            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri`  H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

H.No.3402/71, Mohali.                     




     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Moga-142 001

Fiirst Appellate Authority-cum-

Deputy Commissioner, Moga.                                                           Respondent

Appeal Case No.365 of 2014
Present:
Shri  H.S. Hundal, Complainant, in person.





None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Shri H.S. Hundal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.7.13, addressed to PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Moga, sought certain information for the period 1.4.2008 to date, on 6 points pertaining to the service provided by the Suvidha Centre, Moga.  
2.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Deputy Commissioner, Moga, on 30.8.13  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  9.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

                During the hearing of the case today,  Shri H.S. Hundal, appellant stated that he has not received any response till date either from the PIO or from the First Appellate Authority and that is why he had to knock  the door of the Commission in Second Appeal.   It is further noted that total  lackadaisical approach has been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing information to the appellant.   As such a show cause notice is issued to the PIO office of  D.C.  Moga  to explain as to why penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to the maximum of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty five thousand only) be not imposed upon him for not providing the information willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause  till date to the  appellant though he filed an RTI Application on  22.7.2013.  

            He is afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed  that he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against him.

             He is further directed to provide to the appellant point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information free of cost under registered cover within a period of 7 days failing which further proceedings which include initiation of disciplinary proceedings under the provisions of Section 20 (2) of the Act ibid would be considered to be taken.   

              He is further directed to attend the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare set of  provided information.

              He  will also file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public certifying that duly attested information whatsoever is available in their office record pertaining to the RTI  Application made by the appellant has been made available to him and nothing has been concealed.

                Adjourned to  4.3.2014. at 11.00 A.M.


Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
Copy to :

The Public Information Officer,             (Registered)
       O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

        Moga-142 001
-for necessary compliance.
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Inderjit Singla S/o

Shri Pawan Kumar Singla,

Moti Nagar, Gali No.R-6, Backside

 Gill Petrol Pump, Khanna-141 401 




     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Primary Education Officer,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhdiana.

First Appellate Authority-cum-                                                                                     

District Education Officer (Primary), 
Ludhiana.                                                                                      Respondent

Appeal Case No.372 of 2014
Present:
Shri Inderjit Singla  , appellant, in person.


Shri  Dharam  Pal, Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Shri Inderjit  Singla, appellant vide an RTI application dated  22.5.2013 addressed to PIO , O/o  Block Primary Education Officer, Khanna, Distt. Ludhdiana, sought certain information on  5 points pertaining to the non sanction of  handicapped allowance to him.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he issued a reminder dated 24.6.13 and since he received no response, he  filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum District Education Officer (Primary), Ludhiana, on 29.7.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 16.1.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
          During hearing of this case today, Shri Dharam  Pal,  Accountant o/o BPEO, Block  2, Khanna, Distt.  Ludhiana stated that information on 3 points was supplied earlier.  However, since the appellant showed his dis-satisfaction on information on  remaining two points, he has brought the information and  handed over the same to the appellant  in the Commission itself.   However, the appellant stated that he is more than 50%  handicapped.   He filed an RTI Application on 25.5.13 but till date the information supplied to him by the office of the  BPEO,  Block 2,  Khanna  is without any documentary proof.   It has nowhere even  been   mentioned  that vide which letter  BPEO has referred his case to the DPI (E.E)  for sanction of  handicapped allowance.   

             It is observed that a total lackadaisical approach have been adopted by the BPEO, Block -2   Khanna  and DEO,  Primary Education,  Ludhiana  in providing  the information to the appellant though he happens  to be an employee of the Education  Deptt.   and is  handicapped.   It is noted  with concern that this approach on the part of the Respondent in providing complete information to the appellant i.e. by the  DEO,  Ludhiana and BPEO  Block-2,  Khanna is against the very spirit of the Act ibid.    As such a show cause notice is issued to Shri  Ranjit Singh, DEO (Primary) Ludhiana and Shri  Sadhu Singh, BPEO, Block  2,  Khanna under the provisions of  Section 20 (1) of the Act ibid to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn in affidavit  as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of the Act ibid  @ Rs. 250/- per day  subject to maximum of  Rs. 25,000/-  (Rs. Twenty five thousand  only) be not imposed on them.    

          They are  further  afforded an opportunity   u/s 20(1)  proviso thereto  for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next fixed  date.    They shall take note that in case they do not  file their written reply and did not avail themselves of the opportunity of  personal hearing on the next fixed date, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.

         Both of them are also directed to send duly attested  point-wise complete information to the appellant free of cost within a period of  10 days from today under registered cover.   They are also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith, one spare set of provided information.

          Adjourned to  26.2,.2014  at  11.00 AM for further proceedings.

Place: Chandigarh 



                  ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                                                 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

                    Shri Ranjit Singh                                                   Registered
                     District Education Officer  

                     (Primary)  Ludhiana.                                             .

                     Shri  Sadhu Singh                                                 Registered































                     Block Primary Education Officer, 
                     Block-2, Khanna,  
                     District    Ludhiana.                                  


Place: Chandigarh 



                ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                                          State Information Commissioner
               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
       SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms Rajinder Pal Kaur, JBT(Retd)

# 186-A, Sarabha Nagar,

Ludhiana.                                                     


            Appellantt
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o DPI(Elementary), Punjab,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority-cum-                                                                                     

DPI(Elementary), Punjab,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.                                               Respondent

Appeal Case No.376 of 2014
Present:
Ms. Rajinder Pal  Kaur,  appellant, in person.


Shri S.K. Lakha, BPEO, and Sh. Amarjit Singh, Asstt., on behalf of the 

                       Respondent,
ORDER

Ms. Rajinder Pal Kaur, appellant vide an RTI application dated 6.9.13, addressed to PIO, D.P.I.  (Pry. Education),  Punjab, Chandigarh  sought certain information on following  points:-

Action taken report on her case sent to the office of  DEO (Pry.) Jalandhar vide 

Office letter no. AP 2(1) 10701, dated  19.10.88 etc.  

            Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Director Public Instructions, (Elementary), Punjab, Mohali, dated nil  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act, and  subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  dated nil under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, ibid and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
         During hearing of this case today, it is noticed that though the appellant filed  RTI Application on  6.9.13 followed  by First Appeal before Appellate Authority, no information have been provided by the respondent to her till date though a period of more than 6 months have elapsed. Shri Amarjit Singh, Asstt. appearing on behalf of respondent stated that two PIOs deal with the matter regarding which information have been sought by the appellant, namely,  Ms. Jyoti, PIO cum Asstt. Director o/o  DPI (Elementary Education.) and Shri  Harbans Singh, Asstt.  Director o/o  DPI (Elementary Education).  It is noted that  though an inordinate delay of more than 6 months has been caused by the respondents – PIOs,  However, no information stands provided to the appellant till date.  As such this lackadaisical approach on the part of the respondents – PIOs is viewed seriously  as the same is against the very spirit of  RTI Act .  As such a show cause notice is issued to  Ms. Jyoti, PIO cum Asstt.  Director  o/o DPI, Elementary Education, Punjab and Shri Harbans Singh, Asstt.  Director, o/o DPI, Elementary Education, Punjab under the provisisons of  Section 20 (1) of the Act ibid to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn in affidavit  as to why a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day  subject to maximum of  Rs. 25,000/-  (Rs. Twenty five thousand  only) be not imposed on them.    
          They are  further  afforded an opportunity   u/s 20(1)  proviso thereto  for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next fixed  date.    They shall take note that in case they do not  file their written reply and did not avail themselves of the opportunity of  personal hearing on the next fixed date, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.

         Both of them are also directed to send duly attested  point-wise complete information to the appellant free of cost within a period of  10 days from today under registered cover.   They are also directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith one spare set of provided information.

          Adjourned to  26.2,.2014  at  11.00 AM for further proceedings.

Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

                      Ms. Jyoti, PIO cum
                      Assistant . Director

                      o/o DPI ( Elementary Education)                                              Registered.

                      Punjab. PSEB Complex, Sector 62,
                       Mohali.



                     Shri  Harbans  Singh, PIO cum
                     Assistant . Director

                     o/o DPI ( Elementary Education)                                              Registered.

                     Punjab. PSEB Complex, Sector 62,

                     Mohali.



Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs.Krishna Devi, 

B-1,705, Ram Nagar,

Jalandhar-8                                     




     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer (Ele),

Jalandhar..

First Appellate Authority-cum-                                                                                     

DPI(Elementary), Punjab,

Vidya Bhawan, Sector-62, Mohali.                                                   Respondent

Appeal Case No.377 of 2014
Present:
None for the appellant.





Shri S.K. Lakha, BPEO, Ele. Education, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Mrs. Krishna Devi, appellant vide an RTI application dated  26.7.13, addressed to PIO, o/o District Education Officer, (Elementary), Jalandhar, sought certain information on 4 points pertaining to her DCRG,  Leave encashment, GPF, and arrears of  DA , January 2012.

          Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority cum Director Public Instructions, (Elementary), Punjab, Mohali, vide letter dated 30.10.13 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on -17.1.14 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.
         During hearing of this case today,  Shri S.K. Lakha, BPEO (Ele)  Education Punjab,  Jalandhar stated that the requisite information has been sent to the  appellant vide letter no. 947, dated 12.2.14 through Head Teacher, GPS, Ramnagar,  Block  East-2.    Since the requisite information has been supplied to the applicant, the case stands disposed of accordingly.
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Joshi, 96-A,

Gurdarshan Nagar, Patiala.                         




Complainant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Chief Modern Sen. Sec.

School, Gurdwara Dukhniwaran Sahib

Road, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-cum-                                                                                     

O/o Principal Chief Modern Sen. Sec.School, 
Gurdwara Dukhniwaran Sahib Road, 
Patiala.                                                                                                     Respondent                                      

Appeal Case No.381 of 2014
Present:
Shri Bikramjit Singh for the complainant.





None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Shri Sanjiv Joshi, complainant vide an RTI application dated  16.11.13  addressed to PIO, O/o Principal Chief Modern Sen. Sec.School, Gurdwara Dukhniwaran Sahib Road, Patiala, sought  photo copy of the order vide which the Principal Secretary, of  Modern Sec. Sec. School, Bhinder  has been appointed.
           Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  20.1.14.

           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.

          During hearing of this case today,  it is noticed that a response vide letter dated 16.12.134 have been sent by the Principal, Modern Sr. Sec. School,  Patiala  wherein it has been mentioned that School authorities are not covered under RTI Act as School is not a Govt. Aided School either from the State Govt. or Central Govt.  

           Ms. Bhawna Joshi appearing for Principal,  Modern Sr. Sec. School, Patiala stated that the institute is not covered under the definition of  Section 2(h) of  RTI Act and as such is not amenable to provide  information.
           Shri Bikramjit Singh appearing for the complainant states that he wants an adjournment because he would like to file written submissions justifying that the School is a substantially financed and is covered under the definition of  Public Authority u/s  2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.  His request is acceded to.

           Adjourned to  5.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M..







Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014                               State Information Commissioner
                                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardeep Singh, s/o Shri Kartar Singh,

H.No. F-22/488, B/S Guru Ravidass Mandir,

Main Bazar, Mustfabad.

Batala Road, Amritsar.                                                                      Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o  Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.  
 First appellate authority,

 o/o  Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar                                                                                     Respondents
                                                           CC-27/14 converted to

                                                          AC No. 444 of 2014
Present:
None for the appellant, Shri Hardeep Singh.

Shri Raj Kumar, PIO cum  MTP, M.C. Amritsar, for the respondent.


ORDER:


Shri  Hardeep Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated  14.9.2013, addressed to the PIO o/o M.C. Amritsar ,sought information on 4 points pertaining to the plots/ houses/colonies of 1997 onwards to whom the no objection certificate is being issued as per the latest notification of the Punjab Government.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 14.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 17.12.2013 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.


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 through Video Conferencing facility available through NIC was issued to both the parties for 22.1.2014.



During the hearing on 22.1.2014, through Video Conferencing facility available at  NIC Centre, Amritsar, the appellant stated that only on 21.1.2014. he had received the information but the same was irrelevant, incorrect and incomplete. It was observed that though the RTI application was filed by the appellant on 14.10.2013 and first appeal was filed with the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar on 18.11.2013. No information had been supplied to the appellant. 


In view of the careless and negligent approach adopted by the PIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. As such  a show cause notice is  issued to Shri Raj Kumar, PIO  cum M.T.P. o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar to explain in writing by furnishing an affidavit as to why the  provisions of section 20 (1)  of RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willful  delaying and denying the information as sought vide his  RTI application dated 14.9.2013 filed by appellant, failing to file written submissions further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings would be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.
In addition to the written reply, Shri Raj Kumar, PIO cum M.T.P. o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was 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 might take note that in case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 
Shri Raj Kumar, PIO cum M.T.P. o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was further directed to  provide the appellant point-wise duly attested information within a period of 7 days from today under  registered cover with a copy of the same to the Commission for its perusal and record. 
Shri Raj Kumar, PIO cum MTP o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to be present before the Commission on the next fixed date. The case was adjourned to 13.2.2014.   
During the hearing of this case, Shri Raj Kumar PIO cum MTP, M.C.Amritsar stated that he was not the PIO during the period when the RTI application was filed by the applicant as he has been  appointed  PIO only on 24.1.2014.   
Since Shri Raj Kumar, MTP was not the PIO, at the time of filing the RTI application, show cause notice issued to him is dropped. 

It is further noted that the requisite information stands supplied to the appellant. The case is disposed of /closed. 
Chandigarh.






    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014




   State Information Commissioner. 

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mangal Singh,

# 7, Gali No. 3, Model Town,

Jandiala  Guru, Distt. Amritsar.                                                           Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal,

Mata Swaroop Rani Nehru,

Govt. College for women,

Amritsar.

                                                                                                           Respondent

                                                          CC No.101  of 2014

Present:

None for the complainant.

Shri Varun Shori, Clerk, Govt. College for Women, Amritsar, for the respondent PIO,.
ORDER:



Shri   Mangal Singh , complainant vide an RTI application dated  1.11.2008, addressed to the Principal, Mata Swaroop Rani Nehru, Govt. College for women, Amritsar ,sought information for the period from 9.10.1973  to 27.5.1976, concerning the deduction of his CDS from his salary, as he worked as Junior Librarian,.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 22.1.2014.


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 through Video Conferencing facility available through NIC was issued to both the parties for 22.1.2014.

On the last date of hearing, it was observed that a communication vide letter No. 334 dated 19.6.2013 had been sent to  Shri Mangal Singh applicant complainant, mentioning that despite best efforts, by Principal, the 40 years old record  could not be located, hence no  information had been sent.

After hearing both sides, Dr. Babita, Nodal Officer, RTI cell cum Librarian, Govt. College for Women, Amritsar  appeared for the respondent  had been directed to make one more serious attempt  in tracing the record for providing the information to the applicant/complainant. She was further directed to file written submissions by way of  an affidavit duly attested  by the Magistrate/Public Notary   mentioning the factual position and produce the record pertaining to the sought information, before the Commission on the next date of hearing. The case was adjourned to 13.2.2014 for further proceedings   in the Commission at Chandigarh. 

During hearing of this case today, it is noted that  a communication  vide letter No. 1296, dated 11,2,20134 under the signatures of Principal  S.R. Govt. College for Women, Amritsar has been received in the Commission on 12.2.2014 along with an affidavit under the signatures of  Ms. Sunita Sehgal, PIO cum Principal, S.R. Govt. College for Women, Amritsar, wherein it has been mentioned that in compliance with the directions of the commission made on dated 22.1.2014, the respondent had once again made an honest attempt to trace the concerned record and lot of efforts have been made regarding the same  but no such record/information could be found in any material  form. The record being more than 40 years old. 
Dr. Sunita Sehgal, PIO cum Principal S.R.Govt. College for Women, Amritsar  also filed an affidavit, duly Notarised mentioning therein that no information as such is available in office record and no malafide and intentional delay involved in it.

In view of the written submissions made by Dr. Sunita Sehgal, PIO cum Principal S.R.Govt. College for Women, Amritsar  in the shape of an affidavit. The case is disposed of /closed.
Chandigarh.






    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014




  State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohit Suneja,

Shop No. 4, SSSS Complex,

Batala Road, Amritsar-143007.                                                          Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Director,

Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mobile Wing, Amritsar. 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Director,

Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mobile Wing, Amritsar.                                                                            Respondent

                                                          AC No. 140  of 2014
Present:
Shri Mohit Suneja, appellant in person alongwith Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, authorized representative.

Ms. Hardeep Bhanwra, Deputy Director, Excise & Taxation, Mobile Wing, Amritsar;

Maj. (Retd). S.S.Chahal, Excise & Taxation Officer(Enfc), Mobile Wing, Amritsar, for the respondents
ORDER:



Shri Mohit Suneja, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12.10.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o The Deputy Director cum AETC Mobile Wing, Amritsar, sought 5 points information relating to Inspection on Aryan Plastic exports  Pvt. Ltd. on dt. 30.8.2013. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 19.11.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
During hearing through Video Conferencing facility available through NIC  Centre Amritsar, Maj. (Retd.) S.S.Chahal,  Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enfc) Mobile Wing, Amritsar, appeared for the  respondent PIO stated that  the relevant information had been supplied to the appellant. However, appellant stated that only day before the hearing, he received information but same was vague, incorrect and incomplete. 



It was noted that though RTI application was filed on 12.10.2013, complete information was far from being provided. It was further noted that lackadaisical approach had been adopted in this case  by Respondent PIO, in providing correct information, which is against the very spirit of RTI Act ibid.
Therefore, PIO  cum E.T.O. (Enforcement) o/o Deputy Director, AETC, Amritsar was directed to supply the complete, correct and point wise information to the  appellant as per his RTI application, with in a period of 10 days under registered cover.  Both Ms. Hardeep Banwra, Deputy Director, Mobile Wing, A.E.T.C. Amritsar,   and  Maj (Retd.) S.S.Chahal,  Excise & Taxation Commissioner,  (Enfc) Mobile Wing, Amritsar, were  further directed to be personally present on the next fixed date alongwith, written submissions,  and one spare set of provided information. The case was adjourned to 13.2.2014 for further hearing in the Commission at Chandigarh.

During hearing of this case today,
 it is noted that the requisite information have been supplied by the respondent PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, Amritsar  to the appellant vide letter No. 2868 dated 6.1.2014 but the appellant termed the same as partially incomplete. 


Entire information therefore was discussed in the presence of both the parties. Shri S.S. Chahal, PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, Amritsar is therefore, directed to provide again the point-wise, duly attested, complete and correct information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of seven days. 

Maj (Retd) S.S. Chahal, PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, Amritsar is further directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public on the next date of hearing certifying that the information whatsoever was available in the office record of the department have been supplied to the appellant in respect of an RTI application dated 12.10.2013 filed by him and no part of the information have been concealed therefrom.

Maj (Retd) S.S. Chahal, PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, o/o the Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Amritsar, shall be personally present on the next date of hearing, with one set of provided information for the perusal of the same by the Commission and for record.

Adjourned to 5.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M


Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014



   State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to :-



Maj (Retd.) S.S.Chahal, PIO cum                       (Registered)
Excise & Taxation Officer,  (Enforcement) 
Mobile Wing, o/o Asstt. Excise & Taxation 
Commissioner Amritsar.

-for compliance.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014

                   State Information Commissioner 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mohit Suneja,

Shop No. 4, SSSS Complex,

Batala Road, Amritsar-143007.                                                          Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Director,

Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mobile Wing, Amritsar. 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Director,

Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mobile Wing, Amritsar.                                                                            Respondent

                                                          AC No. 143  of 2014

Present:
Shri Mohit Suneja, appellant in person alongwith Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, authorized representative.

Ms. Hardeep Bhanwra, Deputy Director, E xcise & Taxation, Mobile Wing, Amritsar;

Maj. (Retd). S.S.Chahal, Excise & Taxation Officer(Enfc), Mobile Wing, Amritsar, for the respondents
ORDER:



Shri Mohit Suneja, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 8.10.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o The Deputy Director cum AETC Mobile Wing, Amritsar, sought 6 points information relating to Inspection on Aryan Plastic exports  Pvt. Ltd. on dt. 30.8.2013. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 13.11.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 30.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 22.1.2014.

During hearing through Video Conferencing facility available through NIC  Centre Amritsar, Maj. (Retd.) S.S.Chahal, Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enfc) Mobile Wing, Amritsar, appeared for the  respondent PIO stated that  the relevant information had been supplied to the appellant. However, appellant stated that only day before the hearing, he received information but same was vague, incorrect and incomplete. 


It was further noted that Respondent PIO cum ETO (Enforcement), Ms. Hardeep Bangra had not provided correct, Point-wise and complete information, intentionally and willfully. Thus lackadaisical approach on his part in providing  complete and correct information was viewed seriously which was against the very spirit of act ibid.


As such,  Ms. Hardeep Bhanwra, PIO  cum Excise and Taxation officer, o/o Deputy Director A.E.T.C. Amritsar was directed to supply the complete, correct and point wise information to the  appellant as per his RTI application, with in a period of 10 days under registered cover.  Both Ms.Hardeep Bhanwra,  Deputy Director A.E.T.C. Mobile Wing,  Amritsar,  and  Maj (Retd.) S.S.Chahal,  Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enfc) Mobile Wing, Amritsar, were  further directed to be personally present on the next fixed date alongwith written submissions,  and one spare set of provided information. The case was adjourned to 13.2.2014 for further proceedings in the Commission at Chandigarh.


During hearing of this case today,
 it is noted that the requisite information have been supplied by the respondent PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, Amritsar  to the appellant vide letter No. 2868 dated 6.1.2014 but the appellant termed the same as partially incomplete. 

Entire information therefore was discussed in the presence of both the parties. Maj.(Retd) S.S. Chahal, PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, Amritsar is therefore, directed to provide again the point-wise, duly attested, complete and correct information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of seven days. 
Maj.(Retd)  S.S. Chahal, PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, Amritsar is further directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public on the next date of hearing certifying that the information whatsoever was available in the office record of the department have been supplied to the appellant in respect of an RTI application dated 12.10.2013 filed by him and no part of the information have been concealed therefrom.
Maj.(Retd)  S.S. Chahal, PIO cum Excise & Taxation Officer, (Enforcement ), Mobile Wing, Amritsar, shall be personally present on the next date of hearing, with one set of provided information for the perusal of the same by the Commission and for record.
Adjourned to 5.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M
Chandigarh.






    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 12.3.2014



        State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to :-



Maj (Retd.) S.S.Chahal, PIO cum                       (Registered)
Excise & Taxation Officer,  (Enforcement) 
Mobile Wing, o/o Asstt. Excise & Taxation 
Commissioner Amritsar
-for compliance.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014

                   State Information Commissioner 
                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
              SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16-Shiv Nagar, Batala Road,

Amritsar.                                                                                               Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Aurhority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

 Amritsar.                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                          AC No. 73  of 2014

Present:

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali present in person.

Shri S.P.Dhindsa, PIO cum Project Coordinator Admn. Punjab Heritage  and Promotion of Tourism, Chandigarh for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.10.2013, addressed to PIO, o/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, sought following information on five  points: 

1. “Any Renovation Report/Notification restoration Decoration  etc. done regarding Ram Bagh Gate, since 2005 till date by any of the agency like M.CA/ITA/Heritage 
Deptt. etc.

2. The contracts in regard to above alongwith relevant entries in measurement books.

3. Any renovation/repair/modification/restoration/decoration etc. done regarding “Ram Bagh Garden” since 2005 till date by any of the agency like MCA/ITA/Heritage Deptt. etc.

4. The contracts in regard to above alongwith relevant entries in Measurement Books.

5. The name of the Deptt. who is to maintain the tree and plantation in Ram Bagh Garden and to remove /store the fallen trees.”



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 19.11.2013- under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 23.12.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, ibid and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for hearing this case through Video conferencing facility  available at NIC Centre Amritsar.



During hearing of this case on 22.1.2014, it was observed that on the receipt of RTI application by the O/O  Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, same was transferred  by the PIO cum ADC (G) Amritsar to the (1) PIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, (2) PIO O/O Heritage Deptt. Ram Bagh, Amritsar and  (3) Officer I/c Peshi Branch, (First Appellate Authority, o/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar under the provisions of section of 6 (3) of RTI Act , 2005 vide letter No. 1547, dated 14.10.2013.for providing information directly to appellant. However, no information had been  supplied  till date. It was also observed that the PIO cum ADC(G), Amritsar vide his letter dated 20.1.2014 directed the concerned PIOs  for attending the Video Conferencing fixed for 22.1.2014, but none attended the hearing held by the Commission..  


It was further noted that neither, the PIOs mentioned above had   provided correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant pertaining to the points relating to their department with reference to RTI application dated 14.10.2013  of the appellant, nor attended the hearing. 

As such (1) PIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, (2) PIO O/O Heritage Deptt. Ram Bagh Garden, Amritsar and  (3) Officer I/c Peshi Branch, First Appellate Authority, o/o Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar, are directed to  send to the appellant, (i) correct, complete and duly attested  information relating to their department (ii) Above PIOs are further directed to appear before the Commission on next date of hearing, with one spare set of information sent by them to appellant. 

It  was made clear that failure on their part to provide the information would be viewed seriously and provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 would be invoked against them. The case was adjourned to 13.2.2013 for further hearing in Commission, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

During hearing of this case today, Shri S. P. Dhindsa, PIO cum Project Coordinator Admn. Punjab Heritage  and Promotion of Tourism, Chandigarh, stated that neither he received any RTI  application, nor any  communication from the Commission till 23.1.2014. Only one letter from the Deputy Commissioner Amritsar was received when he learned about ;the RTI application dated  17.10.2013, filed by the applicant-appellant in the o/o Deputy Commissioner Amritsar for seeking 5 points information. He has thus prepared  901 pages and have  brought the same to the commission for delivering  the same to the appellant. 
He handed over the requisite information to the appellant today in the Commission.  The appellant is advised to  file his observations after the receipt of information and also point out discrepancies  if any , directly to Shri S.P.Dhindsa, PIO cum Project Coordinator Admn. Punjab Heritage and Promotion of Tourism, Chandigarh with a copy of the same   to the Commission.

Respondent PIO is directed to remove the discrepancies as such and send the remaining information to appellant with in 7 days per registered cover. It is further noted that concerning demanded information by appellant PIO o/o Municipal Corporation Amritsar, PIO o/o Heritage Deptt. Amritsar and PIO o/o Peshi Branch were not custodian of information in any manner. Therefore, show cause notices issued to them are filed.

The case is adjourned to 5.3.2014 at 11.00 A.M
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014



   State Information Commissioner. 
                                                                                                                               Contd..

Copy to:


Shri S.P.Dhindsa, PIO cum 

Project Coordinator Admn. 

Punjab Heritage  and Promotion of Tourism, 

Plot No. 7, Sector 38-A,

Chandigarh.

-for compliance.
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 13.2.2014



   State Information Commissioner. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ranjit Singh, S/o

Sh. Gurmit Singh

House no. 149, village  Mukandpur

Tehsil  Ludhiana East.                                                                   Complainant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal  Secretary Punjab School

Education Board, Vidya Bhawan,

Sector:62, Mohali.                                                                         Respondent                                         

Complaint Case No.326 of 2014
Present:  
None for theb complainant Shri Ranjit Singh.

Shri Gurjit Singh Supdt.,  and Shri Harpal singhSr. Asstt.,Recruitment Branch  o/o DPI (Schools),  for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Ranjit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 5.12.13              addressed to  Principal Secretary Education,  Punjab (Rectt. Board) Punjab, sought certain information on 2 points pertaining to the recruitment of 5178 posts of  Sahyogi Teachers.


         Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  20.1.14.

           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 12.2.2014.

            During the hearing of this case yesterday, it is observed  that the response vide letter dated 16.12.2013 had been sent to the complainant wherein it had been mentioned that there were no provisions in the RTI Act for responding to the queries.   I had gone through the file and found that the demanded information could not be denied to the applicant as per the provisions contained  in the RTI Act.    Shri.Avtar Singh, Senior Assistant appearing for PIO, Shri  Karamjit Singh, Asstt. Director cum Chairman, Selection Board  o/o DPI (Schools), assured that the requisite information would be sent to the complainant on the same day. The case was adjourned to  13.2.2014 for further hearing.

During the hearing of this today Shri Gurjit singh Supdt, appearing for the respondent PIO stated that the requisite information on both points have been sent to the complainant vide letter dated 13.2.2014, under registered cover. He also hands over to the commission one copy of the provided information for its perusal and record. 


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

       Chandigarh.


                            (B.C.Thakur)

       Dated: 13.2.2014


  State Information Commissioner
