STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karnail Singh

s/o Sh. Jagir Singh

2480, Street No. 1,

Basti Mani Singh,

Rahon Road,

Ludhiana.      
                                                         

 ...Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.                                                                                         …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1826  of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant. 



For the Respondent: Shri Navneet Kumar, Inspector

Vide RTI application dated 12.04.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Karnail Singh sought the following information pertaining to Ration Card No. 0168243 at registration No. G-110 at Distt. B-Mangat, Ludhiana: -


1.
In whose name the said ration card is issued?

2.
No. of persons (units) along with their names included in the above ration card;

3.
When was this card issued?

4.
Year, month and date when the photos were got pasted on the ration card, according to rule and law of Food & Civil Supplies Department;


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 11267 dated 07.05.2013 declined the information being related to third party. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 22.05.2013.

Shri Navneet Kumar, Inspector appearing on behalf of respondent PIO-cum-DFSC, Ludhiana(East) stated that Complainant has not furnished any particulars i.e. name and address etc. pertaining to Ration Card about which information is being demanded by him. However, later on at the time of filing complaint he has mentioned that G-110 Ration Card is in the name of Jagat Singh, therefore in the  G-Seri, Record of Vill. Gosgarh have been searched but no such Ration Card have been found to be issued in the name of Jagat Singh.


He also delivers a letter dated 28.6.2013  under the signatures of PIO-cum- DFSC (E), Ludhiana with a copy of it endorsed to complainant containing the complete facts.


In view of above noted position, case is disposed of/closed. 

Complainant is advised to file fresh RTI application with PIO –cum-DFSC (East) Ludhiana with full particulars, if wants to seek information.
 









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013


             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon,

192-C, Rajguru Nagar,

Ludhiana.      
                                                         

 ...Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Director,

Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Ludhiana.                                                                                        …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1835  of 2013

Order

Present: 
Shri Pardeep Kumar on behalf of Complainant. 


For Respondent: Shri Arvind Dhingra,APIO

Vide RTI application dated 11.02.2013 addressed to the respondent, Lt. Col. D.S. Dhillon (Retd.) sought the following information while referring to Dr. Harpal Singh’s letter dated 29.01.2013 depositing Rs. 8,053/- vide cheque no. 642650 dated 30.01.2013 with Punjab and Sind Bank: -

1.
On which date the above cheque has been deposited in the bank and cleared?

2.
On what account money has been received?

3.
Provide copy of letter under reference;

4.
On what account this amount was due from Dr. Harpal Singh?

5.
If it amounts to refund of money, please inform the date and on what account he received this amount along with detailed particulars of duties assigned to / performed by him.


Respondent, vide letter no. 115 dated 08.03.2013 provided the point-wise information to the applicant-complainant.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 20.05.2013.


During the hearing today Shri Arvind Dhingra,APIO stated that respondent-PIO vide letter No.115 dated 8.3.2013 had provided complete information on all five points i.e. a to e on 8.3.2013.  However, in response of our reply sent on 8.3.2013 another application No.42736/GNDEC/12/3/2013 was filed by the complainant asking that in case no cheque has been received vide above speed post receipts No.EP207316243IN delivered on 31.1.13 proof of delivery already enclosed with RTI application. Please provide the copy of letter received under above speed post in your office. 


On the receipt of this letter again reply dated 25.3.2013 was sent by respondent-PIO mentioning therein that the information sought by you was correspondence between employer and employee and same cannot be provided to you under section 8(1)(j) of RTI Act as the information relates to personal information, the disclosure which has no relationship to any public interest or which would cause unwarranted invasion of the privacy of the individual, the said information cannot be disclosed. 


It is observed that information with reference to the RTI application dated 11.2.2013 has thus been provided to Lt. Col. D.S.Dhillon (Retd.), 192-C, Rajguru Nagar, Ludhiana by the respondent-PIO O/O Director, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Ludhiana twice.                                                                                        


To conclude with, it is to mention here that as per the latest judgment of Supreme Court of India delivered in S.L.P(C).No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010 on 12.12.2011, no order can be passed for providing an access to the information by entertaining a complaint under section 18 of the RTI Act,2005.  The complainant  is, therefore, at liberty to file first appeal with the  First Appellate Authority under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005, if he still feels aggrieved concerning the provided information and thereafter can approach the Commission in a second appeal under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, if required. 


With these observations this case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harjit Singh Dhillon,

# MIG-804,

Punjab Housng Board Colony,

Jamalpura,

Ludhiana.      
                                                         

 ...Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Deputy Chief Engineer (Sanchalan) (Operation)

Area East,

Under Central Zone,

Ludhiana.                                                                                       …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1848  of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Harjit Singh Dhillon in person.


For Respondent: Shri Ashok Kumar,SDO and Shri Paramjit Singh,UDC.

Vide RTI application dated 18.03.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harjit Singh Dhillon sought the following information in respect of Account No. E32GN100677Y pertaining to property in Friends Colony, Street No. 3, Chandigarh Road, Jamalpur (Ludhiana): -

1.
The amount due from the previous owner of the property on account of electricity bill and the steps taken for recovery thereof along with a copy of the inspection carried out by the JE;

2.
If there is a court case pending between the landlord and the tenant, can a new connection be sought, without clearing the dues against the earlier meter;

3.
The meter boxes in the locality are without any lock or seal.  The action taken by the Ilaqa JE and SDO concerned in this regard;

4.
If meter in such a box is damaged or burnt, who will be responsible for the same – Ilaqa JE or resident of the locality or the consumer (account holder)?  

5.
The tenant of the said property has got the meter re-connected without deposit of money.  How?


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 15.05.2013, accordingly notice of hearing was issued to parties for today. 

During hearing today, it is observed that a letter bearing Memo. No. 2935 dated 21.06.2013 has been received from the respondent annexing therewith copy of Memo. No. 2452 dated 23.05.2013 whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided to the applicant-complainant, under registered post. 

Provided information have been discussed in the presence of complainant and respondent. It is observed that the requisite information sent by the Addl. Superintending Engineer(Distribution), Focal Point, Ludhiana to the complainant vide letter No.2935 dated 21.6.2013, under registered cover, is in accordance with RTI application.  

In view of these facts, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.

 








Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mandeep Singh

s/o Late Sh. Sarwan Singh,

Village Rattowal,

Tehsil Raikot,

Distt. Ludhiana.      
                                                         

 ...Complainant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Tehsildar (East)

Ludhiana.          

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Tehsildar (West)

Ludhiana.                                                                              …Respondents

Complaint Case No. 1850  of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 


For Respondent: Shri Gagandeep Singh, Tehsildar (East), Ludhiana. 

Vide RTI application dated 22.02.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and others, Sh. Mandeep Singh sought various information on nine points pertaining to the records related to Model Town established under East Punjab Refugee Rehabilitation (Building & Building Sites) Act, 1948 and comprehensively dealt with by the Deputy Commissioner-cum-Collector, Ludhiana, who vide Memo. No. 1062-64 dated 17.03.2013 transferred the request of Sh. Mandeep Singh to Tehsildar (East) Ludhiana; and vide Memo. No. 916 dated 11.03.2013, transferred the application of the applicant-complainant to the Tehsildar (East) & (West) Ludhiana, under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 15.05.2013.


 The case file have been perused. It is observed that the complainant had also sought information from the CPIO O/O Ministry of Home Affairs, Government of India, North Block, New Delhi vide letter dated 22.2.2013 and that transferred the same vide letter dated 26.3.2013 to the Secretary, Revenue and Rehabilitation, Govt. of Punjab, Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh. Similarly he had filed application dated 22.2.2013 with the PIO O/O Director Land Records, Punjab Government, Kapurthala Road, Jalandhar, who had transferred the said application vide letter No.1545 dated 7.3.2013 to the PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 for providing information directly to the complainant. APIO-DRO, O/O D.C., Ludhiana further transferred this RTI application to the PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana(East) under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 to provide information to the complainant directly. 


Thus in this way PIO-cum-Tehsildar (Sales), Ludhiana (East) provided the information to Shri Mandeep Singh, complainant vide letter No.2582 dated 25.6.2013 that the record pertaining to the sought information is not available.   


To sum up, it is to mention here that as per the latest judgment of Supreme Court of India delivered in S.L.P(C).No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010 on 12.12.2011, no order can be passed for providing an access to the information by entertaining a complaint under section 18 of the RTI Act,2005.  Further there is alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to Shri Mandeep Singh complainant under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005, which he has failed to avail in the instant case. Consequently the First Appellate Authority has not had the chance to review the PIO’s decision i.e. order dated 25.6.2013 passed by the Tehsildar, Ludhiana (East). 


As per Para 29 of the above judgment where statute provides for something to be done in a particular manner it can be done in that manner alone and all other modes of performance are necessarily forbidden. 


As such there is no necessity to implead respondent No.1, 2 & 3 as necessary party. Meanwhile as requested by you vide letter dated 25.6.2013 as remedy of first appeal can be availed by applicant if he so desires and if, however, the applicant-appellant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the appellant 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.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sanjiv Khanna

No. 804, Sector 2,

Panchkula.      
                                                         

 ...Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Tehsildar,

Dera Bassi,

(Distt. Mohali)







…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1877  of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the Respondent: Shri Dharam Singh, Office Kanungo. 

Vide RTI application dated 17.12.2012 addressed to the Sub-Divisional Magistrate / Tehsidlar, Dera Bassi, Sh. Sanjeev Khanna sought various information on 11 points pertaining to the acquisition of land comprising Khasra No. 1038/680(3-5) and 1040/681(0-15) at village Singhpura, Hadbast No. 43, Tehsil Dera Bassi, Distt. Mohali on National Highway No. 22 (Ambala to Zirakpur) vide notification No. S.O. 1030 dated 07.07.2006 NHAI, as he was owner of part of the land.


The Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Dera Bassi, vide Memo. No. 178/RTI dated 21.12.2012 transferred the request of the applicant-complainant to the Tehsildar, Dera Bassi in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


It is further the case of the applicant-complainant that he sent a reminder to the respondent on 07.03.2013.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.05.2013.


Today during hearing it is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the Tehsildar, Dera Bassi to the complainant vide letter No.237 dated 21.6.2013 which has duly been received by the complainant under his signatures on 25.6.2013.  The complainant has further given in writing to the Tehsildar, Dera Bassi that there is no objection if his case is closed/disposed of. 

Since the complete information stands provided, the case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Seema Rani,

No. 519, Street No. 5,

Preet Nagar,

Bhai Himmat Singh Nagar,

Dugri,

Ludhiana.
                                               


 
    …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.

Atam Nagar, U-1,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.

Atam Nagar, U-1,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1098 of 2013

Order

Present:
None on for the Appellant. 


For Respondents: Shri Parvesh Chander, Revenue Accountant.

Dr. Seema Rani, vide RTI application dated 04.02.2013 addressed to respondent No. 1, sought the following information pertaining to her letter no. 204/2013  dated 08.01.2013 addressed to the respondent: -

1.
Intimate the date of receipt of letter no. 204/.2013 dated 08.01.2013 sent vide receipt no. EP047571204 IN.

2.
Supply copy of the note sheet vide which her letter was put up to the competent authority along with copy of orders passed and action taken on each order.


Though a formal complaint to the Chairman of the respondent office is made vide letter on 19.03.2013, the same has been treated as first appeal. 


The Second Appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 15.05.2013. 


Copy of Memo. No. 1850 dated 21.06.2013 addressed to the applicant-appellant has been received in the Commission whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided. 


I have perused the provided information sent by the Additional Superintending Engineer (Distribution), Model Town Division (Special), PSPC, Ltd., Ludhiana to the appellant  vide letter No.1850 dated 21.6.2013 and have found the same to be deficient and not in accordance with the RTI application filed by the appellant. It is further observed that the respondent-PIO have totally dealt in a casual manner RTI application dated 4.2.2013 filed by appellant.  

And even after notice issued by Commission no correct information stood provided:
(i) PIO is, therefore, directed to provide pointwise, complete, correct and duly attested information, free of cost under registered cover to the appellant within 15 days. 

(ii) Sh. Sanjeev Parbhakar, PIO-cum-Additional Superintending Engineer (Distribution), Model Town Division (Special), Punjab State Power Corporation, Ltd., Ludhiana is further given a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005.
(iii) In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 
(iv) PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 16.7.2013 at 11:00 AM.  










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

Sh. Sanjeev Parbhakar, 



(Registered)

Public Information Officer-cum-

Additional Superintending Engineer (Distribution),

Model Town Division (Special), 

Punjab State Power Corporation, Ltd., 

Ludhiana.  

-For necessary compliance.



Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Avtar Singh Rai,

665/1, Gali No. 19,

Punjab Mata Nagar,

Pakhowal Road,

Ludhiana.
                                               


 
    …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Civil Surgeon,

Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1138 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Avtar Singh in person.

For Respondent: Dr Pardeep Sharma,APIO and Shri Ajay Kumar, Dealing Assistant.

Vide RTI application dated 17.10.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Avtar Singh Rai sought the following information: -

1.
Original letter of sanction of posts in this dispensary by the Finance Deptt. And posting of staff against these posts for the last five years; 

2.
If any post has been converted into any other designation or any staff adjusted as adjustment, then copy of these orders with the noting of that file be provided.


First appeal with the First Appellate Authority was filed on 26.03.2013 whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 24.05.2013.


During the hearing today Dr Pardeep Sharma appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO-cum-Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana states that the list of the A.N.M.(female) with their posting position has already been supplied to the appellant on 8.5.2013 which has duly been received by him under his signatures. He further stated that information on Point No.2 is not available in their office, since same relates to the Directorate of Health Services, Punjab, as such it can be obtained by the appellant from their office.


I have perused the provided information. It is observed that same is neither pointwise nor in accordance with RTI application filed by the appellant. 

(i) PIO-cum- Assistant Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana  is therefore, directed to provide pointwise, complete, duly attested information to the appellant within 15 days, free of cost under registered cover

(ii) Further for providing incomplete, incorrect information in a casual manner, Sh. K.S.Saini, PIO-cum-Assistant Civil Surgeon, Ludhiana is hereby given a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005


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

(iii)
PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with one spare copy of provided information and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 23.7.2013 at 11:00 AM.  










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-

Sh. K.S.Saini, 



(Registered)

Public Information Officer-cum-

Assistant Civil Surgeon, 

Ludhiana. 

-For necessary compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlok Singh

s/o Sh. Chain Singh

Superintendent, Panchayat Samiti,

Talwara,

Tehsil Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.   
                                                         

 ...Complainant
Vs. 
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,   

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.       

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Secretary Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,   

Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh.                                                                           …Respondents

Complaint Case No. 1744  of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant in person.

For the Respondents: Ms Kamlesh Kumar, Under Secretary (RD) and Shri Rakesh Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent.

Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 15.09.2012             addressed to PIO O/O Secretary, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9-A, Chandigarh, sought following information on five points pertaining to transfer application dated 14.6.2012 of the complainant:-

1. Provide receipt No. and date of my application in your office;

2. Intimate the name/address/phone number  of the employee who received dak (in the office of Directorate);

3. Provide copies of noting of the application of all the officers;

4. Provide copy of transfer policy;

5. Provide copy of the government letter or letter issued under the policy for the recommendation of the Minister for transfer.  


Failing to get any response 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 20.11.2012.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 03.06.2013.


On 03.06.2013 when the case came up for hearing, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present. 


Copy of a communication dated 24.5.2013 had been received in the Commission under the signatures of Financial Commissioner Rural Development and Panchayats Punjab, Chandigarh directing the Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab to ensure that the requisite information was provided to the complainant by 28.05.2013 by all means.  But it had been observed that neither any information had been provided nor had anyone appeared on behalf of the respondents i.e. Financial Commissioner Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh or Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, despite the issuance of notice dated 21.05.2013.   Not to speak of providing the information, even no compliance of Para 3 of the Notice of hearing dated 21.05.2013 issued by the Commission had been made, which read as under:-


“3.
You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing, with an advance copy to the Appellant / Complainant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO and shall disclose the name and designation the P.I.O. and the First Appellate Authority”.


Also Shri S. Karuna Raju, IAS, Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Ajitgarh was directed to ensure that the respondent-PIO appears before the Commission today with action taken report and complete record pertaining to RTI application dated 15.09.2012 of the complainant. 


During the hearing today, Ms Kamlesh Kumari, PIO-cum-Under Secretary, Rural Development Department states that the requisite information has been provided to Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant vide letter No.1843 dated 19.6.2013. However, Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant lamented that the provided information is incomplete and deficient. 


As such,Ms Kamlesh Kumari, PIO-cum-Under Secretary(RD) is directed to file detailed affidavit on the correctness of the provided information with reference to the RTI application dated 15.9.2012 filed by the complainant on the next date of hearing, with an advance copy of it to be Applicant. 


Adjourned to 9.7.2013 at 11:00 AM.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:



Ms Kamlesh Kumar, 

Public Information Officer-cum-

Under Secretary (Rural Development)

O/O Director 

Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar. 
-For necessary compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlok Singh

s/o Sh. Chain Singh

Superintendent, Panchayat Samiti,

Talwara,

Tehsil Dasuya,

Distt. Hoshiarpur.   
                                                         

 ...Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,   

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.       

                                                                        …Respondents

Complaint Case No. 1591  of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant in person.

For the Respondents: Ms Kamlesh Kumar, Under Secretary (RD) and Shri Rakesh Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent.
 
Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 15.09.2012                addressed to PIO O/O Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Ajitgarh, sought following information on five points pertaining to transfer application dated 14.6.2012 of the complainant:-

1. Provide receipt No. and date of my application in your office;

2. Intimate the name/address/phone number  of the employee who received dak (in the office of Directorate);

3. Provide copies of noting of the application of all the officers;

4. Provide copy of transfer policy;

5. Provide copy of the government letter or letter issued under the policy for the recommendation of the Minister for transfer.  


Failing to get any response 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 20.11.2012.


Since the perusal of the complaint revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 03.06.2013.


On 03.06.2013 when the case was taken up for hearing, neither the complainant nor the respondent had come present. 


It was observed that the requirements of Para 3 of the Notice of hearing dated 06.05.2013 issued by the Commission had also not been complied with, which was directed to be done forthwith.   


Therefore, Shri S. Karuna Raju, IAS, Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Ajitgarh was, directed to ensure that the respondent-PIO appeared personally before the Commission today  with the action taken report and complete records as per RTI application dated 15.09.2012 filed by complainant Sh. Tarlok Singh. 


During the hearing today, Ms Kamlesh Kumari, Respondent PIO –cum-Under Secretary, Rural Development Department states that the requisite information has been provided to Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant vide letter No.1843 dated 19.6.2013. However, Shri Tarlok Singh, complainant lamented that the provided information is incomplete and deficient. 


In view of this, PIO-cum-Under Secretary(RD) shall file detailed affidavit on the correctness of the provided information with reference to the RTI application dated 15.9.2012 filed by the complainant, on the next date of hearing, with one copy of it to the Applicant.


Adjourned to 9.7.2013 at 11:00 AM.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:



Ms Kamlesh Kumar, 

Public Information Officer-cum-

Under Secretary (Rural Development)

O/O Director 

Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

S.A.S.Nagar. 
-For necessary compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurvinderjit Singh

s/o Sh. Manjit Singh,

No. 262, I-Block,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana. 


   

    

 
       …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana. 




        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 969/13

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.



For the Respondent: Shri Raj Kumar, APIO-cum-Superintendent.


In this case, vide RTI application dated 25.01.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Gurvinderjit Singh had sought the following information: -

1.
When was the possession of plot no. 326-E situated at Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar, Ludhiana, under 0475 Acre Scheme given to the allottee?  If not given, reasons for the same;

2.
List of person whom the possession has been given so far.  If due to some unavoidable reasons the possession could not be given, what is its alternative?

3.
Certified copies of the orders of Hon’ble High Court regarding concessions etc. to the allottees;

4.
List of allottees who have not made full payments so far, in respect of the plots allotted to them under the above said scheme,  

5.
List of persons who have been allotted another plot against the original allotment. 


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 1221 dated 12.03.2013 provided the point-wise information. 


First appeal before the First appellate authority – Respondent No. 2 was filed on 13.03.2013. 


The Second appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 15.04.2013 and according, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 04.06.2013 when Sh. Gurvinderjit Singh, the applicant-appellant had stated that the information provided by the respondents was not satisfactory and as such, they be directed to provide him point-wise requisite specific information according to his RTI application and case was adjourned to today for further hearing. 


During hearing it is observed that no information has been provided on Point No.1 & 4.  Shri Paramjit Singh, EO, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is, therefore, directed to provide point-wise, attested information, free of cost with a period of 7 days.  


APIO-MC, Ludhiana vide letter No.2745 dated 25.6.2013 provided the appellant point-wise information. 


Further since no correct information stands provided to the appellant despite of the fact that he filed RTI application dated 25.1.2013 and first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 13.3.2013 and casual and irresponsible approach has been adopted by the PIO.


As such, Sh. Paramjit Singh, PIO-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005



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


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Adjourned to 16.7.2013 at 11:00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-

Sh. Paramjit Singh, 

Public Information Officer-cum-

Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana. 

-For necessary compliance. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.07.2013




  State Information Commissioner

