STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indra Market, Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3                                                                                 
…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                             …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1137 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP; and Kulvir Singh, Draughtsman.


In this case, Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon, Appellant vide an RTI application No. RTI/RAF/120/LDH dated 04.02.2013, addressed to respondent No. 1 had sought the following information:-

1. Please provide all the information on the number of Business / Commercial activities running in houses under the jurisdiction of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Zone-D.

2. Please provide all the information on the nature of business activities running in houses under the jurisdiction of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Zone-D.

3. Please provide all the information on the last survey for commercial activities done by the Municipal Corporation Ludhiana –Zone-D if any?

4. Please provide certified copies of notices issued to such property owners if any since 1st January, 2000 till date in Zone-D of MC, Ludhiana.

5. Please provide all the information on names and designations of responsible officers who have not taken any action for business activities running in the houses under the jurisdiction of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Zone-D.

6. Please provide all the information within the meaning of Section 2(f) read with 2(j) or the RTI Act, 2005 available with your office for such property owners in Zone-D, Ludhiana. 


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 – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 07.03.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 15.05.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.07.2013.


Response to the notice of hearing issued by the Commission had been tendered by the respondents vide letter dated 26.06.2013, which was taken on record.  Copy of letter no. 162 dated 25.06.2013 addressed by the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone D, Ludhiana to the ATP Sh. Rajinder Sharma had also been received whereby assistance of Sh. Sharma had been sought in the matter and he had been treated as ‘Deemed PIO’ in terms of Section 5(4) and Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the hearing dated 18.07.2013, the respondents submitted copy of letter no. 1638/ATP-D/RTI/D dated 18.02.2013 whereby it was communicated to the applicant-appellant that no door to door survey in the residential areas had ever been conducted to find out if any commercial activity was going on in any residential building and as such, they had nothing to report in the matter.   Since the appellant pleaded non-receipt of the same, a copy of the same had been provided to him during the hearing. 


Sh. Karandeep Singh, the applicant-appellant submitted that on an earlier occasion, a different version had been communicated by the respondents.   However, a copy of the same was not available on the file.


In the circumstances, both - Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO; and Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP who had been named as ‘Deemed PIO’, were directed to file their respective duly sworn affidavit about the veracity of the information provided while appearing personally today.   They were also issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  


It was further recorded that in case the complete information was provided by the respondent-PIO and no more information existed in the office records, respondent-PIO would file a duly sworn affidavit to this effect. 


Reply to the show cause notice has been tendered by Sh. Rajinder Sharma, Asstt. Town Planner.  Similarly, reply affidavit of Sh. Tejinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO has also been received which is taken on record. 


The case was called thrice; however, no appearance has been put in on behalf of the appellant.   No communication has been received from him either.


Perusal of the case file reveals that the point-wise information in response to RTI application dated 04.02.2013 stands provided by the respondent-PIO vide letter no. 466/RTI dated 08.03.2013.


As such, appellant is advised to file his observations to the same with the respondent-PIO within three days who will, thereafter, reply to the same within next 4 days, failing which it will be construed that he is satisfied with the response received and further order in the case will be passed accordingly. 


Superintendent, House Tax Branch, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will also file an affidavit on the next date fixed that the information provided is complete, correct and as per the records.


Sh. Rajinder Sharma, ATP, who is not connected with the matter, is exempted from further appearance in this case. 


Adjourned to 21.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-


Shri Tejinder Pal Singh,


(Registered)



Public Information Officer-cum-



Superintendent,



Municipal Corporation, Zone-D,



Ludhiana. 



-For necessary compliance. 





Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satish Sharma 

s/o Shri Dharam Pal,

r/o 572/15, Bank Colony,

Khanna, 

Ludhiana-141401.          

                                               
…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Medical Officer I/c

Rural Hospital Issru,

Tehsil Khanna,

District Ludhiana.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Senior Medical Officer 

Civil Community Health Centre, 

Mannupur, 

Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                    



…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1116 of 2013

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Satish Sharma in person.

For the respondents: Dr. Gulshan Rai, Medical Officer In charge, Rural Hospital, Issru; and Dr. Lachhman Singh, Senior Medical Officer Community Health Centre, Mannupur, Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana.

Shri Satish Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.02.2013 addressed to PIO-cum-Senior Medical Officer I/c Rural Hospital Issru, Primary Health Centre Mannupur, Ludhiana, had sought the following information pertaining to letter No. D/72/R.H.I dated 23.07.2012 issued by Dr. Gulshan Rai, Senior Medical Officer I/c Rural Hospital Issru, Primary Health Centre Mannupur, Ludhiana and his statement dated 01.11.2012 before the Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana:-

1. Provide information in writing that which three specialized doctors can issue Medical Fitness Certificate of the Medical Board for arms license, also provide details of those three specialized doctors as per their degree and also copy of the Rules of the Medical Board;

2. Whether these three specialized doctors were available in August, 2004 in the Rural Hospital, Issru?

3. If these three specialized doctors were not available in August, 2004 in the Rural Hospital, Issru, as per hospital record, then could Dr. G.S. Mulhi, ENT Medical Officer issued Medical Report Form at his own level for the arm license?

4. Provide how many Medical Certificates were issued by the Rural Hospital, Issru during the period 24.08.2010 to 21.02.2013 as per government official record and also provide certificate copies of the Medical Certificates, issued during this period by the Rural Hospital, Issru along with OPD number, copies of pages of OPD register of that date.  


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 09.04.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 11.05.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.07.2013 when  the respondent stated that the requisite information had been provided to the applicant-appellant, who, on the other hand, had asserted otherwise.   During the proceedings, it transpired that information according to the RTI application dated 21.02.2013 had not been provided by the respondents.     It was further observed that Dr. Gulshan Rai, present on behalf of the respondents, was not familiar with the facts of the case and was unable to answer the queries put forth by the Commission pertaining to the case in hand.   So much so, he was unable to provide the particulars of the designated Public Information Officer.

 
In the interest of justice, one more opportunity was afforded to Dr. Gulshan Rai, present on behalf of the respondent, to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise specific duly attested information according to RTI application dated 21.02.2013, free of cost, per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today, along with a copy of the information so provided, for its perusal and records.

It was further observed that despite the fact that the applicant-appellant had preferred first appeal before the First Appellate Authority - Senior Medical Officer I/c Rural Hospital, Issru, Primary Health Centre Mannupur, Ludhiana, the FAA had failed to act according to the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and decide the appeal in accordance therewith.    

As such, both – Dr. Gulshan Rai, Medical Officer In charge, Rural Hospital, Issru; and Dr. Lachhman Singh, Senior Medical Officer Community Health Centre, Mannupur, Tehsil Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana were issued a show cause notice each under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  


PIO was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which, it was recorded, further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    He was further directed to present today complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant.  


Today, the respondents tendered copy of their communication bearing no. 1565 dated 30.07.2013 wherewith the point-wise complete information according to RTI application dated 21.02.2013 stands provided to the applicant-appellant who, upon perusal thereof, expressed his satisfaction. 


Reply affidavits to the show cause notice have also been tendered by Dr. Lachhman Singh and Dr. Gulshan Rai, which are taken on record.   They have, inter alia, cited heavy workload, lack of proper infrastructure, financial constraints and shortage of staff as the factors responsible for the delay caused in providing the information.


The explanation submitted by the respondents is accepted.  The Commission is of the view that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent-PIO or any of his officials for the delay caused and no part of it can be termed as deliberate or intentional.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant Sh. Satish Sharma stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Narinder Kaur

D/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

65-F, Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri,

Patiala.



    

 
            
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Block-A, Mini Secretariat,

Patiala.



        
 
              

…Respondent

CC- 2284/13

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Jasbir Singh.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.05.2013 addressed to the respondent-PIO, Ms. Narinder Kaur sought details of vehicles entered at serial no. 1 to 200 in the entry register on 01.04.2013.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed the present complaint with the Commission, vide letter dated 21.06.2013, received in its office ion 24.06.2013.


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 today.


As per the complainant, no information has so far been provided by the respondent-PIO.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him. 


In the circumstances, Sh. Tejinder Singh Dhaliwal, PCS, Distt. Transport Officer, Patiala-PIO is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date fixed along with complete relevant records pertaining to the information sought by the complainant along with day-to-day action report on the RTI application dated 17.05.2013 submitted by the applicant-complainant.


Adjourned to 21.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


         State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Tejinder Singh Dhaliwal, PCS,

(REGISTERED)
District Transport Officer,

Patiala. 

For compliance, as recorded hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


         State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. A. Seth, MVI, Patiala came present on behalf of the respondent.   He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


         State Information Commissioner
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Narinder Kaur

D/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

65-F, Rattan Nagar,

Tripuri,

Patiala.



    

 
            
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Block-A, Mini Secretariat,

Patiala.



        
 
              

…Respondent

CC- 2285/13

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Jasbir Singh.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.05.2013 addressed to the respondent-PIO, Ms. Narinder Kaur sought the number of large and small / regular vehicles passed from 18.02.2013 to 21.03.2013.   She further sought copies of the records contained in the entry register in seriatim.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed the present complaint with the Commission, vide letter dated 21.06.2013, received in its office on 24.06.2013.


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 today.


As per the complainant, no information has so far been provided by the respondent-PIO.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him. 


In the circumstances, Sh. Tejinder Singh Dhaliwal, PCS, Distt. Transport Officer, Patiala-PIO is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date fixed along with complete relevant records pertaining to the information sought by the complainant along with day-to-day action report on the RTI application dated 17.05.2013 submitted by the applicant-complainant.


Adjourned to 21.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.






Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


         State Information Commissioner 

Copy to:

Sh. Tejinder Singh Dhaliwal, PCS,

(REGISTERED)
District Transport Officer,

Patiala. 

For compliance, as recorded hereinabove. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


         State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. A. Seth, MVI, Patiala came present on behalf of the respondent.   He has been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing including the next date fixed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mohinder Parshad,

House No.109, Gali No. 8-C,

Shanti Nagar,

Manimajra,

Chandigarh (UT)


    

 
            
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.



        
 
              

…Respondent

CC- 2316/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Mohinder Parshad in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Paramjit Singh, Asstt.


Vide RTI application dated 04.02.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Mohinder Parshad sought the following information pertaining to land comprised in Khewat / Khatauni no. 354/360, Khasra No. 79//49(0-16) situated in village Kurali, H.B. No. 121, Tehsil Kharar, Distt. Mohali, acquired by the Punjab Govt. for ‘Cattle fair’: -


1.
The status of the compensation of the above said land;

2.
The status of the communications / legal notice dated 25.06.2012, 06.08.2012; and 05.11.2012;

3.
Action taken on the communications / legal notice dated 25.06.2012, 06.08.2012; and 05.11.2012;

4.
Reasons for not taking any action by the department on the above said communications. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, vide letter dated 24.06.2013, received in its office on 26.06.2013.


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 today.


While Sh. Mohinder Parshad, the applicant-complainant stated that no information has so far been provided to him by the respondent, Sh. Paramjit Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, stated that he has brought the information to the Commission for onward transmission to the applicant-complainant.   Perusal thereof revealed that the same was neither point-wise according to the RTI application dated 04.02.2013 made by the applicant nor did it answer the queries raised by him. 


As such, respondent PIO, on the next date fixed, shall present the entire relevant records pertaining to the information sought, along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant, before the Commission for its perusal.    No one below the rank of Tehsildar is directed to be deputed by the respondent on the next date fixed.


Since already much delay has taken place, the case is adjourned to 07.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Lokesh Kumar

s/o Sh.Pyare Lal

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road,

Kurali (Mohali)


    

 
            
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Kurali,

Distt. Mohali.



        
 
              

…Respondent

CC- 2325/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lokesh Kumar in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Girish Verma, Executive Officer; Raghunandan Singh, Acctt; Jhirmal Singh, Jr. Asstt. and Rajesh Kumar, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 09.03.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Lokesh Kumar sought the following information: -

1.
Names of officers / officials charge sheeted, from January 2001 to March, 2013 stating reasons for the same and the punishment awarded in each case;

2.
When was shop (ground floor) Property No. 583, Ward No. 2, Kurali was constructed and since when house tax is being charged?

3.
Who is the owner of shop (ground floor) Property No. 583, Ward No. 2, Kurali as on 20.06.2010 and in March, 2013?

4.
Time taken for transfer of the property from the date of application?

5.
As per Punjab Govt. notification, who is responsible for payment of the property tax i.e. the owner or the occupant / tenant?  Rates of the same for a shop and a house.     

6.
Dates of house tax bills along with dates of payment thereof pertaining to shop (ground floor) Property No. 583, Ward No. 2, Kurali for the period 2010-11, 2011-12 and 2012-13.  Also please indicate in whose names these bills had been raised.


Respondent PIO, vide letter no. 379 dated 03.04.2013 provided the information which has been received by the applicant under protest, on 04.04.2013, terming the same to be incomplete. 

 
The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, vide letter dated 24.06.2013, received in its office on 26.06.2013.


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 today.


Today, the respondents stated that as the applicant-complainant was not satisfied with the response dated 03.04.2013, he was called upon to visit the office and inspect the relevant records to identify the documents copies whereof are required by him.   Pursuant thereto, it has been stated, the relevant information was once again provided to him vide letter no. 675 dated 11.06.2013 removing the objections taken by him.    A copy of the said communication has been placed on record. 


The complainant still has his reservations on the information provided.  Since in terms of the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India dated 12.12.2011 delivered in Civil Appeals No. 10787-10788 of 2011, no direction for providing the information can be given by the Commission in a complaint case, the complainant is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority – Regional Deputy Director, Local Bodies, Patiala in terms of 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.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Chander Shekhar

s/o Sh. Ram Sewak,

No. 4, Ward No. 2,

Kurali (Mohali)


    

 
            
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Kurali,

Distt. Mohali.



        
 
              

…Respondent

CC- 2326/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Chander Shekhar in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Girish Verma, Executive Officer; Raghunandan Singh, Acctt; Jhirmal Singh, Jr. Asstt. and Rajesh Kumar, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 16.04.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Lokesh Kumar sought the following information: -

1.
Ward-wise list of illegal construction and occupation within the municipal limits of Kurali;

2.
List of employees (permanent, temporary, contractual) with full details such as name, date of joining, educational qualification at the time of joining; 

3.
Time taken for transfer of the property in assessment register from the date of application; 

4.
Attested copy of movement register of officers / officials of the Municipal Council, Kurali between 1 April and 9 April. 


Respondent PIO, vide letter no. 538 dated 09.05.2013 provided the point-wise information. 


Today, the respondents tendered copy of their letter no. 715 dated 20.06.2013 addressed to the applicant-complainant whereby some information in response to Para 1 of the RTI application dated 16.04.2013 is stated to have been provided to him. 


All the points of information were discussed during the hearing in the presence of both the parties upon which Sh. Girish Sharma, Executive Officer agreed to provide the applicant seniority-wise list of the officials / officers giving all their relevant particulars as has been sought by him.


Further, respondents have informed the applicant that there is no time limit specified under the Right to Service Act for transfer of the property in assessment register from the date of application – in response to information sought under point no. 3 which has been strongly contested by the applicant terming the information provided to be against the facts.


For the information regarding the encroachments on the municipal lands, the contention of the respondents regarding its being voluminous is accepted and the complainant is advised to visit the respondent office for inspection of the relevant records and to identify the documents copies whereof are needed by him.   The respondent shall, thereafter, provide the same as per the RTI application in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent PIO, on the next date fixed, shall present the entire relevant records pertaining to the information sought, along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant, before the Commission for its perusal.    


Adjourned to 20.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Village Bolapur Jhabewal,

PO Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.







…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Bus Stand,

Barnala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o   Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.

                                          


…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1434 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Sh. Satwinder Singh, Supdt. for respondent no. 1;



Sh. Ajaib Singh, Supdt. for respondent no. 2.


Vide RTI application dated 23.03.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Jasbir Singh sought the following information: -

1.
Number of government, AC, Deluxe, Integral coach, HVAC buses at Bus Stand, District Barnala and under the control of the respondent;  Registration number of the respective vehicles;

2.
An attested copy of the respective routes and time table pertaining to government buses and Integral Coach, HVAC, AC, Deluxe buses;

3.
Copies of fitness certificates issued by he Board of Inspection to  various government, AC, Deluxe, Integral coach, HVAC buses;

4.
A list containing details of validity of the respective insurance certificates / policies;

5.
Total no. of private AC / Deluxe, Integral Coach, HVAC buses plying from Bus Stand, Barnala, every day along with their respective routes and time table; 


First appeal with the Director, State Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh was filed on 23.05.2013, who, vide letter no. 3310 dated 28.05.2013 forwarded the same in original, to respondent no. 2. 


The Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission on 25.06.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Copy of communication bearing no. 1467 dated 18.07.2013 addressed to the applicant-appellant Sh. Jasbir Singh has been received from respondent no. 1 – General Manager, PRTC, Barnala wherein it has been stated that the relevant information pertaining to PRTC Barnala Depot has been sent by registered post vide letter no. 406 dated 26.04.2013.   It has further been communicated by the respondent that the Bus Stand, Barnala is under the control of Improvement Trust Barnala and the relevant information be sought accordingly.  


A communication through fax has been received from Sh. Jasbir Singh, the applicant-appellant; however, the same is not clear.


Sh. Satwinder Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1 stated that the requisite information has already been provided to the appellant.   However, the same is hand-written and not legible.   As such, respondent PIO is directed to send the point-wise complete relevant information as available on records, duly typed and attested, by registered post, within a period of seven days and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the provided information before the Commission for its perusal and records.


Respondent PIO is further directed to file a duly sworn affidavit stating that the information provided is complete and as per records and that there is no further information pending on records which could be provided to the applicant-appellant in response to his RTI application dated 23.03.2013.


Appellant, who is not present in today’s hearing, is advised to be present on the next date of hearing, failing which the case would be decided ex-parte after hearing the respondent-PIO without entertaining any written communication sent by him. 


Adjourned to 21.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Arun Kumar,

Section Officer,

Punjab State Planning Board,

SCO 70-72, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.



    

 
            
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Employment Generation & Training, Punjab,

SCO 47/1, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh-160017


        
 
              

…Respondent

CC- 1557/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Arun Kumar in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Malkit Singh, Joint Director; Jatinder Kumar Sareen, Deputy Director-PIO; and Swaranjit, Jr. Asstt. 


Oral as well as written submissions of both the parties taken on record.


The order to be pronounced and communicated to the parties.






Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harvinder Singh 

s/o Shri Ujagar Singh,

r/o Vill. & P.O. Kheri Salabatpur,

Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                     

…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Tehsildar,

Chamkaur Sahib, 

Distt. Roopnagar.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o   Tehsildar,

Chamkaur Sahib, 

Distt. Roopnagar.                                          


…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1230 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Harvinder Singh in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Sushil Sharma, Tehsildar.


In the present case, Shri  Harvinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29.11.2012, addressed to APIO-Tehsildar, Chamkaur Sahib, District Roopnagar, had sought following information on four points:-

1. Provide details of cancelled area after sale to non-Harijan in Central / State government restricted auction in Tehsil Roopnagar;

2. Whether possession of this area was ever taken by government or girdawaris were entered in the names of fictitious persons by the officers/officials of the Revenue Department; 

3.  Provide the details villages/area/persons whom this area was allotted. 

4. Whether this area was cancelled from the name of same person to whom it was allotted and also intimate whether mining was done or not in the cancelled area. If yes, intimate the name of the persons. 

 
Tehsildar, Chamkaur Sahib vide letter No.1165 dated 28.12.2013 had informed the appellant that the information demanded in the RTI application dated 29.11.2012 related to Tehsil Roopnagar; therefore, this information could not be provided by him. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Harvinder Singh had filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 11.01.2013.  

 
The appellant vide letter dated 11.01.2013 requested Tehsildar, Chamkaur Sahib to amend his required information in RTI application dated 29.11.2012 reading it Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib instead of Tehsil Roopnagar. 

 
Thereafter, Tehsildar, Chamkaur Sahib vide letter No. 85 dated 05.02.2013 informed the appellant that Chamkaur Sahib Sub Division was created in the year 2006. Therefore, any record prior 2006 can be had from Tehsil Roopnagar. He further stated that any information after the year 2006 could be had from his office on any working day from 9:00 am to 5:00 pm and information relating to land was available on web site www.plrs.org.in. and the information relating to mining in the area could be had from Mining Department.   


Failing to get satisfactory information the appellant approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 09.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2013 when it was observed that though the Tehsildar, Chamkaur Sahib had written to the appellant that Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib came into existence in 2006, yet no information from 2006 onwards pertaining to the said Tehsil had been provided by the respondent-PIO.   Further, it was observed that the application for information pertaining to Tehsil Ropar was also not transferred to the concerned PIO as envisaged under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.  


Therefore, Sh. Sushil Sharma, Tehsildar, Chamkaur Sahib was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  He was further directed to ensure his personal presence today and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which, it was recorded, further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, respondent PIO was directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information according to his RTI application dated 29.11.2012, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today, for its perusal and records.


Today, the appellant Sh. Harvinder Singh made a statement that complete information to his satisfaction now stands provided by the respondents. 


Reply affidavit to the show cause notice has also been tendered by Sh. Sushil Sharma, the respondent-PIO which is taken on record.  It has been stated by Sh. Sharma that Tehsil Chamkaur Sahib came in existence later in point of time and since there was no provision of a record room in the office at Chamkaur Sahib, its records were also lying in the record room at Roopnagar.    As such, he has further pleaded, some delay has taken place for which he has tendered an unconditional apology and has assured the Commission that he would be more careful while dealing with such matters, in future. 


The explanation submitted by the respondent is accepted.  The Commission is of the view that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent-PIO or any of his officials for the delay caused and no part of it can be termed as deliberate or intentional.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant Sh. Harvinder Singh stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.





       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 01.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

