STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 978 of 2012
Sh. Amar Nath Bansal, Advocate,
R/o #20, Dhaliwal Colony, Near Jagdish Ashram,

Patiala.




           ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.





……………..……………Respondent
Present: 
None present.

ORDER 
1. Neither the complainant nor the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from either as to the reason of absence. It is yet to be ascertained whether in compliance with direction dated 20.06.2013 the copy of reply to the SCN submitted by respondent PIO has been provided to the complainant or not. The matter to come up for further hearing on 21.10.2013 at 02:00 P.M. 
2.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

     

Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 810 of 2013
Date of decision 16.09.2013 
Sh. Sukhdev Singh

(Retired AFSO)

S/o Sh. Bant Singh, 

Near Gurudwara Ravidas Sahib, 

VPO Dakha, Distt. Ludhiana.

PIN-141102






……………………….Appellant
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply Controller & Consumer

Affairs, D-Zone Municipal Corporation Building 

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Secretary, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Room No.222/2, Mini Secretariat

Punjab, Chandigarh. 



             .……………Respondents
Present:
Sh. Sukhdev Singh appellant in person.  
For the respondent: Smt. Balbir Kaur, DFSO, Ludhiana (94170-01331). 
ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 19.12.2012 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of District Food Supply Controller & Consumer Affairs, Ludhiana on following seven points:-

(i)
Certified copies of documents on the basis of which no dues Certificate was issued to Mr. Narinder Kumar, Inspector, Pungrain, Grade 1, (Retired on 31.01.2011 from Mullanpur). The copy of application to avail NDC by Narinder Kumar be also given.

(ii)
Certified copies all the inquires/committee reports dated 19.11.2012 by Sh. Joginder Singh, Food Supply Officer, Ludhiana.
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 (iii)
Certified copies all the inquires/committee report given by Sh. Sita Ram, Food Supplu Officer, Jagraon given in the month  December 2012.

(iv)
Certified copies documents, statements recorded and other records taken into account while making both the above stated inquiry repots.

(V)
Certified copies of PG 86 of Centre Mullanpur form 02.02.2011 to 25.11.2011.

(vi)
Certified copies of PG 39 A register from 01.01.2011 to 31.03.2012.

(vii)
 Kindly provide an appointment to verify the original records pertaining to the information sought.


On not getting the complete information he filed appeal first with the FAA  on 08.02.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 01.04.2013 under  Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 20.05.2013 in the Commission.

3. During the hearing on 29.07.2013 the appellant pointed out the deficiency in the information provided by the PIO on point no. 1 & 5 of his RTI application. Further, during the hearing on 16.09.2013 the appellant stated that the pointed out deficiency has been removed by the PIO.    
4.  During the hearing on 29.07.2013 the respondent stated that the deficiency pointed out by the appellant shall be removed before the next date of hearing. During the hearing on 16.09.2013, the respondent states that the deficiency in  point no.1 & 5 has since been removed. She further states that the record of PG-86 for the period 
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from 02.02.2011 to 25.11.2011 is comprised of 122 pages and from page no. 1 to 47 the signature of Inspector have been appended but from pages 48 to 122 do not contain the signature of any Inspector.   She further mentions that no other original record of PG-86 is available than the one copies of which have been provided to the appellant.
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is revealed that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant after removal of deficiency. No malafide or intentional delay has been found on part of  PIO in providing the information to the appellant.  No further action is required in this case.  In view of above the instant appeal is closed and disposed of.
6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 




Sd/-  
Chandigarh






        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013

               

         State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1017 of 2013 
Date of decision 16.09.2013
Sh. Gurdip Singh Bathla,

R/o H.No. 30-A, Village Chotti Karore,

Near Gurdwara Naya Gaon, P.O. Naya Gaon,

Tehsil Kharar, Distt. S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali. 

……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretariat Establishment Branch-1, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Sector-1,

Chandigarh.  
2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Under Secretary, Secretariat Administration, 

Room No.1, 8th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Sector-1,

Chandigarh. 






..……………Respondents
Present: 
Sh. Gurdip Singh Bathla appellant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Kulwinder Singh Senior Assistant-cum-APIO, office of General Administration Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Sector-1, Chandigarh (94639-15602).
ORDER

1.
Vide his RTI application dated 24.11.2012, the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Superintendent, Secretariat Establishment Branch-1, Punjab Civil Secretariat on seventeen points pertaining to service record of Sh. Jaswant Singh, Clerk presently under Secretary in Civil Aviation Department, Punjab. On not getting the information he filed appeal first with the FAA on 24.01.2013 and then second appeal in the Commission on 26.04.2013 under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005..
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 20.06.2013 in the Commission.

2. The appellant tenders written statement that he has received the requisite information and requested that the case may be disposed of.
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3. Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO, office of General Administration Department, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Sector-1, Chandigarh is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant by registered post vide memo no. 8/24/2012-2E1/984 dated 01.07.2013 and copy thereof has been endorsed to the Commission. He further states that in compliance with the order of the Commission dated 20.06.2013, the information available on record of the PIO has been provided to the appellant and that the information on point no.1, 3 and 4 is not available on the record of the PIO. 

5.
During the hearing on 20.06.2013, in the light of ruling in order dated 03.10.2012 of Hon’ble Supreme Court in Special Leave Petition (Civil) No. 27734 of 2012 in Girsh Ramchandra Deshpandey versus Central Information Commission & Others,  the PIO was directed to provide information on point no. 1 to 6 of the RTI application. In compliance with the said direction the PIO has provided the requisite information available on record to the appellant vide letter dated 01.07.2013. The appellant has also given statement confirming receipt of the said letter. No further action is required in this case which is hereby closed and disposed of.


6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









      Sd/-   

Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1027 of 2013
Sh. Harish Kumar 

R/o RZ-213-L/17, Tughlakabad Extension,

Near Tara Apartments, New Delhi-110019

……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Jagroan.
2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (G),

Ludhiana.





…..……………Respondents
Present: 
Sh. Harish Kumar appellant in person.(9717755827)
For the respondent: Ms. Apneet, IAS, PIO-cum-SDM, Jagroan.

ORDER  

1. The appellant states that he visited the office of PIO on 01.08.2013 for inspection of status of record. He further states that he could not find the register for issuance of Schedule Caste Certificate for the year 1979. He has also filed written submission dated 30.08.2013 received in the Commission at diary no. 20362 dated 04.09.2013. In the end, he requests that the PIO may be directed to provide him point wise information/ reply to his RTI application dated 23.09.2011. 
2. Ms. Apneet, IAS, PIO-cum-SDM, Jagroan states that the appellant has inspected the record on 01.08.2013 in the office of PIO and the proceeding of inspection has also been video recorded. She further states that an adjournment may be given to provide point wise reply to the RTI application dated 23.09.2011.
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3. After hearing both the parties the PIO-cum- SDM, Jagraon is hereby directed to provide point wise reply on the RTI application dated 23.09.2011 to the appellant within 2 weeks. The matter to come up for further hearing on 14.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
         
Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1029 of 2013
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

R/o 1722, Sector-14,

Hisar. (Haryana)

PIN -125001,






……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.





…..……………Respondents
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Senior Assistant, Sh. Gurnam Singh, Superintendent and Smt. Majit Kaur, Senior Assistant Public Relation and Information office of Chief Secretary, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.  
ORDER

1.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an e-mail has been received in the Commission at diary no. 21316, dated 16.09.2013 pointing out the deficiencies, which is taken on record and copy thereof is given to the respondent.

 2.
The respondent states that the deficiencies pointed out therein shall be removed within two weeks for which an adjournment may be given. 
 3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 14.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



 
Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1030 of 2013
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

R/o 1722, Sector-14,

Hisar. (Haryana)PIN-125001.



……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab. 

Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Commissioner, Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab.


Jeevandeep Building Sector-17, Chandigarh.
…..……………Respondents
Present: 
None on behalf of the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Jagroop Singh Senior Assistant (98146-35485) 

and  Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Senior Assistant office of Commissioner, Food 
Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab. 
ORDER

1.
The appellant is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, an e-mail has been received in the Commission at diary no. 21317, dated 16.09.2013 which is taken on record, copy thereof is given to the respondent.

 2.
Sh. Jagroop Singh, Senior Assistant and Sh. Gurdeep Singh, Senior Assistant office of Commissioner, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab state that they have already filed submission vide memo no. 2FD(080)-2013/1570 dated 13.09.2013 on action taken in report of Amritsar District qua distribution of fortified flour. They further state that the reply to the query dated 20.07.2013 of the appellant is being sent. 

3.
The matter to come up for further hearing on 14.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   

4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties 
      







        


Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1045 of 2013
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

R/o 1722, Sector-14,

Hisar. (Haryana)

PIN-125001






……………………….Appellant 

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation Zone -D, 

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.





…..……………Respondents
Show Cause Notice:-
Sh. Tejinder Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent,



(Regd. Post)
Office of Municipal Corporation Zone -D, 

Ludhiana.
Present: 
None present. 

ORDER
1.
The appellant is not present at today’s hearing. However an e-mail has been received from the appellant in the Commission at diary no.21314, dated 16.09.2013 requesting that the respondent may be asked to provide the complete and correct information and that the penalty may be imposed upon the PIO concerned and compensation may also be awarded to the appellant. 
2.
The respondent is not present at the hearing consecutively for the second time nor any intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. 
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In the given circumstances, I deem it appropriate to issue Notice to the PIO- Sh. Tejinder Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, Office of Municipal Corporation Zone -D, Ludhiana to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered.


In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. The matter to come up for further hearing on 14.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
        








Sd/-  


Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1717 of 2013 

Sh. Hariom Parkash,

C-37, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana-14001.





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 






   ………..……………Respondent
Show Cause Notice:-
Sh. Tejinder Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent,



(Regd. Post)
Office of Municipal Corporation Zone -D, 

Ludhiana.
Present: 
Sh. Hariom Parkash complainant in person.(98140-34184)
None for the respondent. 

ORDER

1. The complainant is present in the Commission and states that despite his writing letter to the PIO for inspection of record he has not been given any time or date for the same. He further requests that the PIO should be penalized under provision of RTI Act.
2. None on the behalf of the respondent is present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about the reason of absence. In the given circumstances, I deem it appropriate to issue Notice to the PIO- Sh. Tejinder Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent, Office of Municipal Corporation Zone -D, Ludhiana to show cause in writing or through affidavit under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay/ denial of the information to the RTI applicant and why the compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19 (8)(b) of the Act for detriment suffered.
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In addition to his submission, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso, thereto, for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He may note that in case he does not file his submission and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date fixed, it will be  presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. The matter to come up for further hearing on 21.10.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   

3.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1742 of 2013
Date of decision 16.09.2013 

Sh. Jora Singh S/o Sh. Naranjan Singh

R/o Ram Nagar, House No. 169,

Gali No.4, Patiala. 





……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Patiala.  






   ………..……………Respondent
Present: 
Sh. Jora Singh complainant in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Gora Lal, Executive officer and Sh. Basant Singh, Superintendant office of Improvement Trust, Patiala.

ORDER
1.
Vide his RTI application dated 11.07.2012/ 21.09.2012 the information seeker has sought information from the PIO office of Chairman Improvement Trust, Patiala on four points enumerated in his RTI application. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 07.05.2013 under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 20.06.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The complainant is present in the Commission and states that the residence of Ram Nagar, Patiala gave a collective RTI application dated 11.07.2012 and an official of the Improvement Trust, Patiala told him to file RTI application under single name and complete address which he submitted on 21.09.2012. He further mentions that for three/four months the information was not provided to him. He further states that it was 
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only after the Notice from the Commission was sent to the PIO office of Improvement Trust, Patiala that the requisite information was provided to him by the PIO. In the end, he requests that the PIO office of Improvement Trust, Patiala should be strictly warned to implement the provision of RTI Act so that information to the applicants seeking information is provided timely in future. 
3. During the hearing on 20.06.2013 show cause notice under Section 20 (1) was issued to Sh. Gora Lal, Executive Officer-cum-PIO office of Improvement Trust, Patiala. He has submitted reply thereof today detailing the facts of the case and also orally explained during the opportunity of personal hearing.   He stated that on the first RTI application dated 11.07.2012 a number of residents of Ram Nagar, Patiala have sought information on three points but no address was mentioned thereon.  Thereafter, another RTI application dated 21.09.2012 was submitted by the complainant seeking information on four points. He further explains that on account of a case filed by Markfed against Improvement Trust in Civil Court the concerned record was given to the advocate on account of which the information could not be provided timely to the information seeker. When the Notice of the Commission was received on 29.05.2013 the information was immediately provided within twelve days on 10.06.2013 to the complainant. He further mentions that as per provision of the Act if information is not provided by the PIO within stipulated time the information seeker should file appeal with the First Appellate Authority. In the end, he states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant and there was no malafide or intentional delay in 
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providing the information to the RTI applicant. He expresses regret and tenders unconditional apology for the hurt and delay caused to the complainant and assures that he shall ensure that delay in providing the information is not caused in the future.       
5.
Arguments of both the parties were heard. After going through the written reply to the show cause notice issued to the PIO and explanation of the facts tendered by Sh. Gora Lal, E.O. Improvement Trust, Patiala it is observed that though the delay has been caused in providing information to the RTI applicant but the same is found to be neither malafide nor willful. The reply to the show cause notice and explanation during personal hearing are found satisfactory and therefore the show cause notice issued to him is hereby discharged. Notwithstanding the above facts, the PIO office of Improvement Trust, Patiala is cautioned to be careful in future to ensure that the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 are implemented in letter and spirit. The instant complaint case is hereby closed and disposed of .   
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










 Sd/-
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1872 of 2013
Nav Kiran Kaur

R/o Village Gogoani, 

P.O. Khosa Dall Singh, Tehsil Zira,

District Ferozepur. 





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

(Regd. Post)

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Government BIS

Hardasa School, Tehsil Zira,

District Ferozepur. 

2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman, BIS Gagra(Koti-isse-Khan)


Moga.


3.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, General School Education 
5th Floor Punjab School Education Board building, 

Phase-8/Sector-62, Mohali.


   ………..……………Respondent

Present:
Nav Kiran Kaur complainant in person.(88722-98100)
For the respondent: Sh. Darshan Singh, DEO (SE), Ferozepur. 
ORDER 
1.
The complainant is present in the Commission and states that the information has yet not been provided by the PIO.
2.
Sh. Darshan Singh, DEO (SE), Ferozepur is present in the Commission and states that the Principal Government BIS Hardasa School, Tehsil Zira, District Ferozepur was intimated to attend the hearing of the Commission. He further states that the he has already filed his written submissions. He further states that the 70% part of the salary of the teachers of respondent number 1. is given by the Director, DGSE, 5th Floor Punjab School Education Board building, Mohali.   
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3.
 The PIO office of DGSE is hereby impleaded as respondent party and is directed to ensure the presence of PIO Principal Government BIS Hardasa School, Tehsil Zira, District Ferozepur & PIO Chairman BIS Gagra(Koti-isse-Khan)Moga at next date of hearing. Notice of hearing be also issued to the PIO office of DGSE by registered post for 21.10.2013.   The matter to come up for hearing now on 21.10.2013 at 2:00 PM.

 4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties by registered post.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 16.09.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

