                                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vijay Walia  s/o Shri I.S.Walia,

Vijay Lodge, Rajbaha Road,

Patiala.       
                                                                                    
  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  Assistant Labour Commissioner, 

Near Railway Phatak No. 19,

Patiala.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 05  of 2015
Present: 
Shri Vijay Walia, complainant in person;
Shri  Balwinder Singh, Assistant Labour commissioner, Patiala, for the respondent PIO. 

ORDER:


Shri Vijay Walia, complainant vide an RTI application dated 29.10.2014  addressed to  PIO o/o Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala,  sought certain information on 3  points pertaining to Building  other construction workers beneficiaries schemes for the period from 1.10.2013 to 30.9.2014.

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 9.12.2014.Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.2015.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Balwinder Singh PIO cum Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Patiala, stated that in addition to his own duties, he is also holding an additional charge of Districts  of Sri Fategarh Sahib, Mohali and Ropar. More so, there is no clerk even at present posted in his office, while the demanded information is quite voluminous, therefore some more time may be given to him  for providing the information to the complainant on point no. 1 to 3 as discussed in commission today. He also submitted his written submissions in support of his defence.


Acceeding to his request, the case is adjourned to 25.2.2015 for further hearing. 
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
      State Information Commissioner. 

                                               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sharad Mehra 

s/o Sh. Raman Kumar Mehra,

r/o 15, Govind Vihar, 

R.B. Duni  Chand Road,

Amritsar.                                                                                      
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food & 

Civil Supplies Officer,
Ram Tirath Road,

Amritsar.                                                                      
                 Respondent     
                                                          CC No.  34   of 2015
Present: 
Shri Sharad  Mehra, complainant in person;

Shri Surinder Kumar, Asstt. Food Supplies Officer, Amritsar for respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Sharad Mehra, complainant vide an RTI application dated 3.6.2014,   addressed to   PIO o/o Distt. Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Ram Tirath Road, Amritsar, sought the following information:

“Certified copies of the D4 register showing the complete particulars with the names of each and every family members. The ration card issued at the address of H.No. 553, Gali Shekha wali, I/s Lahori Gate, Amritsar Consumer Nos. 49707 and 49708”. 


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 on12.12.2014.Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.2015.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Surinder Kumar, Assistant Food Supplies Officer, Amritsar stated that the demanded information have been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. RTI-2015/619, dated 11.2. 2015. He also handed over to the commission the copy of the supplied information for its perusal  and record. 


As such since the demanded information in this case stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surjit Singh Salwa, (Ex-Panch)

V.P.O. Karhyal, Tehsil Sunam, 

Block Dirba, Distt. Sangrur-148035.                                                   Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food , Civil Supplies,                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

& Consumer Affairs Controller,

Sangrur. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent  
                                                          CC No. 38    of 2015
Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Gurcharan Singh, Inspector, o/o Distt.  Food Supplies, Sangrur for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Surjit Singh Salwa,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  7.4.2014,   addressed to  PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur,  sought 2 points  information pertaining to the complaint  dated  2nd April, 2014,  made  by the Gram Panchayat, Vill. Karhyal Block Dirba against the Food Supplies Department officers 

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 12.12.2014.Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.2015.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Gurcharan Singh, Inspector, Food Supplies Sangrur, appearing  on behalf of  PIO cum D.F.S.C. Sangrur, stated that the requisite information have been supplied to the complainant vide letters No. Distribution-2014/4434 dated 20.4.2014, No. Distribution-2014/7006 dated 5.9.2014 and No. Distribution -2014/8084 dated  17.10.2014, wherein it is written that D.F.S.O. Sunam has been entrusted the enquiry into the complaint of Gram Panchayat Karhial vide Memo No. Distribution -2014/3451, dated 4.4.2014 and Distribution -2014/3878 dated 25.4.2014, and  directed to conduct the enquiry and send the repord to the D.F.S.C. Sangrur. However no report has been received so far. 

It is thus noted that due response stands sent to the complainant, the case is therefore, disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash Bansal,

s/o Shri Hari Ram r/o Lakhwali Basti,

Patran, Distt. Patiala.                                                                        
  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar Firms & Societies,

Punjab,  Sector 18-C,

Chandigarh.                                       

                                                                                                       
    Respondent   
                                                          CC No.  43   of 2015
Present:
None for the complainant;



Mrs. Pushpa Devi Sr. Asstt. for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Om Parkash  Bansal,   complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.9.2014  addressed to PIO  cum  Registrar Firms & Societies, Punjab,  Sector 18-C,

Chandigarh sought certain information on  6  points pertaining  to society registered at no. 472 of 1983-84 in the name of Public Girls High School (Trust) Patran, Distt. Patiala. 


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 15.12.2014    .Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.2015.

During hearing of this case today, Smt. Pushpa Devi, Sr. Asstt. o/o Registrar Firms & Societies, Punjab, stated that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide Memo No. RFS/RTI/Patiala/359, dated 28.1.2015, under registered cover. She also handed over  a copy of the supplied information to the commission for its perusal and record. Since the demanded information stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pawan Jakhar,       
                                                                                    
  

s/o Shri Khushi Ram,

r/o Village Panjkosi,

Tehsil Abohar, distt. Fazilka.                                                            Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food , Civil Supplies,                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

& Consumer Affairs Controller,

Fazilka-152116.                                                                                                      Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  44   of 2015

Present:

Shri Pawan Jakhar, complainant in person;

Shri Joginder Singh, Inspector, o/o D.F.S.C. Fazilka for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Pawan Jakharh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.9.2014  addressed to PIO o/o District Food , Civil Supplies, & Consumer Affairs Controller, Fazilka-152116  sought certain information on  24 points for the period from 2013 to today, pertaining to Depot Holder Shri Pankaj Kumar s/o Shri Rajinder Kumar r/o New Abadi, Abohar.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          


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 15.12.2014     .Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.2015.

During hearing of this case today,  Shri Joginder Singh, Inspector appearing on behalf of PIO, stated that  the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide Memo  No. fBHtzv--2014/3257, dated 11.11.2014. However, Shri Pawan Jakhar, stated that the provided information is misleading and incorrect.

It is observed that the due response stands sent to the complainant, it is further noted that Shri Pawan Jakhar, has approached the commission in a complaint case filed  under the provisions of section 18 of RTI Act, 2005. Whereas as per the para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010). wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.”

. Thus, no further directions in the matter, being a complaint case can be issued  to the PIO, for providing information.


In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority o/o  Director, Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellate Authority, under the provisions of section 19(1) of act ibid  the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


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


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 13.4.14 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


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

          In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
       State Information Commissioner. 

                                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Pawan Jakhar,       
                                                                                    
  

s/o Shri Khushi Ram,

r/o Village Panjkosi,

Tehsil Abohar, distt. Fazilka.                                                                Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food , Civil Supplies,                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   

& Consumer Affairs Controller,

Fazilka-152116.                                                                                   Respondent   
                                                          CC No.  45   of 2015
Present:
Shri Pawan Jakhar, complainant in person;

Shri Joginder Singh, Inspector, o/o D.F.S.C. Fazilka for the respondent PIO

ORDER:


Shri Pawan Jakhar complainant vide an RTI application dated  25.9.2014 addressed to PIO o/o District Food , Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller,

Fazilka-152116 sought certain information on 24  points pertaining to  Depot Holder Shri Pankaj Kumar s/o Shri Rajinder Kumar r/o New Abadi, Abohar.   

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 15.12.2014 .Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.2015.

During hearing of this case today,  Shri Joginder Singh, Inspector appearing on behalf of PIO, stated that  the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide Memo  No. fBHtzv--2014/3257, dated 11.11.2014. However, Shri Pawan Jakhar, stated that the provided information is misleading and incorrect.

It is observed that the due response stands sent to the complainant, it is further noted that Shri Pawan Jakhar, has approached the commission in a complaint case filed  under the provisions of section 18 of RTI Act, 2005. Whereas as per the para 31 of  the judgment of  Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010). wherein it has been held as under:-

“The Commissioner while entertaining a complaint under Section 18 of the said Act has no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.”

. Thus, no further directions in the matter, being a complaint case can be issued  to the PIO, for providing information.


In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before the First Appellate Authority o/o  Director, Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellate Authority, under the provisions of section 19(1) of act ibid  the FAA is directed to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


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


Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.  In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 13.4.14 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.


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

          In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Avtar  Chand Bhatti,

s/o Late Shri Ram Saran,

V.P.O. Bassi  Kalan,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-146001.                                                                 
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director, 

Food  Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Punjab,  Jeewandeep Bldg.

Sector 17, Chandigarh

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  62   of 2015

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Jagroop Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o D.F.S. Punjab, 
ORDER:


Shri Avtar  Chand Bhatti , complainant vide an RTI application dated  26.5.2014  addressed to PIO o/o Director, Food  Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,  Jeewandeep Bldg. Sector 17, Chandigarh sought  action taken report on the letters issued to Food Distribution Branch by Head office vide letter No. 618 dated 8.7.2010, 862, dated 20.9.2010 , 1153,  and demi official No. 1290 dated 12/13.12.2011 and No. 505 dated 13.8.2012 

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 on5.8.2014      .Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.2015.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Jagroop Singh, Sr. Asstt. stated that the demanded information has been sent to the complainant vide Memo No. 2FD(249)-2015/96, dated 12.1.2015, under registered cover. 


As such since the demanded information in this case stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Dhawan,

s/o Iswar Dutt  Dhawan,

Surja Ram Market, Malout-152107

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                       
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director of Public Instructions

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali-160062.    
 PIO O/O Director-DAC, 

Phase 8,  Industrial Area

(adjacent to IVY  Hospital)  

Mohali.                                 
                         
Respondent   
                                                          CC No.  3391   of 2014
Present:
Shri Kulbhushan Puri for complainant.

Ms. Suhinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (Estt. 2)   Shri Jawinder Singh Nayyar,     Dy Director SE, and Shri Varinder Singh, Sr. Clerk for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Rajesh Dhawan, complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.9.2014  addressed to PIO o/o Director of Public Instructions, (Secondary Education), Punjab,

Vidhya Bhawan, Sector 62,S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali  sought certain information on 6  points pertaining to the appointment of Ms. Harinder Kaur, S.S. Mistress.

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 4.12.2014. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  4.2.15.
On the last date of hearing  i.e. on 4.2.2015, Shri Kulbhushan Puri appearing for complainant stated that no information  had been supplied to him till date by  Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar,  Dy. Director (Rectt.) o/o DPI (SE), Punjab.    However, Shri Varinder Singh, Sr. Clerk appearing on behalf of  PIO  stated that this  subject was dealt with by Ms. Suhinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (Estt. 2) and certain information might be available with office of  Director, C-DAC, Phase 8, Industrial Area, (adjacent to IVY  Hospital)  Mohali.  In view of it,  PIO O/O Director, C-DAC, Phase 8, Industrial Area, (adjacent to IVY  Hospital)  Mohali  was impleaded as  respondent in this case and a copy of RTI Application was sent to him.


Accordingly, Shri Varinder Singh, Sr. Clerk was directed to supply copy of RTI application to Ms. Suhinder Kaur, Asstt. Director that day itself to enable her to provide the demanded information to the complainant.


Both Ms. Suhinder Kaur,   Asstt. Director (Estt. 2) o/o DPI (SE), Punjab, Mohali as well as PIO O/O Director, C-DAC, Phase 8, Industrial Area, (adjacent to IVY  Hospital)  Mohali were directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with written submissions and action taken report and the case was adjourned to  16.2.15 for further proceedings.


During the hearing of this case today, Ms. Suhinder Kaur, Asstt. Director (Estt. 2), stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 24/24-2015E-2(6) dated 11.2.2015. He also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the commission for its perusal and record. 

It is observed that the demanded information has been supplied to the complainant,  as such  no cause of action survives further and the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagjeet  Singh s/o Shri Maghar Singh,

r/o Anaj Mandi Near Market Committee,

Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.                                                                 
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Managing Director,

PUNSUP, SCO  36-40,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                      CC No.   24   of 2015
Present:  Complainant in person with Shri Laxmi Narain.
                Shri Damanpreet Walia, PIO cum DGM Shri Shri Ramandip, APIO cum Sr. Asstt. for respondent.

ORDER


  Shri  Jagjeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  15.10.14, addressed to  Director, PUNSUP.,  Punjab   sought certain information on 8  points.


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  11.12.2014.   Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 16.2.15.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Damanpreet Walia, PIO cum DGM stated that the applicant has submitted him a new RTI application today requesting that information be now provided on this application  in place of RTI application dated  15.10.14 filed earlier.  As such, some more time is required to provide  the  information to complainant.  


In view of the submissions made by  both the parties, the case is adjourned to  23.2.15 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.2.2015


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Manpreet Kaur,

w/o S.Amarjit Singh,

# 41, Ward No. 12,

Behrampur Road, 

Gurdaspur-143521                                                                      Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Officer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.,

P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur. 

                                                                                                       



                  Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 1269    of 2014

Present:

Complaint in person with Shri Amarjit Singh.



Shri  Ramesh  Sarangal,  XEN  for  the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Mrs. Manpreet Kaur, complainant vide an RTI application dated  1.1.2014, addressed to S.D.O.,  Punjab State Power Corporation, Ltd., (City), Gurdaspur,   sought certain information on 3  points, relating to  the application dated 26.11.2013, given by Manpreet Kaur d/o Late Shri Manjit Singh w/o Shri Amarjit Singh, pertaining to the  Meter A/c No. NF 54-2163W, S.No. 19912.


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 24.2.2014.   Now   this case has been entrusted to this bench for further hearing and accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 8.1.15. 

This case was last  heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner, Punjab on  13.10.2014 , In that order it  has been mentioned that the  respondent stated that the record in question does not exist in their office. However, the respondent was not satisfied with the plea taken by the respondent. 

During  hearing of this case  on 8.1.15, it was observed that it was not that old record which could  be misplaced or destroyed. It was  thus noted that total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by the Shri Ramesh Sarangal, PIO  cum Executive Engineer, Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur, in providing the information to the applicant – complainant and information hence been denied to the applicant willfully and  without any reasonable cause.. 


As such, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred on it,  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to PIO cum  Executive Engineer, (Urban) Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., Gurdaspur to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit 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 his failing to provide  the information to the complainant without  any reasonable cause  till date, despite of his filing  an RTI Application on  1.1.2014.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  would be presumed  that  he had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against him.
iii)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with action taken report, written submissions, regarding RTI application, for its perusal by commission..         

         The case was adjourned to  30.1.2015 at 11.00 AM.

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on  30.1.15,  it was pointed out by  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur that he is APIO and not PIO.   In fact, Shri Jasbir Singh, SE,  PSPCL (Urban) Gurdaspur is PIO.   Shri Ramesh Sarangal, XEN further stated that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant on points no. 2 to  5 vide letter  dated 30.1.15 and since information on point no. 1 is not available on record, he has filed an affidavit dated 29.1.15 duly  attested by Notary Public in support of his contentions.  However,  Shri Amarjit Singh appearing for the  complainant  pointed out certain discrepancies  to  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  Executive Engineer cum APIO.  


In view of above, Shri Jasbir Singh, PIO cum  Superintending  Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur  and  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  APIO cum  Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur were directed to file written submissions with proof, so that further proceedings in the matter were taken up accordingly and  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  APIO cum  Executive Engineer was  also  directed to appear before  the Commission on the next fixed date.


It was made clear that in case Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  APIO cum  Executive Engineer failed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date,  Shri Jasbir Singh, PIO cum  Superintending  Engineer would be issued show cause notice under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.   PIO  was  further directed to file an affidavit certifying that complete, and correct demanded information had already been supplied to complainant as per record and nothing had been concealed and  the case was adjourned to  16.2.2015.


 During hearing of this case today,    Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  Sr. Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd., P.S.P.C.L(Urban) Gurdaspur  stated that the point-wise information has per its availability in the office record has again been supplied to the complainant vide Memo. no.  174, dated  11.2.15. He also filed an affidavit dated 16.2.15 duly attested by the Notary Public that the information supplied to the complainant on para 1 to 5 is correct as per the record and nothing have been concealed and only information  on para 1 have been provided partly as the record was not available in the office of SDO, PSPCL, Gurdaspur.

He also handed over to the Commission a  copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record.  It is further noted that Shri Ramesh Sarangal, Sr. Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. Gurdaspur also filed a separate affidavit dated 29.1.15 mentioning that he has given all the information in detail to the complainant vide memo no. 366, dated  5.3.14 and again detailed information was also provided vide memo.  no. 799, dated  27.6.14 alongwith 22 annexures and only one document in para 1 could not be supplied as the same is not available in the  office record.  He further stated that he has supplied complete information to the complainant from time to time as per its availability in the office record though he is APIO  and SE (Distribution) PSPCL, Gurdaspur is the PIO.  As such, in  view of written as well as oral submissions made by  Shri Ramesh Sarangal,  Sr. Executive Engineer,  Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd. Gurdaspur show cause notice issued to him is dropped.


Further since the demanded information as per its availability in the office record stands supplied to the complainant, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.2.2015


   
        State Information Commissioner. 

                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kanwal Kishore,

32, Municipal Colony,

College Road, Pathankot.
                                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Pathankot.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Educatiojn Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Pathankot.                                                                                          Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 3343   of 2014

Present:
Shri Kanwal Kishore, appellant,  present in person;

Shri Vijay  Kumar, SDO o/o Distt. Education Officer,  Pathankot, for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Kanwal  Kishore,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 31.7.2014 , addressed to PIO, o/o District  Education Officer, (Elementary Education) Pathankot  sought certain information relating to construction work done on 13.8.2013 in  Govt. Primary School Mamial, Distt. Pathankot. 



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 o/o District  Education Officer, (Elementary Education) Pathankot  vide letter dated 22.8.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 6.11.2014    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  14.1.15.

 During hearing of this case  on 14.1.15, Shri Pardeep Kumar, J.E. appearing for Shri Didar Singh, PIO cum  D.E.O.(EE) Pathankot, stated that the requisite information had  been provided to the appellant vide letter No. RTI/2014-11623 dated 13.1.2015. However, Shri Kanwal Kishore, appellant stated that the provided information was incomplete and mis-leading. 

As such Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot, was directed to assist the PIO, as per provisions of section 5(4)(5) of act in providing connected information to appellant and was to  be treated as deemed PIO for the purpose.

Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot was further directed to ensure that the complete, correct and  duly attested information is provided to the appellant by him under his own signatures. 

He was also directed to appear before the commission with PIO on the next fixed date with a copy of the provided information. It was made clear that failing to attend the commission and to provide the correct information by him to the appellant, would attract penalty provisions of section 20(i) of RTI  act against District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot and the case was adjourned to 30.1.15.

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 30.1.15, the appellant stated that he had not been provided complete, correct and  duly attested information till that date.   Moreover, despite order of  Commission dated  14.1.15, Shri Didar  Singh, DEO (EE),  Pathankot  neither appeared before the Commission nor filed any submissions.    It  was  thus  noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  have been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about 6 months and the information had not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause till that date.      


Therefore, the Commission in the exercise of powers conferred  under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to  Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot to explain in writing in the shape of an affidavit 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 despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  31.7.14.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  shall be presumed  that  he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be initiated against them.

iii) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  4 days from  that day. 

iv)He was also directed to attend the Commission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information.

v)He was also directed to file an affidavit certifying that complete and correct demanded information had been sent to appellant as per provisions contained in RTI Act, and nothing had been concealed.

         The case was adjourned to  16.2.2015 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri  Vijay Kumar, SDO stated that the requisite information has personally been received on 16.2.15 by the appellant  from the DEO (EE), Pathankot  vide letter no. 12414, dated 13.2.15.   He has also handed over to the Commission a copy of the supplied information.

It is further  noted that on the last date of hearing i.e. on 30.1.15, Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot was issued show cause notice and  was also directed to attend theCommission,  on the next date of hearing  with one spare set of  provided information and also  to file an affidavit certifying that complete and correct demanded information had been sent to appellant as per provisions contained in RTI Act, and nothing had been concealed.   However, neither the DEO (EE), Pathankot put in appearance before the Commission today nor filed the affidavit.  

As such, , Shri Didar Singh, District Education Officer (Elementary Education) Pathankot is afforded last opportunity to file reply to the show cause notice failing which penalty provisions under  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act could be invoked.


Adjourned to  23.2.15 at  11.00 AM.


 Chandigarh.





        (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:   16.2.15.    

   
                State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Didar Singh,                                    (REGISTERED)

District Education Officer 
(Elementary Education) Pathankot.

            For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.2.15.   

   
             State Information Commissioner. 

 
                       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh 
s/o Shri Bharpur Singh,

r/o Vill. Baghair Charhat Singh,

Tehsil Maurh, 
Distt. Bathinda-151509,                                                         
            Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Registrar,

Cooperative Societies,

Talwandi Sabo, 

Distt. Bathinda.                                                                    
                Respondent   
                                                          CC No.  3357 of 2014
 Present: Complainant in person.

                Shri  Sukhpal  Singh, Asstt.  Secretary,  Coop. Society  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Sarabjit Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  20.5.2014 addressed to the PIO cum Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Talwandi Sabo, Distt. Bathinda,  sought   R.D. list and balance sheet of cooperative society of village Baghaier  Charhat Singh  for the period from 1.4.2008  to 1.4.2014. 


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 2.12.14. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  4.2.15.

On the last  hearing of this case on 4.2.15,  Shri Sarabjit Singh, complainant stated that he had not been supplied the demanded information till that date.   


As such, Shri Sukhpal Singh, PIO cum Asstt. Registrar,  Cooperative Societies,Talwandi Sabo,  Distt. Bathinda was directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with written submissions, action taken report. a copy of the provided information and record pertaining to the RTI application dated 20.5.2014 filed by the applicant – complainant and the case was adjourned to 16.2.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further proceedings.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Sukhpal Singh, PIO cum Asstt. Registrar,  Cooperative Societies,Talwandi Sabo,  Distt. Bathinda  handed over a set of  documents to the complainant in the Commission containing the  information.

Now since the demanded information stands supplied, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Baldev  Singh, s/o Shri Banta Singh,

Vill. Ghangas, Tehsil Payal, 

Distt. Ludhiana-141419                                                                          
  
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 3394    of 2014

Present:  None for complainant.

               Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. Asstt. for  respondent.
ORDER:


Shri  Baldev Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.9.2014  addressed to  the PIO o/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali,   sought action taken report on  Memo.   No. 6/57/10 Ludhiana-S/2291 dated  14.3.12 (14.1.12) and  letter no. 4620/REA, dated 2.7.12 and letter no. 5329/REA, dated  7.8.12  pertaining to the misuse of grants  by the Sarpanch and  Members Panchayats of Village Ghangas, Block Doraha, Distt. Ludhiana.

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 5.12.2014. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  4.2.15.
            On the last hearing of this case on 4.2.15, it was observed that notice sent  to Shri   Baldev  Singh, s/o Shri Banta Singh,Vill. Ghangas, Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana had been received in the Commission undelivered with the remarks that at the given address, complainant had not been found to be residing.   Accordingly,  copy of order was  sent to complainant under registered cover with a direction to apprise the Commission either personally  or through  his authorised representative  regarding the receipt of the information demanded by him,  failing which it was to be presumed that he had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be taken.

            During hearing on 4.2.15,  Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Jr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of  PIO cum Incharge (Complaints Br.) stated that the requisite information  had been sent to complainant vide memo no. 6/57/2010-Mohali-S/5905, dated  17.10.14 informing him that as per  letter no. 6/67/2010-Mohali and letter  S/2291, dated  14.3.12,  preliminary enquiry in to the complaint had  been entrusted to the DDPO, Ludhiana and the report  is still awaited.  However, since the complainant was not present on that day, the case was adjourned to today as to confirm the status of  information received by him.   


However, it is noted that again today neither the complainant attended the Commission nor sent any communication.  It  is thus evident that he is satisfied with the provided information,   

In view of above facts,  the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh s/o Sh. Saroop Singh,

r/o Hakamwala, P.O. Boha,

Tehsil Budhlada, 

Distt. Mansa-151503                                                     
                  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Block Development & 

Panchayats Officer,

Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.                                                 
                  
Respondent   

                                                          CC No.  3136  of 2014

Present:

None for  complainant.
Shri Ashok  Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Hakamwala  with Shri Jagjit Singh, Clerk   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Darshan Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated 12.8.2014   addressed to PIO o/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Block  Budhlada, Distt. Mansa,   sought certain information for the period from  July, 2013  to till date, pertaining to the  grants received and expenditure incurred by Gram Panchayat village Hakamwala 


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 11.11.2014. Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.


During the hearing of this case on 14.1.15,  it was observed that Shri Ashok Kumar,  Panchayat Secretary stated  that he wrote to applicant for deposit of additional fee/documents charges, but the complainant did not deposit the same. It  was observed that the additional fee was not demanded by PIO cum Panchayat Secretary in mandatory period of 10 days. As such PIO was directed to respond to RTI application of complainant within 7 days.


Further, Shri Sanjeev Kumar, Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Budhlada, Distt. Mansa, was treated as deemed PIO as per the provisions of section 5(4) (5) of the act ibid, and directed to ensure the  providing  of the complete, correct and point-wise information to the complainant with regard to his RTI application dated 12.8.2014.

Both Shri Sanjeev Kumar, B.D.P.O. Budhlada and Shri Ashok Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Hakamwala,  were directed to appear before the commission on next fixed date with action taken report and written submissions. 

The case was adjourned to  4.2.2015 for further proceedings.

On the last  hearing of this case  i.e. on 4.2.15, Shri Sanjiv Kumar, BDPO Budladha stated that the  requisite information had been sent to the complainant on 30.1.2015 under registered cover. It was further noted that the complainant was not present on that  day. As such his views for the provided information could not be ascertained. 

Shri Darshan Singh was afforded one last opportunity to appear before the commission, personally to apprise about the correctness of the provided information, failing which it was to be be presumed that he had nothing to say. 

Shri Sanjiv Kumar, BDPO Budhlada was directed to  ensure that  the complainant defends his case  on the next fixed date and the case was adjourned to 16.2.2014 at 11.00 A.M. 
During hearing of this case today,  Shri Ashok  Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Hakamwala  and  Shri Jagjit Singh, Clerk  handed over to the Commission duly signed letter by the complainant expressing his full satisfaction with the provided information.  


In view of above facts, the case is  disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  16.2.2015


   
    State Information Commissioner. 

                                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajay Kumar,

H.29, Gali No. 1-F,

Gautam Nagar,

Hoshiarpur.                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of School Education, Mini sectt.,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Deptt. of School Education, Mini Sectt.,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh                                                                        Respondent     

                                                      AC No.  3647  of 2014

Present:   None for appellant.
               Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, Dy. Director (SE) O/O  DPI (SE), Pb. With  Shri Varinder Singh, Sr. Clerk   for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Ajay Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.7.2014 , addressed to PIO, o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh, sought certain information for the period  from 2009 to date pertaining to selection of  20 Lecturers  in History.



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 o/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of School Education, Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh,  vide letter dated 23.9.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 9.12.2014   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  10.2.15.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 10.2.15, Shri Ajay Kumar, appellant stated that though he had been supplied information vide memo. no. 6/264-2014..(8), dated 2.2.15 but the same was  incomplete.   As such, the supplied information had been discussed  by the respondent appearing on behalf of  Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, PIO cum Dy. Director (SA) in the  Commission who requested for adjournment of this case to some other date to enable him to supply the remaining information within 3 days.


In view of the submissions made by the respondent, the case was adjourned to 16.2.15 for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Jaswinder Singh Nayyar, Dy. Director (SA) stated that the requisite information have been give to the appellant  Dasti vide  memo. no. 2/264-2014  (8),  dated  10.2.2015.  He  also handed over to the Commission a set of  documents containing the information  including  letter dated 10.2.2015  duly signed by the appellant wherein he has stated  that he has received the demanded information duly attested  and have also requested for the closure of his case.

In view of written submissions made by the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.2.2015


                State Information Commissioner. 

                  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh,

H.No. 16-C,

Dr. Kitchlu Nagar, 

Rajpura Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-141001.
                                                                                          

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar Mohali-160062..

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar Mohali-160062.                                                                       

Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 3444   of 2014

 Present:
 Appellant  in person.
                       Ms. Gurpreet Kaur, DPI (EE), Pb. with Ms. Baljinder Kaur,  Dy. DEO  (EE),  Ludhiana and Shri Hardip Singh, Supdt.  o/o DRDP,  Pb.
ORDER:



Shri Gurbax Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 1.8.2014, addressed to PIO o/o  Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali,  sought certain information on 5  points relating to action taken  under service conduct rules against ETT Teachers booked by Ludhiana Police under section 420 (Cheating), 465, 467,468, 471 (Fraud & Forgery) & 120 B (Criminal Conspiracy) having no. 133 dated 1.10.2013 with P.S. Division No. 8 Ludhiana. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority o/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, vide letter dated 3.9.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 19.11..2014,  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  21.1.15.

On the last  hearing of this case on 21.1.15, it was observed that none appeared on behalf of  Respondent - PIO O/O  DRDP, Punjab.    It was further  noted that there was no document on record from where it could be ascertained as to  whether any response in respect of  RTI Application dated  1.8.14 filed by the appellant had been sent to him by PIO  or not.  


It was further noted that even the DRDP, Punjab cum First Appellate Authority vide order dated  29.9.14 had directed the PIO cum Dy. Director  (SE)  ETT  to provide the information to the appellant.

In view of the above noted facts, the PIO O/O Director Rural Development & Panchayats,Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar Mohali  was directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information  sent to the appellant observing the provisions contained in the RTI Act. 

 
In view of the above  order passed by  DRDP, Punjab,  PIO cum Dy. Director  (SE)  ETT   was directed to supply the demanded information to the appellant within a period of  7 days and to appear personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information and the case was adjourned to  5.2.15.


On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 5.2.15, Shri Puran Chand, Dy. Director (Panchayats) informed the Commission on phone that since he had not received the RTI application  in his office,  Shri Jasbir Singh, Jr. Asstt.  was to   collect the same on that day and he would  supply the demanded information to the appellant positively within a period of 5 days from  that day free of cost.


Accordingly, Shri Jasbir Singh, Jr. Asstt.  appeared before the Commission and stated that complete record pertaining to EET Teachers recruited in the Zila Parishads and Panchayat Samitis  had been transferred to the o/o DPI (EE), Punjab as all such teachers had been merged in the Education Deptt.  


As such,  Shri Puran Chand, Dy. Director (Panchayats) o/o DRDP, Punjab  was directed to provide to the appellant point wise, complete and correct information within 5 days from that day.  Similarly,  Ms. Darshan Kaur, Director (EE) was directed to depute the concerned PIO  of her office to attend the Commission punctually and if the record had been transferred to her office, she was further directed to ensure that the requisite information was provided by the PIO of her office to the appellant within 4 days.    Shri Jasbir Singh, Jr. Asstt.  was to supply copy of RTI application to the concerned PIO  O/O  DPI (EE), Punjab.


Both PIO  o/o DRDP, Punjab  as well as PIO O/O  Ms. Darshan Kaur, Director (EE)  were directed to  appear before the next fixed date with a copy of the point-wise supplied information to the appellant.


Both PIOs were directed to  file separate  affidavits  certifying that the information as per its  availability in the office record had  been provided to the appellant and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  16.2.15 at  11.00 AM.

During hearing of this case today,   Shri Hardip Singh, Supdt. stated that the requisite information have been supplied to the appellant vide letter no.  2/68/2014/RTI.4/11952 dated  21.10.14 through Registry no. RP 338225837IN, dated  22.10.14 and again point-wise information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 2/68/2014/RTI.4/2390,  dated   13.2.15 and  letter no. SPL-1, dated 16.2.15.     The  appellant also expressed his satisfaction with the provided information.

Now since the complete information stands provided to the appellant, the case is disposed of/closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmukh Singh,

r/o Adarsh Nagar,

Gali No. 1, Opp. Nehru Park,

Jaiton Mandi, Distt. Faridkot


                                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Mandi Board, 

Punjab Mandi Bhawan,

Sector 65-A, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 










O/o Punjab Mandi Board, 

Punjab Mandi Bhawan,

Sector 65-A, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.   

The Public Information Officer, 



      

o/o Chief Town Planner, Punjab 

(Mandi Division), Madhya Marg,

Sector 18- A, Chandigarh.

The Public Information Officer,                                            

o/o Director Colonization ,

SCO 2437-38, Sector  22-C,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent    

                                                      AC No.  2252  of 2014

Present:
Shri Gurmukh Singh,    present in person;

Shri Pankaj Bawa, Distt. Town Planner with Shri Joginder Singh, Legal Asstt.  Colonisation  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Gurmukh Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 29.3.2014, , addressed to PIO cum G.M.  (Estates) , Punjab Mandi Board, SCO 141-42 sector 17-C, Chandigarh, sought the photocopy of the map for the year 1991-92 of Grain Market at the time of auction i.e.held on 3.1.1992 by the Administrator, New Mandi Town ship, Chandigarh.  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission in second appeal  on  14.7.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act  .

This case was last heard by Mrs. Jaspal Kaur, State Information Commissioner Punjab on 29.9.2014, when  the representative of the respondent appeared and stated that the information sought by the appellant did not exist in the office record as such the then S.I.C. Mrs. Jaspal Kaur directed the respondent PIO cum G.M. to search out their record once again and provide the necessary information to the appellant. In case they still find that it did not exist in their record, affidavit to this effect was to  be filed before the commission and the case was adjourned   for further hearing. Now this case had been entrusted to this bench and accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to the parties. 

Shri R.P. Singh, General Manager cum Estate Officer, Punjab Mandi Board,  filed an affidavit wherein it had been mentioned that despite their best efforts the drawings of Grain Market  at Jaito for the year 1991-92 sought  by the appellant was not traceable in the office record. He further stated that this Grain Market was under the jurisdiction of the Department of colonization and it had only been transferred to the Mandi Board in the year 2007 and the record for the year 2006 only was transferred. He further stated that probably these drawings of New Grain Market  for the year 1991-92 when it was carved might be  with the Colonization Department. 

As such Chief Town Planner, Punjab (Mandi Division) and PIO o/o Director Colonization, were impleaded as a necessary party. As such both the PIOs were directed to supply the information to the appellant. They were further directed to  appear before the Commission personally on the next date of hearing  and the case was adjourned to 29.1.15 for further proceedings.

On the last  hearing of  this case i.e. on 29.1.15, Shri  Gurnek  Singh, APIO  o/o Director Colonisation, Punjab filed a detailed application submitting that the demanded information did not exist in their office record as complete record pertaining to Market Committees had been transferred to the Mandi Board in 2007 as per Govt.  orders. 

Shri Pankaj Bawa, Distt. Town Planner appearing on behalf of   Chief Town Planner, Punjab  stated that since he had been provided the copy of the RTI application on that day in the Commission  He would  make best efforts to ensure the providing of  demanded information to the appellant though the entire record pertaining to the Market Committees in the State already stood transferred to the Mandi Board in the year 2006.

In view of the submissions made by  DTP o/o CTP, Punjab the case was adjourned to 16.2.15 to ensure that the demanded information is provided to the appellant as per his RTI application.  The PIO o/o  CTP, Punjab was further directed to file an affidavit on the next fixed date regarding the response made to the appellant in response to his  RTI application.   Shri Daljit Singh, PCS, PIO cum  Administrator, Colonisation Deptt. Punjab cum Spl. Secretary (Agriculture), Room no. 206, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh was also directed to ensure the providing of demanded information to the appellant as per the RTI Application given to the SDO, Colonisation  Deptt.. Punjab on that day in the Commission as allotment of the plots in the Grain Markets had been auctioned by the Colonisation Deptt.  He was directed to file self attested affidavit in support of his contentions  similar to  the directions given to the PIO o/o CTP, Punjab.


Both Shri Daljit Singh, PCS, PIO cum  Administrator, Colonisation Deptt. Punjab cum Spl. Secretary (Agriculture), Room no. 206, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh  and Shri Pankaj Bawa, Distt. Town Planner o/o CTP, Punjab would appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with the copies of the letters vide which the information was supplied to the appellant and their affidavits and adjourned to 16.2.2015 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Joginder Singh, Legal Asstt.  Colonisation  presented an affidavit dated  16.2.15 of Shri Daljeet Singh, Addl. Director, Colonisation cum PIO which is taken on record.  In this affidavit, he has stated that they have tried best to trace out the  map for the years 1991-92  but the same has not been found in the Colonisation Deptt. Punjab.   However, Shri Pankaj Bawa, Distt. Town Planner stated that now  3 drawings are available in his office, namely,  DTP (M) 53/89, dated 16.6.89, DTP (M),  68/90, dated 29.3.90 and DTP (m), dated 10.1.90 and each certified copy of which could be provide with a requisite fee of  Rs. 500/-.   At this, the appellant stated that he may be provided certified copy of  Drawing no.  DTP (M)  3/91, dated  10.1.91  after receipt of requisite fee of  Rs. 500/- for which Shri Pankaj Bawa, DTP agreed.   Accordingly, the appellant also submitted to the Commission for closure of his case.

In view  of above facts, the appeal  case in hand  is  disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.2.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

                                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Kumar, s/o Shri Lal Chand,

r/o Dhakki, Near Chamba Rest House,

Pathankot.


                                                                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Pathankot.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Distt. Education Officer,

(Elementary Education)

Pathankot                                                                                                  
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.3414   of 2014

Present:
 None for appellant.

Shri Vijay Kumar, SDO  (Civil) for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Balwinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 30.7.2014, addressed to PIO o/o Distt. Education Officer, (Elementary Education), Pathankot,  sought certain information on 9  points  for the period from 1.11.12 to  30.7.14 pertaining to the explanation of  Shri Balwinder Kumar, BPEO regarding the shifting of  Rs. 5.20 lacs from Govt. Primary School, Bhatwan to  Govt. Primary School, Bhagotan. 



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 o/o District  Education Officer,  (Elementary Education), vide letter dated 15.9.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 17.11.2014  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.

During  hearing of this case on 21.1.2015, Shri Pardeep Kumar, Distt. Resource Person appearing on behalf of  DEO (EE) Pathankot could not  explain even an iota of the subject-matter pertaining to the information demanded by the appellant.  It was further noted that  there was no document on record from where it could be ascertained as to whether the demanded information   as per office record had been provided to the appellant or not?

As such, both Shri Didar Singh, DEO (EE), Pathankot and Shri Vijay Kumar, SDO o/o DEO (EE), Pathankot  were directed to ensure that the point-wise,  correct, complete and duly attested information as per provisions contained in the RTI Act was supplied  to the appellant within a period of 7 days from that day free of cost under registered cover.

Both Shri Didar Singh, DEO (EE), Pathankot and Shri Vijay Kumar, SDO o/o DEO (EE), Pathankot  were directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.

The appellant was also directed to appear either personally or through his authorized representative on the next fixed date failing which it would  be presumed that he had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings would be taken and the case adjourned to  10.2.2015 for further hearing.

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 10.2.15, Shri  Didar Singh, PIO cum Distt. Education Officer, (EE) Pathankot, stated that the requisite information had been sent to the appellant vide letter No. 12294, dated 9.2.2015. He also handed over to the commission a copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record. 

It was further noted that neither the appellant appeared before the commission nor deputed any of  his representative to defend his case. He  was therefore, directed to appear before the commission on the next date of hearing, or to depute an authorized representative for defending the matter, failing which ex parte proceedings  were to  be taken against him.

Shri Didar Singh PIO cum D.E.O(EE) Pathankot  was directed to file an affidavit that the complete information stood  supplied to the appellant and nothing had been concealed  and the case was adjourned to 16.2.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further proceedings.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Vijay Kumar, SDO  (Civil) stated that the requisite information has personally been received  by Shri Balwinder Kumar, appellant on   11.2.15  vide letter no. 12294, dated 9.2.2015.   He also handed over to the Commission a copy of the supplied information where appellant has affixed his signatures and have  duly received information
In view of the above noted facts, the case is disposed of/closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:16.2.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

