STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh

s/o Sh. Jaswant Singh,

Valmik Chowk,

Jandiala Guru,

Amritsar






        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o P.S. Jandiala Guru, 

Amritsar

     
   



       …Respondent
CC No.  1814/11 

Order

Present: 
None for the parties.
Heard via Video Conference.   


Today, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present and same was the case in the last hearing.   No communication has been received from either of the parties. Therefore, the Commission hereby awards a compensation of Rs. 1,500/- (Rupees One Thousand Five Hundred Only) in favour of the complainant which is payable by the Public Authority against his acknowledgement.  An attested copy of the acknowledgment should also be mailed to the Commission for records.



It is noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.

 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Senior Superintendent of Police, Amritsar.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and 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.

 
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 
 

Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 20.04.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.
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If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Gurinder Pal Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


Reply to the show cause notice issued to the PIO is directed to be submitted to the First Appellate Authority who shall take the same into account while deciding the First Appeal.



With the above said observations, the present case is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh




           
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2012

    

State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mangal Singh

41, S.J.S. Avenue,

Ajnala Road,

Gumtala

(Amritsar) – 143008






   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Engineer Division No. 3,

Water Supply & Sanitation, 

Amritsar


     
   



   …Respondent
CC No.  1573/11 

Order

Present: 
None for the Complainant.
For the Respondent: Sh. Kultar Singh, SDE (98765-34128) and Sh. Ramesh Kumar, SDO (98722-06066)
Heard via Video Conference.   

  Today Respondent present states that he had provided the information to the Complainant on 03.01.2011 by registered post.   The said letter dated 03.01.2012 reads as under: 


“Regarding your application for information dated 15.04.2011:


The para-wise information sought by you is as follows: -


(a)
You have sought record pertaining to dispatch of letter no. 11240 dated 22.07.2009 from the office of Sub Divisional Officer.  In this connection, it is intimated that no such letter bearing No. 11240 dated 22.07.2009 had originated from the office of Sub Divisional Officer.   If any such record is in your possession or you have a photocopy of the same, a copy of the same may please be submitted in the office of Sub Divisional Officer on any working day, so that the necessary information could be provided to you.

(b)
The letter no. 11240 dated 22.07.2009 referred to by you has not been diarised by this office.


(c)
The letter no. 11240 dated 22.07.2009 has neither been diarised nor despatched by this office.   If a copy of the same is provided by you, the immediate action shall be taken and report provided to you.”


I have gone through all the points and I am of the opinion that complete information stands provided.  
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Reply dated 12.01.2012 to the show cause notice dated 29.09.2011 has been received from the PIO wherein it is asserted: -



“Ref: Order dated 01.12.2011.

In this connection, it is submitted that I have relinquished charge of the Sub-Division No. 3, Amritsar on 18.04.2011 and the application submitted by Sh. Mangal Singh is dated 02.05.2011.  Thus it had not been received in the office till I gave up the charge.

Thus it is once again submitted that I am, in no way, connected with the said application.   Therefore, the show-cause notice issued may kindly be dispensed with.” 



The submissions made by the complainant (received in the office under diary no. 671 dated 12.01.2012) are not at all legible and nothing can be made out of the same. 



The explanation in response to the show cause notice has also been perused and the Commission is of the view that that no part of the delay can be termed as deliberate or intentional.  No malafide is suspected on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information sought.  Hence, no order as to any penalty. 


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




           
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2012

    

State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mangal Singh

41, S.J.S. Avenue,

Ajnala Road,

Gumtala

(Amritsar) – 143008






   …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub-Divisional Engineer Division No. 3,

Water Supply & Sanitation, 

Amritsar


     
   



  ..…Respondent
CC No.  1705/11 

Order

Present: 
None for the Complainant.

For the Respondent: Sh. Kultar Singh, SDE (98765-34128) and Sh. Ramesh Kumar, SDO (98722-06066)

Heard via Video Conference.   

 In the earlier hearing dated 01.12.2011, it was recorded: -  

“The present PIO Sh. Ramesh Kumar is directed to provide complete relevant information to the complainant, within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission.   He is further directed to deliver a copy of this order to Sh. Kultar Singh (stated to be the PIO at the relevant time) against  his acknowledgement and forward a copy of the acknowledgment to the Commission for records as his present posting has not been revealed before the Commission.

Sh. Kultar Singh shall ensure that his written submissions, if any, are made well before the next date fixed.  In case nothing is heard, it shall be presumed he has nothing to state and the Commission shall proceed further accordingly.”



Today, copy of a letter dated 03.01.2012 has been received from the respondent which is addressed to Sh. Mangal Singh, the complainant whereby the information sought has been provided as under: -
“1.
Please requisition the copy of rules pertaining to daily wages from the office of Asstt. Labour Commissioner.
2.
Maintenance bill of your Sub-Division No. 3 (month-wise detail) are sent herewith.
3.
The scheme-wise expenditure from 01.04.2009 to 30.04.2009 is as under: -
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	GND Hospital
	Govt. Medical College
	Medical Enclave

	1.65 lacs
	1.22 lacs
	1.23 lacs

	Anotamy Deptt.
	O.T. Block GND
	200-Bedded GND

	0.65 lacs
	6.14 lacs
	8.26 lacs



4.

No old material has been replaced by this Sub Divisional Office from 01.04.2009 to 30.04.2010.  New material is taken against the old material. 

5.

A number of rules under the C.S.R. deal with the leave encashment.  Please specify the rule(s) required by you.”



I have gone through all the points and I am of the opinion that complete information stands provided.  



Reply dated 12.01.2012 to the show cause notice dated 29.09.2011 has been received from the PIO wherein it is asserted: -



“Ref: Order dated 01.12.2011.

In this connection, it is submitted that I have relinquished charge of the Sub-Division No. 3, Amritsar on 18.04.2011 and the application submitted by Sh. Mangal Singh is dated 02.05.2011.  Thus it had not been received in the office till I gave up the charge.
Thus it is once again submitted that I am, in no way, connected with the said application.   Therefore, the show-cause notice issued may kindly be dispensed with.” 


The submissions made by the complainant (received in the office under diary no. 671 dated 12.01.2012) are not at all legible and nothing can be made out of the same. 



The explanation in response to the show cause notice has also been perused and the Commission is of the view that that no part of the delay can be termed as deliberate or intentional.  No malafide is suspected on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information sought.  Hence, no order as to any penalty. 


Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




           
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2012

    

State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sanjay Sehgal,

SCO -88,

New Rajinder Nagar Market,


Tehsil Road, 

City –Jalandhar, Punjab. 




        …Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana
     
   



       ..…Respondent
AC No.  1050/11 

Order  

Present: 
None for the parties. 


Heard via Video Conference.   



In the earlier order dated 21.12.2011 wherein Sh. Karanbir Singh, Acctt.-cum-PIO had appeared on behalf of the Respondent, it was stated by him that the information pertained to 150 plots; and sought one month’s time to compile the information, which was granted. 


Today no has come present on behalf of the Respondent. One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete information to the Appellant within a months’ time under intimation to the Commission. 



The case will be heard through Video Conference Facility of NIC available in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, on 14.03.2012 at 11 A.M.

Sd/-

Chandigarh




           
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2012

    

State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
Sh. Varinder Singh,

Shop no. 184, 

Akal Market,

Chaura Bazar,

Ludhiana, Punjab. 





        …Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,
Ludhiana. 

  



                  ..…Respondent
CC No.  3074/11 

Order
Present: 
Complainant Sh. Varinder Singh in person (98767-73638)


For the Respondent: Ranjiv Singh, (98143-77009)

Heard via Video Conference.
 

In the earlier hearing dated 21.12.2011, the complainant demanded a copy of the Agreement signed by the MC which, the respondent had assured, would be provided before the next date fixed in the case. 

 

 A copy of the agreement had already been provided to the Complainant. Complainant Sh. Varinder Singh mentioned that slips of the car parking are to be got printed by the MC as per the copy of the Agreement provided to him, however, the said slips are being got printed by the contractor.   At this, the Respondent stated that this practice is continuing for years together and no comments can be offered.


The Commission is of the view that complete information as per the original application stands provided.  However, in case the complainant requires any further clarification in the matter, he is advised to take up the matter with the higher competent authority.

 
 
Seeing the merits of the case it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh




           
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2012

    

State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harpal Singh 

s/o Sh. Jangir Singh 

Village Mine Wala,

Tehsil Jalalabad (West), Ferozepur

  

        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Forest Officer,

Ferozepur 


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Conservator of Forests,

Ferozepur






  …Respondents

AC - 226/11

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Harpal Singh in person. (98728-76197)


For the Respondent: Sh. Jagroop Singh, DFO (94174-22348)
Heard via Video Conference.   

  

In the earlier hearing dated 21.12.2011 a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Sanjeev Tiwari, DFO-cum-PIO, Ferozepur who was stated to be the PIO designated during the relevant period; and not Sh. Daljit Singh Brar, as had been noted in the earlier hearing. PIO was further directed to provide relevant information to the appellant within a weeks; time, under intimation the Commission. It was also directed that written submission to the show cause notice, if any, should also be made well before the next date fixed. 



Today the appellant submitted that complete relevant information to his satisfaction stands provided.

Reply to the show cause notice has also been tendered. A perusal of the same makes it clear that no part of the delay was deliberate or intentional. No malafide is suspected. Only part of the Respondent PIO for the delay in providng the information. Hence no order as to any penalty. 



Seeing the merits of the case it is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Sd/-

Chandigarh




           
Mrs. Ravi Singh
Dated: 12.01.2012

    

State Information Commissioner 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Sukha Bai, Sarpanch,

w/o Sh. Jangi Ram,

Village Pattrewala,

Tehsil Fazilka, Block Khuian Sarvar,

Ferozepur



  



        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o B.D.P.O

Block Khuian Sarvar at Abohar,

Distt. Ferozepur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer 

Ferozepur  






  …Respondents

AC - 406/11

Order



This case was last came up for hearing on 21.12.2011 vide Video conferencing when Sh. Varinder Kumar, son of the appellant came present on her behalf and on behalf of the respondent, appearance was put in by Sh. Arjun Jindal, BDPO, Kuian Sarvar.   Taking submissions of both the parties on record, the appeal was posted to date i.e. 12.01.2012 for pronouncement of the order. 



Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that vide application dated 13.10.2010, the applicant-appellant sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 from respondent No. 1: -

“1.
A no-confidence motion was passed on 30.09.2010 pertaining to Gram Panchayat, Village Patrewala, Tehsil Fazilka.  Please provide me copies of the notice of meeting sent to various Panches of the village. How many Panches were communicated about the said meeting?  Signatures in the village were obtained through Panchayat Secretary on 27.09.2010.  A copy of the same should also be provided. 

2.
While moving the no-confidence motion for removal of the Sarpanch from the office, details of objections, affidavits, statements etc. presented by various persons present in the meeting etc. be provided.”



It is further the case of the applicant-appellant that when no information was provided, she filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 22.11.2010.   Pleading that no information at all has been provided, the instant Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission on 21.04.2011.
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In the maiden hearing on 29.06.2011, respondent present had submitted that the relevant information had already been sent to the applicant by registered post; however the applicant-appellant denied having received the same.  Accordingly, respondent was directed to mail another copy of the same to Ms. Sukha Bai, the applicant-appellant, by registered post.  



In the subsequent hearing dated 18.08.2011, it was recorded: -

“Information point no. 1 has been provided. On point no. 2 some deficiencies have been pointed out by the appellant.   Respondent assured the Court that the deficiencies shall be removed and information provided on the same before the next date fixed.”



In the next hearing dated 15.11.2011, applicant-appellant asserted that incomplete information had been provided and copy of the backside of the document had not been provided.   She further alleged the information provided to be false and incorrect, apart from not being as per the records.   Since the respondent present in the said hearing namely Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary was not able to explain the matter, a show cause notice had been issued to the PIO – Sh. Arun Kumar, BDPO, Ferozepur with further directions to provide the relevant information to the appellant, posting the matter to 21.12.2012.



An affidavit dated 20.09.2010 has been produced on records of the file from Sh. Ramesh Chandier who was the Panch of village Pattre Wala, Tehsil Fazilka.  It was asserted in the affidavit as follows: -

“(a)
That I along with other Panches elected Smt. Sukha Bai wife of Sh. Jhangi Ram as Sarpanch village Pattre wala. 

(b)
That after being elected Sarpanch, Sukha Bai convened all the meetings at her residence and no meeting at all had been taken up at her residence  and no meeting at all had been convened at Panchayat Ghar.  She started indulging in malpractices and further resorted to unfair practices.  She never listen to us and always said that being the Sarpanch, she was at liberty to do any thing. 

(c)
When I found that she was causing loss to the State exchequer, and deceiving the villagers, we all the Panches decided to withdraw our support.

(d)
That all the Panches, by following the due procedure, elected Smt. Jaspal Kaur w/o Sh. Tarlok Singh r/o village Pattre wala as Sarpanch because she was an honest and hard working lady and used to take part in social service.”



In view of the observations made hereinabove, the Commission
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is of the view that complete relevant information has been provided to the applicant-appellant. 



Reply to the show cause notice has been received from the respondent. A careful perusal of the same indicates that no part of the delay can be termed as deliberate or intentional.  No malafide is suspected on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information sought by the applicant-appellant.   Hence this is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty.



However, on account of the detriments suffered by Mrs. Sukha Bai, the appellant, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded in her favour which is payable by the Public Authority namely office of the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,  Khuian Sarvar against acknowledgement within a period of one month under intimation to the Commission. An attested copy of the acknowledgement received from Mrs. Sukha Bai be produced before the Commission for records. 



In the above said terms the present appeal is hereby and disposed of



Copies of order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh




           
Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 12.01.2012



State Information Commissioner
