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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sham Lal Thukral,

Retd. Senior Medical Officer,

A-5-II, Hajji Rattan Chowk,

Bhatinda-151001.






      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Additional  Deputy Commissioner (Development)

Zila Parishad Complex, Bhatinda.

FAA-Deputy Commissioner-cum-Appellate Authority,

Mini Secretariat, Bhatinda.




   
 -------------Respondents.

AC No.  741  of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.



Shri Sadhu Ram Kusla, APIO on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The appellant is absent without intimation.  A perusal of the case file, which was being earlier heard by Ld. SIC- Mrs. Ravi Singh,  shows that information pertaining to point No.1 and 2, which related to the office of the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) Bhatinda had already been provided to the appellant.  Queries at Sr. No.3 to 6 of the application dated 15.12.2010 were asked in the form of questions and were disallowed by the Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh vide her order dated 18.1.2012. Request for information on points at Sr. No. 7 to 9 and 11 was transferred to the District Red Cross Society as pertains to that organisation. Shri Sadhu Ram Kusla, APIO submits that this information has also been furnished by the District Red Cross Society.  Information pertaining to point No.10 was transferred to the Civil Surgeon, Bhatinda a s it pertains to that office.

2.

From the above, it appears that so far as  information held by the office of the public authority of Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Bhatinda is concerned, the same stands furnished and no cause of action is left qua the PIO/Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Bhatinda.  While transferring the request for information to other public authorities namely, District Red Cross Society and Civil Surgeon, Bhatinda, copies of the forwarding letters were endorsed to the appellant. The appellant is free to correspond with those public authorities.  If he has any grouse or cause of action qua those public authorities, he may move the State Information Commission separately.  The present appeal case is closed.
   (Surinder Awasthi)





       ( R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                  Punjab.


          




Punjab
March 20, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulzar Singh s/o 
Shri Santa Singh, 

VPO Bhai Rupa (Main Bazar)

District Bathinda.






      -------------Complainant.
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar Rampura Phool,

District Bhatinda.




  
   
 -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2033   of 2011

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



This case has come before the present bench on transfer from Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh, who demitted office on superannuation.
2.

Perusal of the order of Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh dated 17.1.2012 shows that she had issued a notice to Shri Arvind Kumar, Tehsildar-cum-PIO to show cause why penalty under Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for non-furnishing of the information, which had been sought vide an application dated 24.3.2011.

3.

Today neither Shri Arvind Kumar, Tehsildar-cum-PIO nor the complainant have appeared.  Fresh notice be issued to Shri Arvind Kumar, Tehsildar-cum-PIO, Rampura Phool, District Bhatinda for submitting his explanation.  He may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, which is fixed for  20.4.2012.  A copy of this order shall also be endorsed to the Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda so that the PIO may be directed to furnish the information and also file his explanation.

4.

To come up on 20.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 
   (Surinder Awasthi)




       ( R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                  Punjab.


          



Punjab
March 20, 2012.

CC

The Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagroop Singh, VPO Khera,

District Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.
Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Food and Civil Supplies Officer,

Dehlon.





  
   
 -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1695   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagroop Singh complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



This case has come on transfer from the Bench of Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh, who has since demitted office on superannuation.
2.

A perusal of the order dated 29.12.2011 passed by Mrs. Ravi Singh shows that she had awarded a compensation amount of Rs.2000/- payable by the public authority of Food and Civil Supplies Office, Dehlon, District Ludhiana.  The complainant submits that he has not received the compensation amount so far.  Mrs. Ravi Singh had also imposed a penalty of Rs.10,000/- on the PIO/Food and Civil Supplies Office, Dehlon on 18.1.2012.

3.

A perusal of the record shows that this case has came up for hearing on 3.8.2011, 18.10.2011, 30.11.2011, 29.12.2011 and lastly on 18.1.2012.  The respondent-PIO/Food and Civil Supplies Office, Dehlon did not appear on any of these dates.

4.

We have heard the complainant.  He submits that the information has still not been given to him by the respondent.  He has further submitted that a public interest is involved in so far as Shri Narinder Singh s/o S. Jawand Singh holder of card No.111953 has included the name of his daughter in the ration card even though his daughter has left abroad after marriage nearly two years back.  Similarly, Shri Kirpal Singh s/o Shri Arjun Singh holder of ration card No.11897 is said to have made a false statement regarding income, while obtaining the ration card.  His plea is that he is seeking third party information because a public cause and public interest is involved.
5.

Continuous absence of the PIO and considering the public interest involved in the case, we deem it fit to issue bailable warrant, in exercise of powers vested in the Commission under Section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with relevant provisions of Civil Procedure Code, 1908, to the Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Dehlon to produce the relevant record pertaining to the above mentioned two ration cards.  A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Commissioner of Police (Rural), Ludhiana to serve the bailable warrant on the Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Dehlon.
4.

It is further directed that the PIO shall comply with the order of Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh dated 18.1.2012 for payment of compensation and penalty before the next date of hearing.

5.

To come up on 29.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

   (Surinder Awasthi)




       ( R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                  Punjab.


          



Punjab
March 20, 2012.

CC

The Commissioner of Police (Rural), Ludhiana.
BAILABLE WARRANT OF PRODUCTION
BEFORE SHRI R.I. SINGH, CHIEF INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB AT CHANDIGARH.
In case Shri Jagroop Singh 
vs.  PIO/Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Dehlon.
Complaint/Appeal No. CC No.1695/2011.
UNDER SECTION 18 OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.
NEXT DATE OF HEARING : 29.4.2012

To



The Commissioner of Police (Rural), Ludhiana.



Whereas the Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Dehlon, District Ludhiana

has failed to appear before the State Information Commissioner despite the issuance of notice/summon in the above mentioned complaint case.  Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on the Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Dehlon, District Ludhiana to appear before the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 29.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M. and produce the original record, as detailed in the order dated 20.3.2012 in CC-1695 of 2011 (Copy enclosed).


Dated, this 20th day of March, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Ashwani Kumar, 27/7, Aman Vihar,

Bhadson Road, Patiala-147001.




      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Aryabhatta Group of Institutions, 

Bajakhana Road, Barnala.

FAA- Aryabhatta Group of Institutions,

Bajakhana Road,  Barnala.





 -------------Respondents.

AC No.1251 of 2011

Present:

Dr. Ashwani Kumar appellant in person.



Shri Ajay Mittal, Lecturer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER


The appellant had moved an application on 7.10.2011 to the PIO Arybhatta Group of Institutions, Barnala, which was denied on 8.12.2011 on the ground that the respondent-institutions are non-governmental and self financed.  However, during the course of hearing in the Commission, the respondent furnished the information on all the points on 12.3.2012 and the case was adjourned to 20.3.2012 to enable the appellant to peruse the information and point out objections, if any.
2.

We have heard the parties today.  The only issue which needs further clarification pertains to Sr. No.3 of the query i.e. mode and date of appellant’s salary. The respondent has indicated that salary for the period 13.9.2010 to 30.4.2011 was paid by cash/transferred to the bank account of the complainant.  However, break up has not been provided and the appellant pleads that money has not been credited into his account.  Therefore, the respondent is directed to give monthwise details regarding the mode of payment of salary.  For the salary paid in cash, copy of the receipts shall be provided.  Where the amount was transferred to the banks, details of the forwarding letter and cheque numbers which were sent  to the bank shall be provided.   The respondent undertakes to supply the information by 4.4.2012.  Therefore, the present case is closed.
   (Surinder Awasthi)




   
    ( R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                  Punjab.


          



      Punjab
March 20, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaur,

#5-C, Urban Estate, Phase-1,

Focal Point, Ludhiana.






     -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,
Department of Local Government,

Chandigarh.

FAA- the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Chandigarh.
 





      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 572 of 2011
Present:-
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaur appellant in person.
Shri Ashok Kumar, APIO, Department of Local Government on behalf of the respondent No: 1 and 2.
ORDER



This case has come up on transfer from the Bench of Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh, who has since demitted office on superannuation.

2.

Perusal of the record shows that the appellant had moved five applications under the Right to Information Act, 2005 (four on 19.4.2011 and one on 18.4.2011), all addressed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Local Government, Chandigarh.  Each application was accompanied by an independent postal order of Rs.10/-.  Denial of information or furnishing of partial information would give an independent cause of action in respect of each application. Therefore, the information-seeker should have come to the State Information Commission in separate appeals/complaints.  This is also an omission on the part of the Registry of the Commission. They haveclubbed five cases into one.  A copy of the present order shall be endorsed to the Deputy Registrar to take note of such lapses in future.
3.

Coming to the furnishing of the information, the respondent submits that he has supplied the same though the appellant pleads that there are deficiencies in the information given to him. Before considering the matter, it would be appropriate to direct the respondent to file a point-wise reply in respect of each RTI application made by the information-seeker.  The respondent is allowed 15 days time to file his reply.
4.

To come up on 12.4.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
   (Surinder Awasthi)




       ( R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                  Punjab.


          



Punjab
March 20, 2012.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Piara Singh,

#80, W.R.No.8, Gali No.14,

Krishna Colony, Dasuya,

District Hoshiarpur-144205.





Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare Punjab,

Chandigarh-160034.





      -------------Respondents.

CC No. 1725 of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.



None on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER



This case has come up before the present bench from the bench of Ld. SIC-Mr. Ravi Singh, who has demitted office on superannuation.
2.

A perusal of the last order dated 18.1.2012 passed by Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh shows that penalty had been imposed on Dr. Rakesh Gupta currently posted as Civil Surgeon, Ropar for non submission of information.  A copy of the order was also endorsed to the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Health and Family Welfare, Chandigarh seeking his intervention to issue instructions to the Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab to comply with the orders of the Commission.  A perusal of the case file shows that the case had came up for hearing on 9.8.2011 for first time, when it was observed that Dr. Rakesh Gupta had been designated as PIO by the the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The Ld. SIC had directed the PIO to furnish the information and appear personally on the next date of hearing.  When none appeared on behalf of the respondent, a notice was issued to Dr. Rakesh Gupta to show cause why penalty should not be imposed under Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005.  However, on the next date of hearing none again appeared on behalf of the respondent and a penalty of Rs.5000/- was imposed on Dr. Rakesh Gupta, PIO.  The PIO was further directed to ensure that relevant information should be furnished to the complainant on 29.12.2011. Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant appeared on behalf of the respondent-Directorate of Health and Family Welfare, Punjab and showed ignorance about the earlier orders passed by the Commission.  Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh, therefore, one again directed Dr. Rakesh Gupta, who had in the meantime joined as Civil Surgeon, Ropar to comply with the order imposing penalty on him and it was further directed that information should be supplied. 
3.

As none has appeared even today on behalf of the respondent, it leaves no option to the Commission but to issue bailable warrants against Shri Sohan Lal Bhumak, Deputy Director-cum-PIO/Director of Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh to appear in person and produce the relevant record.  This order is issued in exercise of powers vested in the Commission under Section 18 (3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 read with relevant provision of the Civil Procedure Code, 1908.  A copy of this order shall also be sent to Dr. Rakesh Gupta c/o Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh to ensure compliance of the earlier order imposing penalty, failing which penal action may be initiated against him.
3.

To come up on 8.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

4.

A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Senior Superintendent of Police Chandigarh for serving the enclosed bailable warrant.

   (Surinder Awasthi)




       ( R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                  Punjab.


          



Punjab
March 20, 2012.

CC

The Senior Superintendent of Police, Chandigarh.

Dr. Rakesh Gupta c/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.

BAILABLE WARRANT OF PRODUCTION
BEFORE SHRI R.I. SINGH, CHIEF INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB AT CHANDIGARH.
In case Shri Piara Singh

vs.
PIO/Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh.
Complaint/Appeal No. CC-1725/2011
UNDER SECTION 18 OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005.
NEXT DATE OF HEARING  8.5.2011

To



The Senior Superintendent of Police,



Chandigarh.



Whereas Shri Sohan Lal Bhumak, Deputy Director-cum-PIO o/o the Director Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Sector 34, Chandigarh has failed to appear before the State Information Commissioner despite the issuance of notice/summon in the above mentioned complaint case.  Therefore, you are hereby directed to serve this bailable warrant on Shri Sohan Lal Bhumak to appear before the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, at SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh on 8.5.2012 and produce the document as sought by complainant in CC No.1725/2011.


Dated, this 20th day of  March, 2012.





Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab,

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri C.L. Pawar r/o Kothi No.599,

Phase-II, Mohali.








Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.

FAA- the Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab,

Department of Revenue, Chandigarh.




      -------------Respondents.

CC No. 1084 of 2011

Present:-

None on behalf of the appellant.

Shri Rakesh Bhalla, PIO alongwith Shri Pardeep Kumar o/o the Financial Commissioner (Revenue) and Shri Gurmej Singh, Superintendent, Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab on behalf of the respondent-department.

ORDER



This appeal case has come on transfer from the Ld. SIC-Mrs. Ravi Singh, who has demitted office on superannuation.

2.

A perusal of the order dated 8.1.2012 of Mrs. Ravi Singh shows that a notice under Section 20(i) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 was issued to the PIO/Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue to show cause why penalty should not be imposed for non-furnishing of the information.  Shri Rakesh Bhalla, Deputy Secretary-cum-PIO/Financial Commissioner to Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue has appeared today and submitted a photocopy of memo No.22/48/2011/LR-1/3395 dated 27.2.2012 enclosing a photocopy of affidavit of Shri Rakesh Bhalla.  It appears that the original document has not been received due to incorrect description of the case number.  It has been stated by Shri Bhalla in his affidavit that notice was not received in time.  He further stated that the subject matter of RTI information of a third party does not relate to their office. The information is held by and under the control of the Department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, as such the request for information was transferred to Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab.  
3.

Representative of the Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat Officer, Punjab-Shri Gurmej Singh, Superintendent has appeared and submitted that the information has been furnished as available with the public authority.  However, in respect of some issues  the information is held by the field offices and the same is being collected from them.  Since the Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab has taken on the responsibility of collecting the information, an adjournment is allowed to enable them to complete the job.  The complainant has also sent a fax message received vide diary No.4407 dated 20.3.2012 stating that he has no objection if the Department of Rural Development and Panchayat is granted some time for collecting the information.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned to 14.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.
3.

Accepting the explanation of PIO/Financial Commissioner to the Government of Punjab, Department of Revenue,  the  show cause notice issued to him is withdrawn and he is exempted from further appearance.
   (Surinder Awasthi)




       ( R.I. Singh)

    State Information Commissioner,


       
Chief Information Commissioner
                  Punjab.


          



Punjab
March 20, 2012.
