STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR-16, MADHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 0172-2864125, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. H.S.Hundal 
Chamber No.82, District Courts,
Sector-76, S.A.S Nagar.                                                                                                            Appellant
Versus
Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,
PWD (B&R), Circle,
Pathankot

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Chief Engineer,
PWD (B&R) Circle,
Pathankot					                               		   Respondents


APPEAL CASE NO.2844/2016
					
Date of RTI application : 	15.04.2016
Date of First Appeal      : 	20.05.2016 (Not Avail)
Reminder            		20.07.2016
Date of Order of FAA:      	Nil
Date of 2nd Appeal/complaint 	29.08.2017

Present:	None on behalf of the Appellant.
		Sh. Dhruv Singh, JE, O/o XEN, PWD (B&R), Pathankot – for Respondents.
 

ORDER
		 
		This case has been entrusted to this double bench by Ld. Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab.
		The case has been taken up today.  The appellant is absent. He has sent an e.mail denying any receipt of information.  He has further requested for imposition of a penalty for non-furnishing of the information.
		On perusal of the record it is found that the appellant has asked for an information relating to the posting history of one Sh. Darshan Singh Shahi, XEN, Central Works, National Highways, Pathankot and his other personnel matters.  Simultaneously, he has asked for certified copies of the documents relating to all the construction, up-gradation works having been taken up during the tenure of above XEN along with its lay-out plans, tenders floated, details of the contractors who executed the works, copies of the agreements signed by him besides the details of all the payments made by him.
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		A cursory glance to his application suggests that a part of the information is personal in nature and the rest is vague, indiscriminate and sweeping which humanly is not possible to be provided. 
		The respondents have taken a plea that his application was unaccompanied by the statutory fee of Rs.10/- which renders his application invalid.  The plea of the appellant that the respondents did not issue him any receipt against the cash paid by him does not cut ice with us as the appellant is highly qualified advocate and he understands the implications of the fate of an application sans a valid proof of deposition of fee.  Even so, the respondents have asked him to come present and inspect the record.  The same was reiterated by the Ld. State Information Commissioner
Dr. P.K.Singla in his order dated 21.03.2017.  He was advised to inspect the record and identify the documents he intends to have which he failed to.
		The representative of the respondents says that it is an old record and its copying requires an herculean effort.  They had asked him to deposit the cost of providing information to an extent of Rs.25,000/- which he failed.  The Commission finds that the application in fact is ab-initio invalid being unaccompanied by a statutory fee.  It also is a fit case to invoke Section 7(9) as the provision as such a massive information would surely disrupt normal functioning and the resources of the Public Authority.  There is no merit whatsoever in the appeal which is dismissed.
			          Sd/-					    Sd/-
19.07.2017	         (Pawan Kumar Singla)	                (Yashvir Mahajan)
                                            S.I.C.					      S.I.C.

Cc:  PS/PKS for the kind information of the Ld. SIC.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
Red Cross Building, Sector 16, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh
Tele No. 0172-4630071, FAX No. 0172-4630888, Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com


Sh. H.S. Hundal,
Chamber No.82, District Courts,
Sector-76, S.A.S. Nagar	                                    					       Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Asstt. Excise & Taxation Commissioner, (Mobile Wing),
SCO No.9-10, Sector-68, S.A.S. Nagar.                                                                              Respondents


      APPEAL CASE NO.1103 of 2016

				Date of RTI Application 	: 	04.01.2016							Date of First Appeal	: 	07.02.2016  	
				Date of order of FAA 	:  	Nil
				Date of Second Appeal	: 	16.03.2016



Present:	None on behalf of the Appellant.
		Sh. Aman Puri, Excise & Taxation Inspector, Mohali – for Respondents.


ORDER
		 
		This is a long standing case.  Original application was filed on 04.01.2016.  Its perusal suggests that the appellant had sought to know the suo-moto actions having been taken by the respondents in pursuit of their mandatory obligations as envisaged under Section 4(b) of the Act.
		The respondents in their reply have assigned motives to the appellant for seeking such an innocuous information.  So much so they allege that information has been asked to settle some scores.  This is beyond the comprehension of this bench.
		Even in his order the First Appellate Authority has simply decided the matter by maintaining that the provisions are being observed meticulously in the office of the Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh at Mohali.  A separate window for receiving the applications has been provided. 
		We find that such a wishy-washy observations does not serve their cause.  The Act puts an obligation on the respondents to disseminate information at regular intervals through various 									                  Contd…page…2
						-2-
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means of communications so that it is available to the citizens without making any formal application.  We believe that the respondents have their website with the requisite information available on it.  The respondents are advised to apprise the appellant forthwith of the same under intimation to the Commission.  Simultaneously they are directed to ensure that the same is updated.
		The plea taken by the respondents and the various judgments invoked do not serve their cause as the issue involved is basic i.e. in the implementation of RTI Act in its right earnest.
		To come up on 29.08.2017 at 11.30 AM. 										
  
 				Sd/-					     Sd/-
19.07.2017	         (Pawan Kumar Singla)	                (Yashvir Mahajan)
                                            S.I.C.					      S.I.C.



Cc:  PS/PKS for the kind information of the Ld. SIC.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
 RED CROSS BUILDING, SECTOR 16, MDHYA MARG, CHANDIGARH
Tele No. 0172-2864112, FAX No. 072-2864125,  Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Jiwan Garg,
S/o Sh. Om Parkash Garg,
B-1/473-A, Opp. Bombay Palace, Jakhal Road,
Sunam Distt. Sangrur                              					 	Appellant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,
O/o Addl. Director, (Treasury & Accounts),
SCO. No. 95-98, Sector-17 B,
Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,
Department of Finance, Punjab Civil Sectt.-1,
Sector-1, Chandigarh                                                               			Respondents


APPEAL CASE NO.3430/2016

				Date of RTI Application 	: 	02.02.20166							Date of First Appeal	: 	29.04.2016
				Date of Order of FAA 	:  	Nil
				Date of Second Appeal	: 	11.10.2016



Present:	None.
 
 
ORDER		

		The appellant had filed an application with the Treasury Officer, Sunam, District Sangrur seeking an information concerning the sale and purchase along with allied information concerning a judicial stamp paper No.07AA 722537 of a denomination of Rs.5/-.  He had also asked for the rules and regulations governing the purchase of stamp papers/non-judicial-stamps and
Court-fee by Sunam Treasury from main-Treasury, Sangrur.  The Commission has failed to find out any other information sought by him in his repeated verbose submissions.
		The case has been assigned to this double bench by the Ld. Chief Information Commissioner on the request of Mrs. Preety Chawla, Ld. State Information Commissioner as a  question of law has been raised by the appellant.  Thereafter by repeated applications as available on 									              Contd…page…2
					-2-
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file he has asked the Ld. CIC not to entrust the case to one of the members of this division bench who 
allegedly is ill-disposed to him.  His request has been declined. 
		Before proceedings into the matter we assure him that this bench does not nurse any ill-will against anybody and is obliged by an oath of allegiance to Constitution of India to deliver the pure justice on merits of each case. 
		A question of jurisdiction has been raised by him as to whether an APIO can dispose of an application and assume the mantle of a PIO.  The Commission is of the view that RTI Act has been enacted to advance the cause of transparency and accountability.  The Commission does not find any illegality in this specific case in disposing of his application by the APIO when the information sought concerned him.  In a way he has economized on time in the needless to and fro correspondence to dispose of an application.  There is no hard and fast rule that only the PIO is to handle the information.  The PIO is a designated functionary of a Public Authority to smoothen the flow of information.  An official who is the custodian of information steps into the shoes of an PIO under the provisions of this Act when asked to reveal the information.  The objection of the appellant in APIO having had disposed off his application is invalid and is decided accordingly.
		Vide his letter No.330 dated 08.03.2016 (this number has been revealed later as according to the APIO the same could not be mentioned inadvertently), the APIO had provided him the information along with copy of a register of daily sale of stamps besides attaching the copy of the Punjab Stamp Rules and other instructions.  In addition, he was advised to access the Department’s website on which other relevant information is available.  He was also afforded opportunity to inspect 										Contd…page…3
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the record.
		In his appeal the appellant besides challenging the authority of the APIO has raised some technical issues about the execution of an agreement between two parties on a stamp paper as mentioned above.  According to him the same has been exhibited in a Civil Court for the adjudication of an issue.  As the matter on aforementioned issue is under consideration of a Civil Court, this forum shall refrain to comment on the same.  He has not been able to pin-point any specific infirmity in the information supplied to him.  We believe that the sufficient information has been supplied.  No further intervention of the Commission is called for.
		The appeal is disposed.
		
		


				Sd/-						Sd/-
19.07.2017		( Preety Chawla )  			           ( Yashvir Mahajan )
  		State Information Commissioner            State Information Commissioner

CC: PS/SIC(PC) for the kind information of the SIC.




