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: 
 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.

During  hearing held  on 16.2.2015, Shri Balwinder Singh PIO cum Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Patiala, stated that he could not supply information to complainant as  in addition to his own duties, he is also holding an additional charge of Districts of Sri Fategarh Sahib, Mohali and Ropar. More over, there is no clerk even at present posted in his office, while the demanded information is quite voluminous, requested for   some more time for providing the information to the complainant on point no. 1 to 3 as discussed in commission on that day. He also submitted his written submissions in support of his contention. Acceeding to his request, the case was adjourned to 25.2.2015 for further hearing. 


On the last date of hearing i.e on 25.2.2015,  Shri Balwinder Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala requested the commission vide letter No. 1081, dated 24.2.2015, for adjourning this case to some other date. As maximum information had been given to complainant and duly signed information  was left. It was observed that the complainant also consented on this letter for seeking an adjournment. Accordingly the case  was adjourned to 17.3.2015 for further proceedings.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Balwinder Singh, Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala stated that the requisite information has personally been received by the complainant vide letter no. 1332, dated  13.3.15 by affixing his signatures.   He also handed over to the Commission duly signed letter by complainant  acknowledging receipt of the information by him.    However, Shri Vijay Walia, complainant submitted in writing that information provided at Sr. No. 3 is incomplete and incorrect.   He also requested that he may be afforded an opportunity to file 1st appeal before the First Appellate Authority cum Labour Commissioner,  Patiala. 

It has further been noted that Shri Vijay Walia, complainant  has approached the Commission in a complaint case under the provisions of  Section 18 of the RTI Act on  18.11.14, whereas the   Hon’ble Supreme Court of  India  in its judgment delivered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787 to 10788  of 2011 (arising out of  SLP © No. 32768 to 32769 of 2010), in   Para 31  has 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.


As such, at this stage no  further direction in a complaint case can be given by the Commission to PIO to provide an access to information.



In this view of the matter, complainant, if he so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before Labour Commissioner, Punjab cum  First Appellate Authority.  If, the complainant approaches the First Appellat Authority,  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  29.10.14 filed under the RTI Act, 2005 and after satisfying himself that  complete information have been supplied, 1st appeal filed before the 1st Appellate Authority thus be decided by passing a speaking order..


If, however, the applicant-complainant still does not feel satisfied  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.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  17.3.2015


   
      State Information Commissioner. 
                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Amar Dass Mann,

s/o Shri  Sampuran Singh,

Vice Chairman, District  Fazilka R.T.I. & 

Human Rights Worker,Club Punjab,

V.P.O. Sarupewala (Dharampura),       
                                                                                    Tehsil  Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                              
                  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Tehsil office, Abohar.,

 Distt. Fazilka

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Assistant Food & Supplies Officer,

Punjab, Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.                                    
             Respondent  
                                                          CC No. 343     of 2015
Present:    Complainant in person.

                  Shri Sukhjinder Singh, DFSC, Fazilka with Shri Karan Sharma, Inspector for  respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Amar Dass Mann, complainant vide an RTI application dated 2.9.2014,  addressed to PIO cum S.D.M. Tehsil Office, Abohar,  sought certain information on 7  points pertaining  to Blue Cards issued as per notification under the Food Security Act, 2014 in Vill Sarupewal Dharampura, Tehsil 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 13.1.2015.  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 26.2.2015.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 26.2.2015, it was observed that  PIO cum Tehsildar, Abohar vide letter no.  422/RTI , dated  24.2.15  addressed to the AFSO,  Khuian Sarvar, Distt. Fazilka directed him to appear before the Commission as the demanded information by the complainant relates to his office.  However, none had appeared before the Commission on behalf of  Respondent PIO cum DFSC,  Fazilka. 


 It was further noted that  the complainant vide letter dated  26.2.15 had enclosed a medical slip dated 23.12.14 duly signed by Medical Officer, Civil Hospital, Abohar  wherein it had been mentioned that Shri  Amar Dass is under treatment in Civil Hospital, Abohar  and had requested for adjournment of his case to some other date and also stated that he had not received any information till  that day.


In view of the written submissions made by the complainant, PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka  and AFSO, Khuian Sarvar, Sub Divn. Abohar, Distt.  Fazilka were directed to appear before the  Commission on the next fixed date with copy of the action taken report and written submissions pertaining to RTI application dated  2.9.14 filed by complainant and the case was adjourned to  17.3.14 for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, it is noted that PIO cum SDM,  Abohar vide letter no.  447, dated 16.3.15 received in Commission on  17.3.15 has informed that requisite information on point no. 1, 2 and 4 have been supplied to the complainant by AFSO, Khuian Sarvar, Sub. Divn.  Abohar.   It is further noted that no information on points no. 3, 5, 6 and 7  have been provided to the complainant on the grounds that the same can be had after depositing  the additional fee/document charges.

I have perused the case filed and it is observed that the demanding an additional fee/document  charges by the PIO CUM SDM,  Abohar from complainant at this stage is unjustified and violative of provisions of Section 4, Sub Section (4)  of Punjab State Information Commission Rules, 2007 in which it has clearly been mentioned that the additional fee/document charges can be demanded by the PIO  immediately after receipt of RTI application maximum within a period of  10 days.  

As such, Shri Raj Pal,  PIO cum SDM, Abohar is directed to appear before the Commission on next  fixed date with action taken report on points no. 3, 5, 6 and 7, written submissions and record for the perusal of the same by the Commission.  It is also mentioned here that failing to comply with the above orders could attract the penalty provisions of Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act against him without affording further opportunity.

Shri Karan Sharma, Inspector  o/o DFSC,  Fazilka shall also attend the Commission on the next fixed date on behalf of  DFSC,  Fazilka.


Adjourned to  25.3.15 at  11.00  AM.

Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

………CONTD….

Copy to:

Shri Raj Pal,  PIO cum                     (REGISTERED)
Sub  Divisional Magistrate
Abohar, Distt.  Fazilka.
For  necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal s/o Sh. Chela Ram,

House No.  218/16, Motiaan Bazar,

 Samana, Patiala-147101.                                              
  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Assistant Food Supplies Officer,

Patran, Distt. Patiala.                                                       
    Respondent 

                                                          CC No. 351   of 2015

Present: 
None for the complainant.

                     Shri Ajaybir Singh Sarao, DFSC, Patiala.

ORDER:


Shri Sham Lal, complainant vide an RTI application dated  7.11.2014, addressed to  PIO o/o A.F.S.O, Patran, Distt. Patiala, sought certain information on 6  points pertaining  to ration Depots falling under the jurisdiction of Patran Sub Division, 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 15.1.2015. 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 26.2.2015.


On the last date of hearing i.e. 26.2.2015,  it was observed that neither the demanded information had been supplied by the PIO o/o D.F.S.C. Patiala to the complainant nor any one attended the commission on his behalf. As such, PIO cum DFSC Patiala was directed to appear before the commission personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information by him to the complainant. 


It was made clear that failing to supply to the commission, the copy of the provided information to the complainant and to appear before it by PIO cum DFSC Patiala would attract the penalty provision of section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against him and the case was adjourned to 17.3.2015 for further proceedings.


During hearing of this case today,  Shri Ajaybir Singh Sarao, DFSC, Patiala  states that the requisite information has personally been received by  Shri Sham Lal, complainant on  3.3.15 who has also given in writing that he has received the complete information and is fully satisfied.  He also handed over  to the Commission a duly signed letter by the complainant acknowledging  the receipt of demanded information by him.

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

Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok  Sharma,

137/2, Raja Gurdit Singh Street,

Nr. Chairanjiv Ashram, Patiala.

147001.          
                                                                                    
  

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Paradise International

Public School Ghagga, Tehsil Patran,

Distt. Patiala. 

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No. 3392  of 2014

Present:     Complainant in person.

                 Shri Vikrant Sharma, counsel for respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Ashok Sharma,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  8.10.2014  addressed to Principal Paradise International Public School, Ghagga, Tehsil Patran, Distt. Patiala,   sought certain information on 6  points  pertaining  to Mrs. Joshika Sharma , English Teacher.


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 4.2.13.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 4.2.15,  Shri Vikrant Sharma, advocate had filed his Vakalat Nama for appearance on behalf of Respondent - Principal, Paradise International Public School Ghagga, Tehsil Patran, Distt. Patiala.  Further, since no  information had been provided  by the Respondent – School to the complainant,  the  Principal of the Paradise International Public School Ghagga, Tehsil Patran, Distt. Patiala  was  directed to file  written submissions to explain as to how the PIO cum Principal, Paradise International Public School Ghagga, Tehsil Patran, Distt. Patiala had not supplied information to the complainant?  Complainant was also  directed  to appear either personally or to depute an authorized representative  to defend his case on next fixed date. 


On the last date of hearing i.e. 16.2.2014,  Shri Vikrant Sharma, advocate filed written submissions on behalf of Principal Paradise International Public School, Ghagga, Tehsil Patran, Distt. Patiala wherein it had been submitted that the Respondent School was purely a privately managed School and did not get any financial aid from the Govt. and even the land had not been purchased on concessional rates.  Therefore, the Respondent School does not fall under the purview of Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 and is not a Public Authority as per Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.


However,  it was noted that neither the complainant put in appearance before the Commission that day nor deputed any of his representative to defend his case.  He had also not filed any written submissions before Commission though he had been denied information by Principal, of the School vide letter no. 1191, dated 12.11.14 and  vide Ref. no. PIS-1209, dated 13.2.15. As such, Complainant was afforded last opportunity  to appear either personally or to depute an authorized representative  to defend his case on next fixed date and file written submissions in support of his contention to prove that Respondent School is a Public Authority and liable to provide information, failing which,  it has to  be  presumed that complainant has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings  were to  be taken without affording further opportunity and case was adjourned to  17.3.15 for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Ashok Sharma, complainant files written submissions, wherein it has been mentioned that  the Principal Paradise International Public School Ghagga, Tehsil Patran, Distt. Patiala is collecting higher fees from the students and the School is affiliated to CBSE and hence the School is public authority.  Therefore, he has requested that desired information/documents may be supply to him.   However,  Shri Vikrant Sharma, advocate appearing for respondent stated that the Respondent School is not public authority as per Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.  


I have heard both the parties i.e. complainant as well as Shri Vikrant Sharma, advocate appearing for respondent.   Be listed for orders on 25.3.2015.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Paramjit  Singh Lamba,

s/o Late Shri Amrik Singh, 

H.No. 3519, Sector 35-D, 

Chandigarh.
                                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District  & Sessions Judge,

Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District  & Sessions Judge,

Ludhiana                                                                                            Respondent     

                                                      AC No. 441    of 2015

Present:
Shri Paramjit Singh Lamba appellant in person.


Shri  Ram Sarup Mangal, Supdt.   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri  Paramjit Singh Lamba, appellant vide an RTI application dated 12.3.2014 , addressed to PIO o/o District & Sessions Judge, Ludhiana,  sought the following information on  5  points pertaining to filling up the posts of Peon in Sessions Division, Ludhiana  for which  the  interview was held on 25.11.2013 to 18.12.2013 and the result was declared on 23.12.2013:

a) Original Selection List.

b) Category-wise list of all the appointed and rejected candidates.

c) Criteria on the basis of which the candidates selected and rejected.

d) Details reason for the rejection of the candidature of the applicant.

e) Marks obtained by selected and rejected candidates.

On the last  date of hearing  i.e. on 3.3.15, the appellant stated that no information have been provided to him till date despite his filing RTI   application  on 12.3.2014.  

Thus, finding total lackadaisical attitude  adopted by Shri Ram Sarup Mangal, PIO cum Supdt. O/o District & Sessions Judge, Ludhiana, in providing the information to the appellant, a show cause notice was issued to him under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 and he  was directed to provide point wise duly attested information to the appellant observing the provisions contained in RTI Act and the case was adjourned to 1`7.3.15 for further hearing.
        However, during hearing of this case today,  Shri Ram Sarup Mangal, Supdt. o/o Distt. & Sessions Judge, Ludhiana filed written submissions alongwith letter no. 401, dated 25.3.14 addressed by Distt. & Sessions Judge, Ludhiana to the Registrar General, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh requesting that the matter  may be put up before Administrative Judge of  Sessions Division, Ludhiana for His Lordship’s decision on S. Nos. (a) to (e) i.e. pertaining to the demanded information as to whether the same are of confidential nature and also as to whether information thereof may be given to the applicant or not (Annexure-2).   The PIO cum Supdt. o/o Distt. & Sessions Judge, Ludhiana also enclosed with his written submissions copy of the reply received by the Distt. & Sessions Judge, Ludhiana from the Registrar General, Punjab & Haryana High Court vide letter no. 911 Spl. E.II/L.80(a), dated 29.9.14 (Annexure A/3) in response to his letter dated 25.3.14 wherein it has been mentioned as under:- 
“I am directed to refer to your letter no. 1101/G. dated  25.3.14 on the subject cited above and to inform you  that you  may ask the applicant to inspect the record with regard to Point Nos. (a) to (e) mentioned in his application under RTI Act by informing him the date and time of  inspection.”

         PIO  further stated that in view of the above letter, the appellant was directed to inspect the record.   However, he vide letter dated 5.11.2014 has informed that he only requires information and does not want to inspect the record.   He further stated that in view of the decision of  Hon’ble Administrative Judge of  Punjab and Haryana High Court, the undersigned is unable to provide the information to the appellant.  

          In view of the facts narrated above, since important  question of law is involved in this case, D.R. is requested to place the matter before Ld. CIC for  constituting  a Larger Bench in public interest.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.3.2015


           State Information Commissioner. 

                          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Shri Joginder Singh

s/o Shri Dayal Singh,

H.No. B-IV/922,

Old Radha Swami Street, 

Barnala-148101.
                                                                                         
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Ludhiana

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director,

Food  Supplies & Consumer Affairs,,

Punjab, Jeewandeep Building Sector 17

Chandigarh.                                                                                        
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  468  of 2015

Present:    None for  appellant.
                  Shri Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC, Ludhiana (W) with Dr. Sona Thin, DFSC

                   Ludhiana (E).
ORDER:



Shri Joginder Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 24.9.2014 addressed to PIO  cum District Food Supplies Controller, Ludhiana (W)  sought certain information on 3  points in respect of   M/s Shiv Shakti Rice Mills and Mahesh Rice Mill of Jagraon in respect of paddy  shifted from Jalandhar Distt during  1.10.2009  to 31.10.2012.. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority o/o Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Punjab Chandigarh, vide letter dated 29.10.2014,  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 28.1.2015,  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 3.3.15.


On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 3.3.15, the appellant informed the Commission on phone that though he has been supplied the information by the Respondent PIO  but the same is incomplete.


It was further noticed that a total lackadaisical approach  had been adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to appellant  despite lapse of period of about 5 months and the information had not been provided to the appellant willfully and intentionally,  without any reasonable cause till 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 Lokesh Sharma, PIO cum  Distt. Food, Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Controller, Ludhiana (West) 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 that date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  24.9.14.  

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

iii) He was further  directed to provide  point-wise, correct and duly attested information to appellant free of cost,  under registered cover within  10 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 information as demanded by the appellant stood supplied to him as per office record and nothing has been concealed.

       
        The case was adjourned to  17.3.2015 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC, Ludhiana (W) and  Dr. Sona Thind, DFSC,  Ludhiana (E)  requested for adjournment of this case to some other date on the grounds that the custodian of record i.e. concerned Dealing Asstt.  is on leave.   They have personally stated that   the demanded information would now be supplied to the appellant within a period of  4-5 days.


Acceding to  their request, the case is adjourned to  25.3.15 at 11.00 AM.
 Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  17.3.2015


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar , S.A.T Taran (Retired)

H.No. 13/189, S.B.S. Nagar, 

B/s Sur Rise Flower School,

Gurdaspur.                                          
                                             Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food  Civil supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Gurdaspur.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent   
                                                          CC No. 488  of 2014
Present:

None for  complainant.
Shri  Joginder Singh, DFSC Gurdaspur,  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Ashok Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated   23.8.14  addressed to  PIO cum DFSC,  Gurdaspur  sought the copies of the orders of the employees posted in quality cut seats during the period from 1982-83 to  August, 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 10.2.15.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 5.3.2015.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 5.3.15, Shri Ashok Kumar, complainant stated that he had been supplied the incomplete information for the period from 2005 to 2011 while he had sought the copies of the orders of the employees  remained posted in quality cut seats for the period from 1982 to August, 2014. 

Shri Bakshish Singh, appearing on behalf of PIO cum DFSC, Gurdaspur also handed over to the commission the copy of the supplied information vide letter No. Estt. 2015/1949, dated 4.3.2015, the perusal of which revealed that the provided information is incomplete. 
It was further noted that though the complainant filed an RTI application, way back on 23.8.2014, duly attested information demanded by him, was far from being provided and  total  lackadaisical approach  had been adopted by Shri Joginder Singh Sidhu, PIO cum Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Gurdaspur in providing information to the complainant, which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, so it was observed that the information was being denied to the complainant willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause by him.

In view of the above facts, as such, the Commission in the exercise of its powers conferred on it, under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice to Shri Joginder Singh Sidhu, PIO cum Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, 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 information to complainant till date, willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause, despite of   filing an RTI Application on 23.8.2014.  

(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 could be initiated against  him.

iii) He was further directed to supply point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested information to complainant free of cost, within a period of 7 days, under registered cover.

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

         The case was adjourned to 17.3.2015 at 11.00 AM.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Joginder Singh Sidhu,                                               PIO cum Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Gurdaspur submits a letter dated 16.3.15 duly signed by the complainant requesting for withdrawal of his  complaint case since now he  is  fully satisfied after examining the record pertaining to his RTI application.

In view of  written as well as oral submissions made by Shri Joginder Singh Sidhu, PIO cum Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Gurdaspur, the show cause notice issued to him is dropped.


In the light of written submissions made by the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh Gill,

Prop.  Gill Rice Nill, Khatib Road,

Batala-143505                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt. Manager, PUNGRAIN cum 

Distt Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Gurdaspur.

First Appellate Authority, 

 o/o Commissioner, Food Supplies & 
Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                                             
Respondent  

                                                      AC No. 536  of 2014

Present:
Shri Arjun Shukla, authorized representative for the appellant;


Shri Joginder Singh, DFSC, Gurdaspur  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Rajinder Singh Gill, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.5.14 , addressed to PIO cum DM, PUNGRAIN CUM DFSC,  Gurdaspur sought certain information on  18 points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  23.7.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  4.2.15 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 5.3.2015.

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 5.3.15, on the perusal of the case file, it was noticed that the respondent PIO had written to the appellant vide letter No. CMR/2014/128 dated 26.6.2014 that since FIR No. 73 dated 1.3.2013 under section 406 and 420, IPC, registered in P.S. Batala city, was pending in the court of Mrs. Gurdarshan Kaur Dhaliwal, Additional Judge,  Gurdaspur  the demanded information could not be supplied. Whereas Shri Arjun Shukla, appearing on behalf of appellant stated that since he had to defend his case in the court of law , he necessarily required the information.

It was thus noted that though the appellant filed an RTI application, way back on 27.5.2014, information demanded by him, was far from being provided and total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by Shri Joginder Singh Sidhu, PIO cum District Manager, PUNGRAIN cum Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Gurdaspur in providing information to the complainant, which was against the very spirit of RTI Act, so it was observed that the information was denied by respondent to the complainant willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause.

In view of the above facts, as such, the Commission in the exercise of its powers conferred on it, under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice to Shri Joginder Singh Sidhu, PIO cum District Manager, PUNGRAIN Cum Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, 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 information to appellant till that date, willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause, despite of   filing an RTI Application on 23.8.2014.  

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

iii) He was further directed to supply point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested information to appellant free of cost, within a period of 7 days, under registered cover.

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

         The case was adjourned to 17.3.2015 at 11.00 AM.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Joginder Singh, DFSC, Gurdaspur  requested for adjournment of this case to some other date.

Acceding to his request, the case is adjourned to  8.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


He is directed to supply the information observing the provisions contained in RTI Act to the appellant within a period of 4 days .on his having providing the information to the appellant. He is further directed to file an affidavit certifying that the demanded information have been provided to the appellant as per provisions contained in RTI Act and as per record.

Adjourned to  8.4.15 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
 State Information Commissioner. 
…………contd…

Copy to:

Shri Joginder Singh Sidhu,                                                   (Registered)

PIO cum District Manager, 
PUNGRAIN cum

Distt. Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller, 

Gurdaspur.

-for strict compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Wadhwa,

s/o Shri Godha Ram, 

r/o H.No. 110, Ward No. 16,

Mohalla Neelgarh,  Samana,

Distt.  Patiala.                                                                                                
ppellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Manager,
Ware House , Sangrur.                                                                                           

First Appellate Authority, 

Managing Director,

Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B,  

Chandigarh.                                                                                                         
Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 539   of 2014

Present:
Appellant  in person;



Shri  Jastej Singh Arora, advocate with Shri J.S. Kataria, DM, Warehouse,Sangrur for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Prem Wadhwa,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.9.14  , addressed to PIO cum DM,  Warehouse, Distt. Sangrur sought certain information on   12  points. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  20.11.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  4.2.15 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  5.3.15.

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 5.3.15,  it was observed that no information had been provided by the PIO cum DM, Warehouse,  Sangrur to the appellant till that date.   It was thus noted that though the appellant had filed RTI application  way back on  27.9.14 followed by 1st appeal dated 20.11.14 before the Managing  Director, Warehousing Corporation, SCO  74-75, Sector  17-B, Chandigarh, neither  the Respondent PIO provided the information nor the 1st Appellate Authority decided the appeal  filed before him.    Thus, the demanded information in respect of  RTI Application filed by the appellant on  27.9.14 was far from being provided to him and total lackadaisical and careless approach had been adopted  by the PIO in providing the information.


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 J.S. Kataria,   PIO cum District Manager, Ware House,  Sangrur 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 that date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  27.9.14.  

ii)  He was  also afforded an opportunity of being heard on the next date of hearing, failing to avail the same it  was to be presumed  that  he had 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  7 days from that day. 

iv)He was also directed to appear before  the Commission personally  on the next date of hearing  with a copy of the supplied  information for the perusal of the same by the Commission.

v)He was also directed to file an affidavit certifying that point wise, complete, correct and duly attested information had been supplied to the appellant as per provisions contained in RTI  Act and as per record and nothing had been concealed.

         The case was adjourned to  17.3.15   at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri  Jastej Singh Arora, advocate appearing with Shri J.S. Kataria, DM, Warehouse,Sangrur requested for grant of some more time for complying with this Commission’s order dated 5.3.15.


Acceding to their request,  last opportunity is afforded to Respondent PIO to  comply with this Commission’s order dated 5.3.15  failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte  proceedings will be taken.  On being provided the complete information to appellant, PIO cum District Manager, Ware House, Sangrur  will also file an affidavit certifying that demanded information have been provided to the appellant observing the provisions contained in RTI Act and nothing have been concealed.


Adjourned to  8.4.15 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  17.3.2015.

   
 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh,

D.I.G.(Retd)

1, Dutt Road, Moga-142001.                                                                       Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Legal Services Authority, 

Mohall, DLSA Office,  Distt. Courts Complex,

Phase 3BI, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Legal Services Authority, 

Mohall, DLSA Office,  Distt. Courts Complex,

Phase 3BI, SAS Nagar, Mohali.

                                                                                                          Respondent     

                                                      AC No.  562  of 2014

Present:
Shri H.S. Hundal, for the appellant;



Shri Tarntaran Singh, CJM with Shri Sanjiv Kumar, Sr. Asstt.   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri  Amrik Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 25.11.2014 , addressed to PIO, O/o District Legal Services Authority,  Mohall, DLSA Office,  Distt. Courts Complex, Phase 3BI, SAS Nagar, Mohali sought certain information on 10  points pertaining to budget allocations, funds, grants received and expenditure incurred by DLSA, Mohali. 


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 Legal Services Authority, Mohall, DLSA Office, Distt. Courts Complex, Phase 3BI, SAS Nagar, Mohali vide letter dated 24.12.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 5.2.2015,  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 5.3.2015

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on  5.3.15, Shri Tarntaran Singh, Chief Judicial Magistrate cum Secretary, District Legal Services Authority Mohali, stated that  though the RTI application for seeking the information was received by the  respondent PIO , however, since postal order of Rs. 10/- received with application was blank, the appellant was written through registered post to send duly filled  postal order  in favour  of PIO o/o  District Legal Services Authority, Mohali. However, no filled up postal orders have been sent by the appellant so far. 
Similarly an additional fee/documents charges for 500 pages were demanded vide letter No. 1216, dated 12.12.2014. However, in the same way, no additional fee was  deposited by appellant. Since the requisite fee/documents charges had not been deposited by the appellant, no information could   be supplied to him. At this the appellant stated that he will send to the PIO cum CJM/Secretary District Legal Services Authority Mohali, requisite fee/documents charges shortly, as pointed out by PIO.

Accordingly, Respondent PIO was directed  to provide the point-wise demanded information to appellant, within a period of 5 days immediately after he deposited the requisite fee. He was thus  directed to supply to commission on next fixed date, copy of supplied information for its perusal.

PIO was also directed to file self attested affidavit on having supplied the information certifying that point-wise demanded information have been provided to appellant, observing the provisions contained in RTI Act and as per its availability in office record and the case was adjourned to 17.3.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing.
During the hearing of this case today, Shri Tarntaran Singh, PIO cum Chief Judicial Magistrate/Secretary, District Legal Services Authority Mohali stated that despite Commission’s directions no additional fee/document charges have been deposited by appellant.  However, Shri H.S. Hundal, advocate appearing for appellant stated that he visited the office of Secretary, District Legal Services Authority Mohali  but no fee was got deposited.  He further stated that he  would be satisfied if he is allowed inspection of record pertaining to the demanded information  so that he could identify certain documents essentially required by him and could get the same after depositing the requisite fee.

In view of above noted facts, it would be in the fitness of things to accord the inspection of record to appellant to indentify and get the required documents only, after depositing requisite fee.  PIO cum Chief Judicial Magistrate/Secretary, District Legal Services Authority Mohali shall thereafter accord the necessary inspection to appellant on his visiting the office, and shall provide the required documents to him, after deposit of necessary fee, observing provisions contained in RTI Act.

 Adjourned to  9.4.2015 at  11.00 AM for further  hearing.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.3.2015



          State Information Commissioner. 

……..CONTD…

Copy to:

Shri Tarntaran Singh,                                                        (Registered)

Chief Judicial Magistrate cum Secretary, 

District Legal Services Authority,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali 

For necessary  compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.3.2015



           State Information Commissioner 

                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrik Singh,

D.I.G.(Retd)

1, Dutt Road, Moga-142001.
                                                                 
Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Legal Services Authority, 

Moga, DLSA Office,  Distt. Courts Complex,

G.T.Road, Moga.142001.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o District Legal Services Authority, 

Moga, DLSA Office,  Distt. Courts Complex,

G.T.Road, Moga.142001.                                                                               
Respondent   
AC No.  563  of 2014
Present:
Shri H.S. Hundal, for the appellant;



Shri Ranvir Singh, Sr. Asstt.,   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri  Amrik Singh, appellant vide an RTI application dated 25.11.2014 , addressed to PIO, O/o District Legal Services Authority,  Moga, DLSA Office,  Distt. Courts Complex, Moga, sought certain information on 10  points pertaining to budget allocations, funds, grants received and expenditure incurred by DLSA, Moga. 



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 Legal Services Authority, Moga, DLSA Office, Distt. Courts Complex, Moga, vide letter dated 24.12.2014,  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 5.2.2015,  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 5.3.2015

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 5.3.15, Shri Ranvir Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of C.J.M. cum Secretary, Distt. Legal Services Authority, Moga submitted a letter No. 628, dated 4.3.2015, duly signed by CJM cum Secretary DLSA, Moga, requesting  for an adjournment of this case to some other date, acceding to request made by PIO,  case was adjourned.

 The PIO cum CJM cum DLSA, Moga was therefore, directed to supply the demanded information to the appellant, within a period of 5 days under registered cover, as per the provisions contained under the RTI Act. The respondent PIO was directed to file a self attested affidavit, certifying that point wise, complete, correct and duly attested information observing the provisions contained under the RTI Act, have been supplied to the appellant as per the office record and the case was adjourned to 17.3.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further hearing.
During hearing of this case today, Shri Ranvir Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of C.J.M. cum Secretary, Distt. Legal Services Authority, Moga stated that the requisite information have been provided to the appellant vide letter no. 779, dated 16.3.15.  He also handed over to the Commission  a set of documents containing the information for its perusal and record.   From perusal of the provided information, it is revealed that the same is in accordance with RTI application dated 25.11.14.

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:17.3.2015



        State Information Commissioner. 

                     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh s/o Shri Bhanwar Singh,

V.P.O. Amarpura (Wahab wala),

Tehsil Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.
                                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Food Supplies Officer,

(A.F.S.O.) Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o The Director,

Food Civil Supplies  &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeewandeep Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                                                                          

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 243 of 2015

Present:
Shri  Prem Singh, authorized rep. of  appellant.

                      Shri Sukhjinder Singh, DFSC,  Fazilka with Shri Deependerpal Singh, Inspector for respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Rajinder Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 14.10.14,  addressed to PIO, o/o  AFSO, Abohar  sought following  information:-

1) attested Xerox copy of total Kerosene . oil quota month wise sanctioned to depot holder by the AFSO for distribution of villagers Amarpura Tehsil:  Abohar  Distt. Fazilka Punjab from 1.1.10 to 13.10.14.

2) attested Xerox copy of quantity of  Kerosene  oil distributed to ration card holders (CC Form-111) as per govt. rule of village Amarpura Tehsil:  Abohar   from 31.12.11 to 13.10.14.

3) attested Xerox copy of  checking reports which are done by AFSO as per mentioned in citizen charter and sent to Dy. Director from 1.1.10 to 13.10.14 of said depot holder.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority   vide letter dated 21.11.14  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 6.1.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  24.2.15.


During  hearing of this case on 24.2.15, the perusal of the case file revealed that there were no documents on record from where it could be ascertained as to whether the information have been supplied to the appellant or not.  It was further noted that  Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka  neither  appeared before the Commission nor deputed any of his representatives to apprise the Commission regarding providing of information to the appellant.  It was further noted that the RTI application filed by the appellant is dated  14.10.14 and thus a delay of more than  three and half month has been cause in providing the information.


As such,  Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka   was directed to ensure that the requisite information is provided to the appellant free of cost under registered cover within a period of 4 days.  He was further directed to appear personally before the Commission on  the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.  It was made clear that failing to comply with the above directions of the Commission, had to  attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and (2) of RTI Act against him without affording further opportunity and the case was adjourned to  5.3.15 at  11.00 AM.


On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 5.3.15, Shri Narinder Singh, appearing on behalf of  appellant stated that he had not received the  information till that date.    As such, Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka   was directed to personally  ensure the providing of  information to the appellant and  appear  before the Commission on  the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record,    He was also directed to file an affidavit certifying that complete, correct and duly attested information  as per office record had been supplied to the appellant and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  17.3.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today,   Shri Sukhjinder Singh, DFSC,  Fazilka handed over a set of documents containing the information to the appellant vide letter no. 1182, dated 16.3.15 in the Commission.    After perusing the provided information  for some time, he expressed his satisfaction with the same.   He also handed over to the Commission copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


            State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajinder Singh s/o Sh. Bhanwar Singh,

V.P.O. Amarpura,(Wahab Wala)

Tehsil abohar, Distt. Fazilka-152116
                                                                     

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Food Supplies Officer,

Abohar, Distt. Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Distt. Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Fazilka.                                                                                                                                 

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 167  of 2014

Present:   Shri  Prem  Singh,  authorized rep. of  appellant.

                 Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka alongwith 

                 Shri Deepender Singh,  Inspector,  for respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Rajinder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  2.9.2014, addressed to the  PIO, o/o  AFSO, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Abohar  sought certain information on  3  points pertaining to  ration distribution.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  8.10.14 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  23.2.2015.


During  hearing of this case  on  23.2.15,  it was noted that a communication vide letter  no. RTI/AFSO/72, dated 21.2.15  duly signed by APIO cum AFSO, Abohar had been received in this Commission  wherein it had been intimated that since information had already been sent to the appellant vide  Memo. no. RTI/AFSO/68, dated 19.,2,15, this case may either be disposed of or adjourned.  Similarly, a letter dated 23.2.15 duly signed  by the appellant had been received in the Commission  in which he had stated that since his  AC no. 243/2015 is fixed for hearing before the Commission on 24.2.15, the AC no. 167/2015 may also be fixed on 24.2.15.


Acceding to his request, the case was adjourned to  24.2.15 at 11.00 AM.


During  hearing of this case  on 24.2.15,  it was noted that  there  was no appearance on behalf of appellant  nor the appellant had  attended the Commission on last hearing i.e. on 23.2.15.   He was afforded last opportunity to appear either personally before the Commission or to depute any representative on his behalf to defend his case, failing which it was to be presumed  that he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings were to be taken.


Similarly, Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka was directed to appear personally before the Commission, with a copy of  supplied information.   


It was made clear that failing to comply with above directions by PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka  could attract penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of RTI Act, against him and the case was adjourned to  5.3.2015 at 11.00  AM.


 On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 5.3.15, Shri Narinder Singh, appearing on behalf of  appellant stated that he has not received the  information till date.    As such, Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO cum DFSC, Fazilka was directed to personally  ensure the providing of  information to the appellant and  appear  before the Commission on  the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record,    He will also directed to file  an affidavit certifying that complete, correct and duly attested information  as per office record have been supplied to the appellant and nothing have been concealed and the case was adjourned to  17.3.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today,   Shri Sukhjinder Singh, DFSC,  Fazilka handed over a set of documents containing the information to the appellant vide letter no. 1184, dated 16.3.15 in the Commission.    After perusing the provided information  for some time, he expressed his satisfaction with the same.   He also handed over to the Commission copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


             State Information Commissioner. 

                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

s/o Shri Surjit Singh,

r/o vill. Soujan, P.O. Kale Majra,

Tehsil Nabha, Distt. Patiala-14720       



       Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab,

SCO 47-48, (in Phutkall Branch)

Sector 17-E, Chandigarh    





Respondent                                                               
    

                                                          CC No.  318   of 2015

Present:  Complainant in person.

Shri J.P. Singh, ALC  (Hqrs.) with Shri  Balwinder Singh, ALC, Patiala  for the respondent PIO;

ORDER:



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Complainant vide an RTI application dated 22.9.2014, addressed to PIO o/o  Secretary to Govt. Of Punjab, Department of Labour Mini Sectt., Chandigarh, sought action taken report on the application sent on 6.5.2014, vide Registered letter No. AR P355067597IN  .


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   12.1.2015   .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 26.2.2015.


During hearing held on 26.2.2015, on the perusal of the case file, it was revealed` that  APIO cum Supdt.  Labour Branch, Department of Labour, Govt. of Punjab, vide Memo No. 25/02/14-2L/326699/2 dated 17.10.2014, transferred the RTI application of the applicant to the Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh under section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005, copy of which endorsed to Shri Jaswinder Singh, applicant for pursuing the matter from that office.

 
It was further noted that despite issuance of notice vide no. PSIC/Legal/2015/200-01, dated  27.1.15, PIO o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab did not make any appearance nor deputed any representative on his behalf.  It was further observed that there were no documents on record from where it could be ascertained as to whether information in this case had been supplied or not?


From perusal of  record, it was also noted that PIO o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab vide letter no. 26404, dated 5.11.14 had requested the complainant to send a copy of his RTI application 22.9.14 so that requisite information could be supplied to him.   In response to the said letter dated 5.11.14, the complainant vide letter dated  9.12.2014 had sent copy of his RTI application to PIO o/o  Labour Commissioner, Punjab.


As such, PIO o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab, SCO 47-48, (in Phutkall Branch) Sector 17-E, Chandigarh  was directed to appear before the Commissioner personally on the next fixed date  with action taken  report on RTI application dated  22.9.14 filed by the complainant.


It was made clear that if the concerned PIO failed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date, with a copy of action taken report on RTI application in question ,  provisions of Section 20(1) and  20(2)  of RTI Act, could be invoked against him and the case was adjourned to  10.3.15 at  11.00  AM.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 10.3.15, Smt.  Anita Aneja, stated that the demanded information pertains to the office of Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala, therefore the RTI application of the complainant was transferred to his office vide letter No. 1140/10/2014-Phutkal/RTI 29508, dated 18.12.2014, for providing the information directly to the complainant and the copy of their letter was also endorsed to the applicant for seeking the information from that office. However, Shri Jaswinder Singh, complainant stated that no information have been provided to him by the PIO cum Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala. 

It was further noted that PIO o/o Labour Commissioner, neither appeared before the commission on the last date of hearing nor on that day. Firstly RTI application was demanded by him saying that same have not been received and now it had been transferred to PIO cum Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala. 

As such total lackadaisical approach had been adopted by Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, PIO –cum- Asstt. Labour Commissioner, o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri Balwinder Singh, PIO  cum Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala, in providing the information to the complainant, and an inordinate delay had been caused in providing information to complainant which is against the very spirit of RTI Act, so it was observed that the information was being denied to the complainant willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause by the respondent Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, PIO –cum- Asstt. Labour Commissioner, o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri Balwinder Singh, PIO  cum Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala, and no reasons are being given for non-supply of information.

In view of the above facts, as such, the Commission in the exercise of its powers conferred on it, under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005:-

i) Issued a show cause notice  to both Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, PIO –cum- Asstt. Labour Commissioner, o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and Shri Balwinder Singh, PIO  cum Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala, 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 them for their failing to provide information to complainant till date, willfully, intentionally and without any reasonable cause, despite of  filing  an RTI Application on  22.9.2014.  

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

iii) They were further directed to supply point-wise, correct, complete and duly attested information to complainant free of cost,  within a period of 4 days, under registered cover.

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

The case was adjourned to 17.3.2015 at 11.00 A.M. for further proceedings.
During hearing of this case today,  Shri Jatinder Pal Singh, PIO –cum- Asstt. Labour Commissioner, o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh stated that the demanded information was to be  provided by  Shri Balwinder Singh, PIO  cum Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala to whom the said RTI application was transferred.  However, he could not provide any proof of transfer of RTI Application to Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Patiala.   Complainant stated that he is approaching one or other office but no information is being provided to him.  Shri Balwinder Singh, PIO  cum Assistant Labour Commissioner, Patiala requested for adjournment of this case to some other date to enable him to provide the information to the complainant.   
As such both the PIOs are directed to appear before the Commission on next fixed date, with action taken report and written submissions, Decision on show cause notice issued vide Commission’s  orders dated 10.3.15 shall also be taken on the next date.
Acceding to his request, the case is adjourned to 25.3.15 at 11.00 AM.
Chandigarh.





            (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 17.3.2015


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

