STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal Garg, s/o Shri Pritam Chand Garg,            
                                                                  # 92, Gali No. 4,  Mubarak Colony,

Sangrur-148001.                                                                  
…Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Amritsar. 

FAA o/o Director Food & Civil supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                                          …Respondents

AC 216/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 


None on behalf of DFSC, Amritsar. 

S/Sh. Charanjit Singh, Supdt. &  Gurmeet Singh Jolly, Sr. Asstt. from the office of Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh. 


Vide application dated 31.10.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Amrit Lal Garg sought certain information of the steps taken under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act against the drawer of the cheque No. CA/37 432048 dated 30.11.2002 issued by Guru Ram Lal Rice Mills, Umra Nangal (Rayya), Distt. Amritsar in favour of DFSC, for Rs. 10 lacs which was returned unpaid due to insufficient funds in the account.


Failing to get any response within the time prescribed as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011 and subsequently, the instant Second Appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012. 

It is observed that despite the fact that the first appeal has been filed by the appellant with the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011, no speaking order has been passed by it in the matter and that is why the Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission. 

 
In this view of the matter, the appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.  The First Appellate Authority has not had the chance, therefore, to review the PIO’s order, as envisaged in the RTI Act.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to pass a speaking order in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the applicant-appellant and the Public Information Officer of the respondent office after affording them adequate opportunity of hearing.  


Both the appellant and the PIO, office of District Food Supply & Consumer Affairs Controller, Amritsar are directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority on 07.06.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for the hearing. 


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, 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 31.10.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the applicant-appellant Sh. Amrit Lal Garg will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


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









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal Garg, s/o Shri Pritam Chand Garg,            
                                                                  # 92, Gali No. 4,  Mubarak Colony,

Sangrur-148001.                                                                  
…Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Amritsar. 

FAA o/o Director Food & Civil supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                                          …Respondents

AC 217/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 



None on behalf of DFSC, Amritsar. 

S/Sh. Charanjit Singh, Supdt. &  Gurmeet Singh Jolly, Sr. Asstt. from the office of Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh. 


Vide application dated 05.11.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Amrit Lal Garg sought certain information pertaining to arbitration proceedings against M/s Guru Ram Lal Rice Mills, Umra Nangal (Rayya) Distt. Amritsar who had not returned the complete paddy etc. duly processed to the department during the year 2001-02 and as per Clause 21 of the Agreement, an arbitrator was to be appointed to decide the dispute.


Failing to get any response within the time prescribed as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011 and subsequently, the instant Second Appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012. 


It is observed that despite the fact that the first appeal has been filed by the appellant with the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011, no speaking order has been passed by it in the matter and that is why the Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission. 

 
In this view of the matter, the appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.  The First Appellate Authority has not had the chance, therefore, to review the PIO’s order, as envisaged in the RTI Act.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to pass a speaking order in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the applicant-appellant and the Public Information Officer of the respondent office after affording them adequate opportunity of hearing.  


Both the appellant and the PIO, office of District Food Supply & Consumer Affairs Controller, Amritsar are directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority on 07.06.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for the hearing. 


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, 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 05.11.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the applicant-appellant Sh. Amrit Lal Garg will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


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









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal Garg, s/o Shri Pritam Chand Garg,            
                                                                  # 92, Gali No. 4,  Mubarak Colony,

Sangrur-148001.                                                                  
…Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Amritsar. 

FAA o/o Director Food & Civil supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                                          …Respondents

AC 218/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 



None on behalf of DFSC, Amritsar. 

S/Sh. Charanjit Singh, Supdt. &  Gurmeet Singh Jolly, Sr. Asstt. from the office of Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh. 


Vide application dated 07.11.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Amrit Lal Garg sought certain information on three points pertaining to the cheque No. CA/37 432048 dated 30.11.2002 issued by Guru Ram Lal Rice Mills, Umra Nangal (Rayya), Distt. Amritsar in favour of DFSC, for Rs. 10 lacs which was returned unpaid due to insufficient funds in the account by the State Bank of Patiala, Baba Bakala and while sending material for issuance of charge sheet to him (the appellant), Circle Office, Amritsar termed the above cheques as Bogus. 


Failing to get any response within the time prescribed as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011 and subsequently, the instant Second Appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012. 


It is observed that despite the fact that the first appeal has been filed by the appellant with the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011, no speaking order has been passed by it in the matter and that is why the Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission. 

 
In this view of the matter, the appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.  The First Appellate Authority has not had the chance, therefore, to review the PIO’s order, as envisaged in the RTI Act.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to pass a speaking order in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the applicant-appellant and the Public Information Officer of the respondent office after affording them adequate opportunity of hearing.  

AC 218/12


Both the appellant and the PIO, office of District Food Supply & Consumer Affairs Controller, Amritsar are directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority on 07.06.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for the hearing. 


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, 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 07.11.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the applicant-appellant Sh. Amrit Lal Garg will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


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









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal Garg, s/o Shri Pritam Chand Garg,            
                                                                  # 92, Gali No. 4,  Mubarak Colony,

Sangrur-148001.                                                                  
…Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Amritsar. 

FAA o/o Director Food & Civil supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                                          …Respondents

AC 219/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant. 



None on behalf of DFSC, Amritsar. 

S/Sh. Charanjit Singh, Supdt. &  Gurmeet Singh Jolly, Sr. Asstt. from the office of Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

 
Vide application dated 08.11.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Amrit Lal Garg sought certain information pertaining the liabilities of M/s Guru Ram Lal Rice Mills, Umra Nangal (Rayya) Distt. Amritsar towards the department on account of losses caused by the above firm to the tune of Rs. 10,53,649/-  during the year 2001-02.


Failing to get any response within the time prescribed as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011 and subsequently, the instant Second Appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012. 


It is observed that despite the fact that the first appeal has been filed by the appellant with the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2011, no speaking order has been passed by it in the matter and that is why the Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission. 

 
In this view of the matter, the appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.  The First Appellate Authority has not had the chance, therefore, to review the PIO’s order, as envisaged in the RTI Act.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to pass a speaking order in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the applicant-appellant and the Public Information Officer of the respondent office after affording them adequate opportunity of hearing.  
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Both the appellant and the PIO, office of District Food Supply & Consumer Affairs Controller, Amritsar are directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority on 07.06.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for the hearing. 


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, 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 08.11.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the applicant-appellant Sh. Amrit Lal Garg will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


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









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Sanda  w/o Shri Baldev Raj,

r/o Gali Press Kirpal Singh,

Chheharta, Amritsar.          
                                           …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,  

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.

FAA   O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.                                        … Respondents

AC 221/12

Order
Present:
None for the appellant Smt. Sanda.


For the respondent: Sh. Harpreet Singh, clerk.


Vide application dated 03.03.2011 addressed to the respondent, Smt. Sanda sought information on the following points: 

(a)
Photocopies of the Service book of her husband deceased Baldev Raj;

(b)
Photocopies of the suspension orders of Late Baldev Raj;

(c)
Photocopies of the reinstatement orders of Late Baldev Raj;

(d)
Photocopies of the orders granting pensionary benefits to late Sh. Baldev Raj. 


Failing to get any response within the time prescribed as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 25.08.2011 and subsequently, the instant Second Appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012. 


Sh. Harpreet Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant. 


Perusal of the documents submitted by Sh. Harpreet Singh reveals  that the information has been denied to the appellant under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO, office of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly attested information to the appellant within a period of one week from today, under his signatures, free of cost. 


Sh. D.P. Gupta, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is also directed to ensure that complete information is provided to the complainant. 
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He is further directed to ensure the personal presence of the PIO before the Commission on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 20.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to Sh. D.P. Gupta, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar  for necessary compliance.
              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar 

c/o Sudh Parkash Gupta & Bros.,

Gandhi chowk, Ahmedgarh,

Distt. Sangrur.           
                                                         …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Ahmedgarh, 

Distt. Sangrur.  

FAA O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Ahmedgarh, 

Distt. Sangrur                                                                        …Respondents
AC 223/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. Gagandeep Singh, Supdt. along with Sh. Avtar Singh.


Sh. Ashok Kumar, vide application dated 04.11.2011 addressed to the respondent, sought information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to the various jobs got carried out by the Municipal Council, Ahmedgarh in Ward No. 8 along with certain other points.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 05.12.2011 and subsequently the instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012 stating that no information has so far been provided. 


Today the appellant is not present.  However, a communication dated 07.05.2012 has been received from him wherein he has stated that his cousin brother expired and his Kirya is to take place on 15.05.2012.  He has therefore, sought an adjournment. 

 
Sh. Gagandeep Singh, Supdt. along with Sh. Avtar Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that the requisite information has already been provided to Sh. Ashok Kumar vide their office Memo. No. 1114/12 dated 21.02.2012 and Memo. No. 1156 dated 29.02.2012.


In view of the submission of the respondents, Sh. Ashok Kumar is advised to file his observations before the Respondent, on the information provided within a week’s time and point out the deficiencies / discrepancies in the same, if any.  Respondent is directed to remove the shortcomings in the information communicated by the applicant, if any, within the next one week. 


It is further made clear that if complete satisfactory information is not provided to the appellant, it shall be presumed that the same has been delayed and denied wilfully and punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be invoked against the PIO, office of Municipal Council, Ahmedgarh.


Adjourned to 20.06.2012/.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Gupta, 

109, Phase-2, Urban Estate,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.           
                                           … Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food Supplies Controller,

Municipal Corporation Building (Zone-D)

3rd Floor, Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana (East)-141001.
FAA o/o District Food Supplies Controller,

Municipal Corporation Building (Zone-D)

3rd Floor, Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana (East)-141001                                                       …Respondents

AC 225/12

Order
Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector; and Balraj Singh, AFSO, Samrala.


Appellant, vide RTI application dated 10.10.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -
“Please provide the month-wise details of pension paid to me from 31.12.2009 (date of retirement).  This detail should include month-wise amount of pension payable by department to me, whether paid or not and if paid, date of deposit to bank as pension is directly deposited by department to Bank.  Please provide the information as per the attached format.”


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 13.12.2011 and subsequently the instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012 stating that no information has so far been provided. 


Today, S/Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector; and Balraj Singh, AFSO, Samrala, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 371 dated 18.01.2012 in the proforma sent by the applicant-appellant.


Appellant expresses his satisfaction over the information provided.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Teja Singh s/o Shri Hazara Singh, 

D-15, Focal Point, Ludhiana.             
                              … Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Food & Supplies Controller,

Sarabha Nagar, 

Ludhiana -141001 

FAA o/o Director Food & Civil supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building Sector 17,

Chandigarh                                                                               … Respondents
AC 229/12

Order
Present:
Appellant Sh. Teja Singh in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Amandeep Singh, Inspector; and Balraj Singh, AFSO, Samrala.


Vide RTI application dated 19.09.2011, Sh. Teja Singh, the applicant-appellant sought from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005 attested copies of the application submitted by Kashmiri Lal son of Sh. Sain Ditta Mal, resident of D-15, Focal Point, Ludhiana for allotment of a Govt. depot along with all the documents annexed including the rent deed and the action taken on the same.   He further sought attested copy of licence no. 44 dated 01.09.1994 and the copies of application submitted by himself, Narain Dass along with various other documents. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 25.11.2011 and subsequently the instant Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 09.02.2012 stating that no information has so far been provided. 


It is observed that despite the fact that the first appeal has been filed by the appellant with the First Appellate Authority on 25.11.2011, no speaking order has been passed by it in the matter and that is why the Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission. 

 
In this view of the matter, the appeal is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.  The First Appellate Authority has not had the chance, to review the PIO’s order, as envisaged in the RTI Act.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to pass a speaking order in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the applicant-appellant and the Public Information Officer of the respondent office after affording them adequate opportunity of hearing.  


Both the appellant and the PIO, office of District Food Supply & Consumer Affairs Controller, Amritsar are directed to appear before the First Appellate Authority on 29.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M. for the hearing. 


 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, 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 19.09.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the applicant-appellant Sh. Teja Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.


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









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mehnga Ram, 

RTI Activist Federation, Punjab,

V&P.O.  Dholbaha, Tehsil & 

District Hoshiarpur.                                                                   … Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh. 

FAA o/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.                                                                
Public Information Officer,

o/o Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, 

Department of Power,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal Secretary, Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Irrigation,

Chandigarh.






           … Respondents

AC 245/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Mehanga Ram in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, APIO


Sh. Mehnga Ram, vide application dated 16.10.2011 sought various information from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005.  Sh. NirmaL Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the same was transferred to the Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Department of Power, vide their letter dated 08.12.2011 for  providing the requite information to the applicant as the information pertained to the said department. 


Applicant, however, preferred first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 22.12.2011 and the instant Second Appeal with the Commission on 10.02.2012 contending that the information sought has not been provided to him so far. 


Sh. Nirmal Singh, present from the office of Chief Secretary, Punjab submitted that even on receipt of notice of hearing from the Commission, they wrote to the Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Department of Power, Chandigarh to provide the information sought to the applicant and to attend the hearing before the Commission today.


However, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Department of Power, Chandigarh. 


Therefore, PIO, office of Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Department of Power, Chandigarh is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information, by registered post, free of cost to Sh. Mehanga Ram within a week’s time under intimation to the Commission.


PIO, PIO, office of Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Department of Power, Chandigarh is further directed to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 27.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaspal Singh s/o Sh. 






Vill.Reond Khurd, P.O.Reond Kalan,

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.




…Complainant





Vs

The Public Information Officer,



 

o/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent

CC 10/12

Order
Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Satnam Singh, Sr. Asstt; Baljeet Singh, Sr. Asstt; Sukhdev Singh, SI, Addl. SHO, PS Ajnala (Amritsar - Rural) office of Parshottam, ASI, o/o Commissioner of  Police, Jalandhar; Kuljeet Singh, Havaldar, o/o SSP, Roopnagar; Harpreet Singh, HC, office of SSP Ludhiana; Suresh Tiwana, HC, O/o Commr. Of Police, Ludhiana; Roshan Lal, Inspector, office of SSP, Patiala; Hakim Singh, HC, office of SSP, Patiala, Tarlochan Singh, ASI, Hoshiarpur; and Gurmeet Singh, DSP, Bagha Purana; 


In the earlier hearing dated 20.03.2012, PIO, o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Chandigarh; and was directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant within three weeks, free of cost.  The Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Chandigarh was also directed to ensure that the information is provided by the PIO in time. 


Today, Sh. Satnam Singh, appearing from the office of Chief Secretary, Punjab along with others, submitted that complete requisite information has already been provided to Sh. Jaspal Singh.


A fax message dated 14.05.2012 has also been received from Sh. Jaspal Singh wherein he has stated that complete satisfactory information has been received by him and that the case be closed.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri.Darshan Singh,

c/o Shri  Amar Nath,

R/o 184-B, Punjabi Bagh,

Patiala.







… Appellant
            
                                                                                    

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Technical Education & 

Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh-160036.  

FAA O/o Director Technical Education & 

Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh-160036                                                                   …Respondents

AC 246/12

Order

Present:
Sh.S.P.Garg, Advocate on behalf of the appellant;



Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director-cum-SPIO,o/o Director



Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab, Sector 36A,



Chandigarh, along with Sh. Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director, APIO.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.11.2011 addressed to the SPIO o/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab, Sector 36A,Chandigarh, sought certain information, namely:-

i. Copies of the Contingency Bills presented by Care Taker to DCFA. Sanctioned by the Director or lower officers and passed by DCFA from April 2005 to Aug.2011;

ii. Copy of the Rule/Rules under which the expenditure was incurred;

iii. Details of the demand of such items on which expenditure has been incurred during this period (April 2005 to Aug. 2011);

iv. Copy of the Authority letter vide which the Expenditure for various Officers has been incurred ( copy of letter of Govt/ Director for Entitlement of each officer/employee);

v. Copies of the Main Cash Book for the period April 2005 to Aug. 2011;

vi. Copies of the File Notings on which approval of the Competent Authority for incurring the expenditure had been taken for all the bills from April 2005 to Aug. 2011;

vii. Copies of the delegation of Powers from Director to lower officers for incurring expenditure under all the Heads issued from April 2005 to Aug.2011.

Failing to get timely response within 30 days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed first appeal before Ms. Daljit Kaur Sidhu,  FAA-cum-Additional Director o/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab, Sector 36A,
Chandigarh vide letter dated 18.11.2011 and thereafter filed a second appeal under section 19 (3) of the RTI Act 2005 with the Commission received in it on 10.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Both the parties have been heard and case file has been perused.  It is observed that the PIO o/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab, Sector 36A,
Chandigarh, vide letter No.146 dated 17.02.2012 has informed the appellant that his application for information has been filed for his failing to attend the office for inspection of record on 16.11.2011 and 09.01.2012. 



Upon perusal of the case file, it is further observed that the Addl. Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab-cum-First Appellate Authority, did not pass any speaking order. As a result the appellant filed a second appeal with the Commission received in it on 10.02.2012.  As per the whole exercise, this has only added to the paper work and no useful purpose has been served by ineffective role on the part of the FAA which, in no way, can be helpful in achieving the desired results envisaged in the RTI Act, 2005.   Undoubtedly, no concrete steps have been taken at the end of the FAA as the FAA has not even had a chance to review the decision of the PIO as envisaged under the RTI Act 2005 or by not passing a speaking order after hearing the appellant. 


The Commission cannot take a lenient view of the matter as it will continue till infinite, which, in the opinion of the Commission, could not have been the intent of the RTI legislation. 


Therefore, taking the matter in entirety, this appeal is once again remanded to the FAA-cum-Additional Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab Both the parties i.e. the appellant and the PIO o/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab are directed to appear before the FAA on 07.06.2012 at 11.00 A.M. The First Appellate Authority- Addl. Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab is directed to afford a thoughtful and considerate hearing to both the parties and ensure that the requisite information is provided to the applicant-appellant latest within  a period of 30 days from the said date i.e.15.05.2012 at all costs. IF need be, the proceedings may be conducted on day-to-day basis to achieve this goal.



Appellant, in case he does not get the sought information as noted above within the stipulated time, or is not satisfied with the order passed by the First Appellate Authority, will be at liberty to approach the Commission by filing a Second Appeal later as provided under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


With the above observations, the present appeal is hereby disposed of. 




 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

A copy of this order be sent to Mrs. Daljit Kaur  Sidhu Addl. Director, o/o Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Punjab, Sector 36A, Chandigarh for  necessary compliance. 
       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan, 

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.         
                                        
… Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o.  Deputy Director of Factories,

Circle No. 4, Kartar Singh Market, 

M.C.Building, Gill road, Ludhiana.

FAA o/o Director of Factories,

SCO No. 87-88, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.                                                                              …Respondents

AC 236/12

Order

Present:
Sh.Yogesh Mahajan, appellant in person.

Sh. Jitender Singh Bhatti, PIO-cum-Deputy Director Factories Punjab.

The appellant vide an RTI application dated 18.03.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-Deputy Director of Factories Punjab Circle No.4, Kartar Singh Market, M.C.Building, Ludhiana sought the following information for the period from 1.2.10 to 09.02.2011:-

“ As per 22inspection made by your office in the above said period in how many inspection you have filed court case and in how many Inspection time was given. As per your list attached”.
Failing to get the requisite information within 30 days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with the FAA-cum-Director of Factories Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 25.4.2011 and for having no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission received in it on 09.09.2011 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



The case file has been perused.  It is observed that a letter dated  18.04.2011 has been written by the Deputy Director Factories, Circle NO.4, Ludhiana in which it has been mentioned that in view of the decision given in Appeal Case  NO.647/2010 no information can be provided. 



In my opinion an alternate and efficacious remedy of First appeal is available to the appellant under section 19 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, because in the instant case neither the First Appellate Authority-cum-Director of Factories Punjab has had the chance to review the order passed by the PIO or to pass speaking order after affording an opportunity of being heard to both the parties i.e. the appellant and the PIO.  Therefore, taking the matter in entirety, this appeal is once again remanded to the Sh. P.S.Mand, Labour Commissioner-cum-FAA-cum- Director, of Factories Punjab, Chandigarh. Both the parties i.e. the appellant and the PIO o/o   Director of Factories Punjab are directed to appear before the FAA on 19.06.2012 at 2.00 P.M. The First Appellate Authority- Labour Commissioner-cum-Director of Factories Punjab shall afford a thoughtful and considerate hearing to both the parties and ensure  that the requisite information is provided to the applicant-appellant latest within  a period of 30 days from the said date i.e.15.05.2012 at all costs. If need be, the proceedings may be conducted on day-to-day basis to achieve this goal.



Appellant, in case he does not get the information sought as noted above within the stipulated time, or is not satisfied with the order passed by the First Appellate Authority, will be at liberty to approach the Commission by filing a Second Appeal later as provided under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


With the above observations, the present appeal is hereby disposed of. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

A copy of this order be sent to Sh. P.S.Mand, Labour Commissioner-cum-FAA-cum- Director, of Factories Punjab, Chandigarh for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Mohan Lal s/o  Sh.Muni Lal





# 13-0,Block Nangal Township,

Distt. Roopnagar.






…Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,



 

o/o Distt. Education Officer (Elementary) 

Roopnagar.







…Respondent

CC 7/12

Order

Present:
Sh.Mohan Lal complainant in person.

Sh. Shashi Bhushan Bhardwaj Supdt.-cum-APIO along with Mrs. Sannat Paul, Jr. Asstt. on behalf of respondent PIO.

This case was last heard on 20.03.2012 when Sh. Shashi Bhusan Bhardwaj, Supdt. o/o DEO (E) Roopnagar, handed over one copy of the supplied information to the Commission,which was sent to the complainant vide letter NO.2683-84 dated 5.01.2012. However, since the complainant was not present on that date, therefore, the PIO o/o DEO (E) Roopnagar was again directed  for ensuring the supply  of correct, complete and duly attested information to the complainant within a week’s time and the case was re-fixed for today.

Today both the parties  are present and have been heard. The case file has been perused.  It is observed from letter No.2235-37 dated 3.4.2012  addressed by the DEO (E) Roopnagar to the complainant, a copy of which has been received in the Commission’s office, that complete, correct and duly signed information has been supplied to the complainant. Complainant also showed full satisfaction with the supplied information. 

The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Sh..R.S.Chauhan







# 92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Opp.Guru Nanak Engineering College,

Ludhiana.






…Complainant






Vs

The Public Information Officer,



 

o/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62,

Mohali-160062





…Respondent

CC 31/12

Order
Present:
Sh. Parvesh Kumar Xen-cum- APIO  o/o Director Rural Development &Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62,Mohali-160062.



None on behalf of the complainant.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 20.03.2012 PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats Punjab and PIO o/o Superintending Engineer, Panchayat Raj Circle, Batinda were directed to ensure that complete, correct and duly authenticated information is supplied to the complainant within a period of three weeks as per his RTI application. Today, Sh. Parvesh Kumar, APIO-cum- Xen o/o Superintending Engineer, Panchayati Raj Circle, Bathinda stated that the complainant has already been informed vide letter No.1126 dated 18.10.2011 that the complaint made against Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Junior Engineer is being inquired into by Sh. Mohinder Pal Xen, Panchayati Raj Bathinda.



Since the complainant wanted to know the status of complaint dated 04.01.2011 by filing an RTI application dated 26.12.2011 and as he has been duly informed of present status of his complaint, the present case is disposed of and closed, as neither the complainant is present today to pursue it nor has anything contrary been heard from him.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbax Singh Bains




# 206, Phase 6,

Mohali.






   
    --Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





    

    --Respondent

CC 286/12

Order

Present:
Sh.Gurbax Singh  complainant in person.

 Smt. Darshan Rani, Asstt. on behalf of the respondent PIO.

On the last date of hearing, the PIO o/o IGP (Crime) Punjab was directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant as sought by him in his RTI application dated 10.01.2012 free of cost within a period of two weeks under registered post. Today, during hearing, case file is perused and  it is observed that a letter No.7273 dated 27.04.2012  has been received in the Commission’s office under the signatures of PIO-cum-Inspector General Police (Crime) Punjab wherein it has been mentioned that the complainant had sought information for the period from 1.1.2001 to 5.1.2012 where the inquiries have been marked by the Crime Wing and Special Investigation Teams (SITs) were formed. Since this is quite voluminous information and pertains to past many years, the same is being collected from various Wings/Branches and shall be provided to the complainant soon. He has further informed that the information on Special Investigation Teams (SITs) formed  regarding case No.219 dated 29.09.2010 registered in P.S.Rajpura City, Distt. Patiala has already been supplied to the complainant.

In view of the above submissions made by the PIO-cum-IGP (Crime) Punjab, the case is  further adjourned to 27.06.2012 with the direction that complete, correct and duly authenticated information sought by the complainant, as per his RTI application, may be supplied to him.

To come up for hearing on 27.06.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shrimati Krishna Devi w/o Sh. Hari Chand,

House No. 4, Ward No. 4, 

Kurali, Distt. SAS Nagar.





 ... Complainant









                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Parvar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34,

Chandigarh.






   
 …Respondent

CC 2765/10

Order

Present:
Sh. K.C.Sood for the complainant.



Dr. Parshotam Goyal, on behalf of PIO-cum-Civil Surgeon Patiala;



Mrs. Rajni Sharma,Sr. Asstt. o/o Civil Surgeon Patiala;

Sh.Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt. and Sh. Rajinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. o/o Director Health & Family Welfare Punjab, Chandigarh.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 3.4.2012 directions were given to the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Health & Family Welfare, Chandigarh to deduct the amount of Rs.2500/- and Rs.1000/- respectively from the salaries of Sh. Gopal Dass Supdt., and Sh.Ajit Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Punjab, upon whom penalty was imposed  vide Commission’s order dated 18.01.2012 under the provisions of RTI Act 2005, for failing to provide the information to the complainant in time and the case was adjourned for today for confirmation of the order. 

It is observed that neither any confirmation report has been received nor anyone is present on behalf of Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare Punjab. Similarly,  similar directions were given to the Civil Surgoen Patiala to proceed against the erring officials of the Dispatch Section under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act 2005 for the delay caused in dispatch of information. Dr. Parshotam Goyal, appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-Civil Surgeon Patiala places a copy of letter dated 07.05.2012 wherein it is mentioned that no one is found at fault. Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Punjab therefore, is again directed to ensure the compliance of the Commission’s order dated 18.01.2011 and the case is refixed for hearing on 28.06.2012. PIO o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Health & Family Welfare is directed to be present on the next date of hearing with compliance report.

Adjourned to 28.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

1. A copy of the above order be sent to the Principal Secretary Health & Family Welfare Punjab, Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh for compliance. 
2.  A copy of above order is forwarded to PIO o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Health & Family Welfare, Mini Sectt., Sector 9, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat  Pal Sharma,

# 3623, Street No. 1, Durgapuri,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.





…Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

(Zone-D), 

Ludhiana.







 

First Appellate Authority,-cum-

Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.







...Respondents

AC - 1081/2011

Order

Present:
Sh. Sat Pal appellant in person.



Sh.Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner-cum-Nodal Officer,



Sh. Naveen Malhotra, Supdt. Tehbazari;



Sh. Vijay Kalra, Inspector, Tehbazar,



Municipal Corporation Ludhiana on behalf of respondent PIO.



Order reserved. To be pronounced on 30.05.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C. Thakur)


Dated: 15.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

