STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sant Lal

s/o Sh. Sohan Lal,

No. 43/2, Preet Nagar,

Phagwara-144401

(Distt. Kapurthala)







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3809 of 2013
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sant Lal in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ashwani Kumar, ASI, o/o SSP (Rural)


Vide RTI application dated 09.09.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sant Lal sought a copy of the statement dated 17.05.2009 by all concerned with respect to MLR dated 16.05.2009 as also a copy of the compromise dated 22.05.2009.

Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Sant Lal filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 23.10.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Sh. Ashwani Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter bearing No. 01/RTI dated 07.01.2014 intimating that the requisite information has been mailed to the applicant-complainant on 30.11.2013 and that he obtained a copy thereof personally on 02.12.2013 by visiting the office.   However, during the proceedings, it transpired that Sh. Ashwani Kumar was not aware of the facts of the case.    So much so, he was not aware of the names of the designated Public Information Officer and the First Appellate Authority. 


The appellant rued that the information provided was not to his satisfaction. 


The case file has been perused.     Due response / requisite information has been provided by the respondent.    


At this juncture, it is relevant to invite the attention of the complainant to the judgment 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] in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, 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 provisions of Sector 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 (FAA) 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 opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

 If, however, the applicant-complainant 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.

A copy of this order be sent to the office of Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh to various authorities under his control directing due compliance of the provisions of Section 4 and 5 of the RTI Act, 2005 as various instances are being reported asserting non-compliance thereof by the various police authorities in the State.


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










  Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The Director General of Police, Punjab,

(REGISTERED)
Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

For necessary compliance, as contained hereinabove. 










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Amrit Singh

House No. 65, Sector 52,

Village Kajheri,

Chandigarh-160036







…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o General Manager,

District Industries Centre,

Focal Point (Old)

Mehta Road,

Amritsar.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3844 of 2013
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Mandeep Singh, Advocate.
For the respondent: Sh. Surjit Singh, GM, District Industries Centre, Amritsar-PIO; and Ms. Parminder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o Director Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Vide RTI application dated 31.08.2013 addressed to the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran, Sh. Amrit Singh sought the following information: 

1.
To whom the contract of extracting sand from river Beas at village Gagrewal, Tehsil Khadur Sahib, DSistt. Tarn Taran has been granted and at what price and for which term / duration?

2.
Certified copy of the terms and conditions of the said contract;

3.
What price is fixed for selling the said extracted land?
4.
Certified copy of the environment clearance certificate issued to the said contractor;

5.
Certified copy of rules and regulations followed while confirming / granting such contract;

6.
Details of village common land encroached by the people without any authority;

 
APIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Tarn Taran transferred the application of the applicant to the present respondent, vide letter no. 2099 dated 12.09.2013, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Amrit Singh filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 25.10.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


A Memo. no. 10241 dated 12.12.2013 has been received from the respondent annexing therewith a copy of letter no. 1145 dated 30.10.2013 supported by copies of various documents, addressed to the applicant-complainant whereby the point-wise requisite information is stated to have been provided. 


Respondents present reiterated the stand taken in the communication dated 12.12.2013.   However, Sh. Mandeep Singh, present on behalf of the applicant-complainant submitted that he had been engaged only yesterday and that he was not aware of the facts of the case.   At this, a copy of letter no. 1145 dated 30.10.2013 along with copies of various documents, addressed to the applicant-complainant, was handed over to him for his perusal and records.


The case file has been perused.     Due response / requisite information has been provided by the respondent.    


At this juncture, it is relevant to invite the attention of the complainant to the judgment 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] in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, 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 provisions of Sector 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 (FAA) 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 namely Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Joint Director (Credit), office of Director Industries & Commerce, Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh, 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 opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

 If, however, the applicant-complainant 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. 










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Amarjit Singh

s/o Sh. Kapoor Singh,

Village Burj Ladha Singh wala,

Tehsil Rampura Phul,

Distt. Bathinda-151206






…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o In charge,

Police Post

Kot Ise Khalsa,

Amritsar.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3864 of 2013
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amarjit Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Dilbagh Singh, HC.


Vide RTI application dated 19.09.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Amarjit Singh sought detailed particulars of the cases registered against Gurvinder Singh son of Bhagwan Singh, Ward No. 33, House No. 11, New House No. 2828, Gali No. 1, Dashmesh Nagar, Guru Nanakpura Road, Kot Khalsa, Amritsar, from 01.01.2010 to 15.09.2013, including copies of the related FIRs. 

Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Amarjit Singh filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.10.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Today, the respondent handed over to the applicant-complainant the relevant under the cover of letter dated 29.11.2013.    Upon perusal thereof, Sh. Amarjit Singh, the applicant-complainant expressed his satisfaction over the same.


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










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Madan Lal Thapar,

Former Sarpanch,

H. No. 1, Prof. Jaswant Rai Colony,

Village Bambian Wal,

P.O. Kukar Pind,

Distt. Jalandhar.





  

…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2363 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Madan Lal Thapar in person.


For the respondents: Sh. Paras Ram, ASI.


Vide RTI application dated 18.06.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Madan Lal Thapar sought a copy of complaint no. 4656 PMT dated 26.12.2012 filed against him and Amarjit Thapar; with statement of witness Mohan Lal, statement of the applicant; statement of Amarjit Thapar and any other statements recorded in connection therewith, along with copy of the findings of complaint.   It was asserted by Sh. Thapar that the investigation in the complaint had been concluded.

Respondent No. 1, vide letter no. 1383 dated 05.07.2013 declined the information stating that the enquiry in the matter was pending with the Additional Deputy Commissioner of Police (Hqrs), Jalandhar.


Failing to get complete information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Madan Lal Thapar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 21.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently, approached the Commission in Second Appeal, received in its office on 28.10.2013 and notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Paras Ram, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterated the stand taken in the communication dated 05.07.2013 addressed to the applicant-appellant.   Sh. Thapar, however, narrated his tale of woe at the hands of respondents, particular the former In charge, Economic Offences Wing, who is currently posted as an ACP.  He forcefully asserted that a false case had been registered against him and members of his family.


The matter was discussed quite at length, in the presence of both the parties.


The Commission feels it will be in order to send a copy of this order to Sh. Rahul S., Deputy Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar, with a request to kindly have the matter, including the plea of investigation being pending as taken by the respondents, investigated and assist the applicant-complainant get the requisite information at an early date.

In the meantime, respondent-PIO shall file his detailed written submissions and either to appear personally or at least, depute the APIO for attending the hearing before the Commission, on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 04.03.2014 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Mr. Rahul S.

Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Jalandhar.

For information and necessary action.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 


3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,


Punjab Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9,


Chandigarh.

4.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.






…Respondents

AC 1102/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In this case, vide RTI application No. RTI/RAF/109/LDH dated 30.01.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought information on 15 counts pertaining to the officers working as Assistant Town  Planners with Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Karandeep Singh filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 04.03.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal as provided under Section 19(3) of the Act received in the Commission on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties.   


On 06.11.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Paramjit Singh, appearing on behalf of respondents no. 1 and 2, tendered copy of a letter no. 12993 dated 08.04.2013 whereby the request of the applicant-appellant, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 had been transferred to the LG-1 Branch of the office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh stating that the information pertained to the said office.    However, it was observed that this transfer had been effected much beyond the period of five days from the date of application as prescribed under the Act.     As such, PIO, office of the Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh was directed to continue to be a respondent in this case. 


Sh. Balwinder Pal, appearing on behalf of the PIO, office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab tendered a letter no. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 addressed to the Commission stated to be containing the information in respect of AC No. 1102/13, AC 1117/13, AC 1123/13 and AC 1131/13 - all instituted by Sh. Karandeep Singh, the present appellant.     However, separate point-wise information according to the RTI applications of the appellant in all the four cases had not been indicated therein.   It had further been asserted in the communication dated 10.09.2013 that information on most of the points was in the domain of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; as such, PIO, office of the Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh; and PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were impleaded as respondents in this case. 


Respondent No. 3 and 4 were directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete and specific information according to the RTI application submitted by Sh. Karandeep Singh in all the four cases, separately.


Today, a letter No. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3, stating that information on point no. 1 to 11; and 13 pertains to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and is to be provided by it.   Information on point no. 12, 14 and 15 is stated to have been enclosed with the communication dated 10.09.2013.   Another letter no. 2343 dated 11.11.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3 making similar assertions. 


Neither the appellant nor has anyone on behalf of the respondents has put in appearance.   However, a fax message dated 08.10.2014 has been received from the applicant-appellant seeking an adjournment on the grounds of ill-health.    Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 04.03.2014 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 


3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,


Punjab Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9,


Chandigarh.

4.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.






…Respondents

AC 1123/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the present case, vide RTI application No. RTI/RAF/110/LDH dated 04.02.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought information on 22 points pertaining to Sh. S.S. Bindra as Asstt. Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Karandeep Singh filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 07.03.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal as provided under Section 19(3) of the Act received in the Commission on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties.   


On 06.11.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Paramjit Singh, appearing on behalf of respondents no. 1 and 2, tendered copy of a letter no. 12993 dated 08.04.2013 whereby the request of the applicant-appellant, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 had been transferred to the LG-1 Branch of the office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh stating that the information pertained to the said office.    However, it was observed that this transfer had been effected much beyond the period of five days from the date of application as prescribed under the Act.     As such, PIO, office of the Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh was directed to continue to be a respondent in this case. 


Sh. Balwinder Pal, appearing on behalf of the PIO, office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab tendered a letter no. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 addressed to the Commission stated to be containing the information in respect of AC No. 1102/13, AC 1117/13, AC 1123/13 and AC 1131/13 - all instituted by Sh. Karandeep Singh, the present appellant.     However, separate point-wise information according to the RTI applications of the appellant in all the four cases had not been indicated therein.   It had further been asserted in the communication dated 10.09.2013 that information on most of the points was in the domain of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; as such, PIO, office of the Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh; and PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were impleaded as respondents in this case. 


Respondent No. 3 and 4 were directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete and specific information according to the RTI application submitted by Sh. Karandeep Singh in all the four cases, separately.


Today, a letter No. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3, stating that information on point no. 1 to 10, 13, 14 & 21 pertains to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and is to be provided by it.   Information on point no. 11, 12, 15, 18-20 is stated to have been enclosed with the communication dated 10.09.2013.   Another letter no. 2345 dated 11.11.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3 making similar assertions. 


Neither the appellant nor has anyone on behalf of the respondents has put in appearance.   However, a fax message dated 08.10.2014 has been received from the applicant-appellant seeking an adjournment on the grounds of ill-health.    Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 04.03.2014 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 


3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,


Punjab Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9,


Chandigarh.

4.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.






…Respondents

AC 1117/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the instant case, vide RTI application No. RTI/RAF/108/LDH dated 30.01.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought information on 15 counts pertaining to the officers working as Assistant Town  Planners with Zone-D of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Karandeep Singh filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 04.03.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal as provided under Section 19(3) of the Act received in the Commission on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties.   


On 06.11.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Paramjit Singh, appearing on behalf of respondents no. 1 and 2, tendered copy of a letter no. 12993 dated 08.04.2013 whereby the request of the applicant-appellant, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 had been transferred to the LG-1 Branch of the office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh stating that the information pertained to the said office.    However, it was observed that this transfer had been effected much beyond the period of five days from the date of application as prescribed under the Act.     As such, PIO, office of the Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh was directed to continue to be a respondent in this case. 


Sh. Balwinder Pal, appearing on behalf of the PIO, office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab tendered a letter no. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 addressed to the Commission stated to be containing the information in respect of AC No. 1102/13, AC 1117/13, AC 1123/13 and AC 1131/13 - all instituted by Sh. Karandeep Singh, the present appellant.     However, separate point-wise information according to the RTI applications of the appellant in all the four cases had not been indicated therein.   It had further been asserted in the communication dated 10.09.2013 that information on most of the points was in the domain of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; as such, PIO, office of the Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh; and PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were impleaded as respondents in this case. 


Respondent No. 3 and 4 were directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete and specific information according to the RTI application submitted by Sh. Karandeep Singh in all the four cases, separately.


A letter No. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3, stating that information on point no. 1 to 11; and 13 pertains to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and is to be provided by it.   Information on point no. 12, 14 and 15 is stated to have been enclosed with the communication dated 10.09.2013.   Another letter no. 2343 dated 11.11.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3 making similar assertions. 


Today, a letter No. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3, stating that information on point no. 1 to 11; and 13 pertains to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and is to be provided by it.   Information on point no. 12, 14 and 15 is stated to have been enclosed with the communication dated 10.09.2013.   Another letter no. 2343 dated 11.11.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3 making similar assertions. 


Neither the appellant nor has anyone on behalf of the respondents has put in appearance.   However, a fax message dated 08.10.2014 has been received from the applicant-appellant seeking an adjournment on the grounds of ill-health.    Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 04.03.2014 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Sh. Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,


Chandigarh. 


3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,


Punjab Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9,


Chandigarh.

4.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Municipal Corporation,


Ludhiana.






…Respondents

AC 1131/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the case in hand, vide RTI application No. RTI/RAF/111/LDH dated 04.02.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh had sought information on 22 points pertaining to Sh. S.S. Bindra as Asstt. Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Karandeep Singh filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 07.03.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal as provided under Section 19(3) of the Act received in the Commission on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties.   


On 06.11.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Paramjit Singh, appearing on behalf of respondents no. 1 and 2, tendered copy of a letter no. 12993 dated 08.04.2013 whereby the request of the applicant-appellant, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 had been transferred to the LG-1 Branch of the office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh stating that the information pertained to the said office.    However, it was observed that this transfer had been effected much beyond the period of five days from the date of application as prescribed under the Act.     As such, PIO, office of the Director Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh was directed to continue to be a respondent in this case. 


Sh. Balwinder Pal, appearing on behalf of the PIO, office of Secretary Local Govt. Punjab tendered a letter no. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 addressed to the Commission stated to be containing the information in respect of AC No. 1102/13, AC 1117/13, AC 1123/13 and AC 1131/13 - all instituted by Sh. Karandeep Singh, the present appellant.     However, separate point-wise information according to the RTI applications of the appellant in all the four cases had not been indicated therein.   It had further been asserted in the communication dated 10.09.2013 that information on most of the points was in the domain of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; as such, PIO, office of the Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh; and PIO, office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were impleaded as respondents in this case. 


Respondent No. 3 and 4 were directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete and specific information according to the RTI application submitted by Sh. Karandeep Singh in all the four cases, separately.


Today, a letter No. 94478/1 dated 10.09.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3, stating that information on point no. 1 to 10, 13, 14 & 21 pertains to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and is to be provided by it.   Information on point no. 11, 12, 15, 18-20 is stated to have been enclosed with the communication dated 10.09.2013.   Another letter no. 2345 dated 11.11.2013 has been received from respondent no. 3 making similar assertions. 


Neither the appellant nor has anyone on behalf of the respondents has put in appearance.   However, a fax message dated 08.10.2014 has been received from the applicant-appellant seeking an adjournment on the grounds of ill-health.    Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 04.03.2014 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sampuran Singh

s/o Sh. Lal Singh,

Former District Council Member,

Village & Post Office Bakipur,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran-143302



  
…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Taran Taran.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Tarn Taran.






        …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 2092 of 2013
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In the instant case, vide RTI application dated 28.06.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Sampuran Singh had sought to know the action taken on various complaints / applications submitted in January, 2013 pertaining to embezzlement of funds in MNREGA funds and taking possession by the Sarpanch Gurcharan Singh in the year 1973-74 in respect of plots of 4-Marla each meant for allotment, in village Bakipur.  He had further sought attested copies of the various statements recorded in this connection, during the investigation. 


Failing to get any information, Sh. Sampuran Singh filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 12.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and Subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in the office on 25.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.12.2013 when
Sh. Rajbir Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered a copy of letter no. 4469 dated 09.09.2013 whereby the relevant information was stated to have been forwarded to the applicant-appellant by registered post on 21.09.2013.  A photocopy of the postal receipt too had been placed on record.    Since the appellant pleaded non-receipt of the same, a copy thereof had been handed over to him. 

 
Sh. Sampuran Singh was advised to communicate to the respondents, in writing, if there were any shortcomings in the information, which the respondents were directed to remove within a week of such receipt.


Today, neither the appellant nor any one on behalf of the respondents is present.  No communication from either of the two has been received. 


In the interest of justice, adjourned to 04.03.2014 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sucha Singh, Advocate

s/o Sh. Jarnail Singh,

VPO Hari Pur,

Via Adampur Doaba,

Distt. Jalandhar.





  

    …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Director Land Records, Punjab,
Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Land Records, Punjab,

Kapurthala Road,

Jalandhar.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2322 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Sucha Singh in person.
For the respondents: Sh. Prabh Dayal, Office Kanungo, o/o Tehsildar, Jalandhar-I.


Vide RTI application dated 26.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Sucha Singh sought various information pertaining to the land owned by Jarnail Singh son of Bhag Singh son of Ram Singh, situated in H.B. No. 63.    The request of the applicant was transferred to the Settlement Officer, office of Consolidation, Jalandhar, vide endst. no. 604 dated 26.12.2012.


Failing to get any information, Sh. Sucha Singh filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 20.09.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and Subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in the office on 23.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

A letter no. 238 dated 03.12.2013 has been received from the office of Tehsildar, Jalandhar-2 intimating the Commission that the matter pertains to the office of Tehsildar, Jalandhar-1; and that the relevant documents have been forwarded to the office of Tehsildar, Jalandhar-1.


During the hearing of the case today, Sh. Sucha Singh, the applicant-appellant brought to the notice of the Commission that the matter pertains to the Director Land Records, Punjab, Jalandhar and as such, it is directed the present respondents be substituted with the Public Information Officer, office of Director Land Records, Punjab, Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar.


Adjourned to 18.02.2014 at 2.00 PM.









  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Satish Kumar Jain

s/o Sh. Hari Chand Jain,

H. No. 318, Vijay Inder Nagar,

Daba Road,

Ludhiana-141003





  

…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Hoshiarpur.






        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2323 of 2013
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Satish Kumar Jain in person.


For the respondents: Sh. Malkit Singh, Sadar Kanungo.


Vide RTI application dated 10.06.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Satish Jain sought the following information: -
“Who was the owner of land measuring 27 Kanal 07 Marla comprising Khewat No. 178, Khasra No. 69-70, 41-42, 42-76, 105-2636/114 (Old Khasra Nos.); 144//18/2, 23, 24, 25 (New Khasra Nos.), situated at village Rail, Tehsil Garhshankar, District Hoshiarpur; and with whom the land in question was mortgaged at that time in the year 1958-59?”


Respondent No. 1, vide letter no. 109/A dated 17.06.2013 wrote to the Officer In charge, SK Branch, to provide the requisite information to the applicant and in case the information did not pertain to his office, the application be returned forthwith. 


Subsequently, respondent no. 1 wrote to the Tehsildar, Garhshankar vide letter no. 3870 dated 16.08.2013 while referring to letter no. 3192 dated 11.07.2013 and advising him to provide the requisite information to the applicant at once.   Subsequently, the requisite information as received from the SK Branch, was provided to the applicant vide letter no. 109 dated 26.09.2013.

Failing to get satisfactory information, Sh. Satish Kumar Jain filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 04.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and Subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in the office on 23.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Copy of a letter bearing no. 109/A dated 18.12.2013 addressed to Sh. Malkit Singh, Sadar Kanungo, Hoshiarpur has been received from the respondent no. 1 advising him to provide the requisite information to the applicant-appellant and to attend the hearing before the Commission today. 


While Sh. Malkit Singh, present on behalf of the respondents, placed on record a copy of letter no. 22 dated 04.01.2014 addressed to the applicant-appellant, Sh. Jain, the appellant stated that he had sought the information pertaining to the year 1958-59 while the one received from the respondents pertained to the year 1963-64.   Sh. Malkit Singh submitted that the relevant information for the year 1958-59 is not available in the office records.


In the circumstances, the respondent-PIO is directed to file a duly sworn affidavit, on the next date fixed, stating complete facts including the factum of non-availability of the information for the said period, as contended by his representative today. 


Adjourned to 04.03.2014 at 2.00 PM.










  Sd/-

Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 08.01.2014




State Information Commissioner
