise  information had been provided to the complainant, Shri Jaswinder Singh Tiwana, Tehsildar, Samrala was directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with copy of the supplied information to the complainant for the perusal of the same by trhe Commission.  


Similarly, Shri Hari Singh, Naib Tehsildar,  Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana who  is holding the additional charge of  Naib Tehsildar,  Machhiwara was also directed to assist the PIO CUM  Tehsildar, Samrala as per provisions contained in Section 5(4)(5) of the RTI Act  in providing the information to the complainant and was directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with action taken report on  RTI application dated  9.10.14.


Similarly, as Shri Kuldip Kumar,  Reader to Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara had stated before the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. on  16.4.15 that certain information since pertains to the PIO o/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara,  was transferred to him vide letter  no.893/30,dated  21.11.14 for supplying the  information directly to the complainant and copy of the same was also endorsed to the complainant for seeking this information directly from the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara.  


As such, PIO o/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara was impleaded as necessary party as Shri Chaman Lal, complainant  stated that  he has not got any response from EO, Nagar  Council,  Machhiwara pertaining to his RTI Application.


Therefore, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara was also directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with  copy of point wise action taken report pertaining to RTI application dated 9.10.14 pertaining to his office.


It was made clear that failing to appear before the  Commission by the above named PIOs namely Shri Jaswinder Singh Tiwana, Tehsildar, Samrala,  Shri Hari Singh, PIO cum Naib Tehsildar,  Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana  and the Executive Officer, Nagar Council,  Machhiwara, Distt. Ludhiana and to produce copies of action taken report  on RTI application dated 9.10.14  would attract the  penalty provisions of Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 against the above named officers without affording  further opportunity and the case was adjourned to  6.5.15  at 11.00 AM.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 6.5.15,  Shri Jaswinder Singh Tiwana, Tehsildar, Samrala appearing alongwith   Shri Hari Singh,  Naib Tehsildar,  Samrala holding the additional charge of Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara handed over a set of documents containing the information to the Commission.  Both the officers further stated that requisite information as demanded by the complainant have been supplied to him as per its availability in the office record. 


However, Shri Karambir Singh Chawla, advocate  appearing for  complainant stated that certain information i.e. point no. XIII to XXIV of RTI Application also pertains to the Executive Officer,  Municipal Corporation, Machhiwara and the same have not yet been provided to him till date.


As such, Shri Surjit Singh, Executive Officer, Machhiwara was directed to appear before the Commission tomorrow  i.e. 7.5.15 with point wise  action taken report and written submissions qua point no. XIII to XXIV of RTI Application dated 9.10.2014 and the case was adjourned to  7.5.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Rajinder Singh, advocate appeared for Shri Surjit Singh, Executive Officer, Nagar Council,  Machhiwara requested for adjournment of this case for a few days to enable him to provide the information to the complainant.  As such, Shri Surjit Singh, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara, Distt. Ludhiana is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with action taken report and written submissions qua point no. XIII to point no. XXIV of RTI Application dated  9.10.14.   


It is made clear to Shri Surjit Singh, Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara, Distt. Ludhiana that failing to comply with the above orders of the Commission would straightway  attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act against him without further opportunity and he can also avail an opportunity  of being heard on the next fixed date.

In the meanwhile, acceding to the request made by the counsel for respondent Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Machhiwara,  the case is adjourned to 21.5.2015 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.





           (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  7.5.2015.                                           State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Surjit Singh, Executive Officer,        (REGISTERED)

Nagar Council, Machhiwara, 

Distt. Ludhiana.

For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.





           (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  7.5.2015.                                           State Information Commissioner.

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                         SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Samita Pawar,

103-A, Krishna Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines,

Mumbai-400020. 






               Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chief Administrative Officer/Supdt.,

o/o District & Sessions Judge,

District Courts, Ludhiana-141003.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Chief Administrative Officer/Supdt.,

o/o District & Sessions Judge,

District Courts, Ludhiana-141003.                                                     
    

Respondent   

                                                          AC No. 1058    of 2015

Present:
None for appellant.



Shri  Manu Saini, Clerk  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Ms. Samita Pawar,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  22.2.14, addressed to PIO o/o  Distt. & Sessions Judge,  Distt. Court, Ludhiana ,  sought the following  information-

“I am office incharge in Head Office of M/s Monika India at Mumbai.  I am requiring certified copies of file relevant to application filed on 18.11.13, Civil Suit no. 918 of  1993 dated 1.9.1993  Title – Hiralal  Goyal Vs. Sat PARKASH Goyal & Ors. , copy enclosed alongwith order dt. 22.20.2993.  The same is required to produce in some other legal matter as  required  by our advocate.  But since the certified copies of file is not provided by your copying Branch.”



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 27.6.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 24.3.15 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  23.4.15.

On the last  hearing of this case held on 23.4.15,  Shri Manu Saini, clerk appearing as Respondent PIO  stated that since the demanded information  pertained to the office of  Civil Judge, Ludhiana, the RTI application was transferred to his office vide letter no. 3161, dated 7.3.14 and immediately thereafter the reply was sent to the appellant vide letter no. 497, dated 15.3.14. Feeling dis-satisfied with the response sent  by the PIO CUM Court Clerk o/o Civil Judge, Sr. Division, Ludhiana,  the appellant filed 1st appeal before the Civil Judge, (Sr. Division) Ludhiana on  7.7.14 which   was decided by the1st Appellate Authority cum Civil Judge, (Sr. Division), Ludhiana  on  5.8.2014.   Thereafter, the appellant approached this Commission by filing second appeal on  24.3.15.

After hearing Shri Manu Saini, Respondent PIO  O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana, perusing the case file it was  observed that appellant has demanded certified copies of file relevant to application filed on 18.11.2013, and  Suit no. 918 of 1993 dated 1.9.1993, title -   Hira Lal Goyal Vs. Sat Parkash Goyal and  others (by enclosing a copy bearing interim court order) but demanded information  have not been provided either  by Shri Manu Saini, PIO cum Court Clerk o/o Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana nor by the 1st Appellant Authority. 

In view of above noted facts,  Shri Manu Saini, PIO cum Court Clerk o/o O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana was afforded last opportunity and  directed to supply the demanded information to appellant within 5 days, free of cost under registered cover and  the case was adjourned to  5.5.15 at  11.00 AM.

However, on the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 5.5.15, acceding to request of Shri Manu Saini, respondent PIO  O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana, the case was  adjourned to 7.5.2015 at 11.00 AM.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Manu Saini, Respondent PIO  O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana filed written submissions wherein it has been mentioned that appellant has sough information with regard to  Suit no. 918 of 1993 dated 1.9.1993, titled  Hira Lal Goyal Vs. Sat Parkash Goyal and  others regarding the name of court where said case was instituted, where it was transferred after 22.10.1993 and also name of the  court which finally decided the said civil suit.   It has further been mentioned that to search such manual record there are only two sources i.e. one record room and second is the successor court of  Shri B.J. Nangli.   Hence, the requisite information was sought from APIO/Reader of the Court of  Ms. Pratima Arora, Civil Judge (Jr. Div) Ludhiana which is the successor court of  Shri B.J. Nangli, the then Sub Judge1st Class Ludhiana.  The Reader of that court informed that he has never received any register from his successor court till now nor any such register is available in this court and the aforesaid case is neither pending before this court nor has been decided by that court.   It has also been mentioned that to make more efforts to search the record in question, 3 Process Servers under the supervision of Pargana Clerk were deputed to trace out all relevant registers as well as entry containing the file in question but the relevant register prior to the year 2000 could not be traced out nor the file in question was found entered in the registers presently available in the Judicial Record Room.  In the end, it has been requested that the appellant be directed to  furnish the name of the court and the date of decision to get the requisite information.   
After perusing the written submissions made by  Shri Manu Saini, Respondent PIO  O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana, this Commission feels that sincere efforts have been made by the Respondent PIO to trace out the relevant records but could not  trace out the same.    This Commission further finds force in the ground taken by Respondent PIO that without complete details of  the case, it is not possible to provide the demanded information sought by appellant by filing an RTI application dated 22.2.14.
It is also observed that appellant neither appeared before the Commission  or deputed  authorized representative to defend her case  nor ever filed written submissions in support of her contentions, despite three hearings held before the Commission.

As such, in the absence of proper particulars of the matter/case, it is evidently a difficult situation, for Respondent PIO, to provide an access to the information, as per appellant’s RTI Application.

As such,  appellant, if so desires, may seek the information by  filing a fresh RTI  application with Respondent PIO  O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana with proper particulars/details of civil suit such as name of court, title and date of its decision.

In view of above noted facts, appeal case in hand is closed/disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  7.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

