STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Swaran Singh,

Vill. Mehmood Khane ke,

P.O. Amir Khas, Tehsil Jalalabad West,

Ditt. Fazilka. 








  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Near Red Cross,

Ferozepur.

                                                                                                       
        Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  850   of 2015

Present:

Appellant   in person;




Shri  Deepak Mittal, Inspector   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Swaran Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 29.1.15  addressed to  PIO cum Distt. Food & Supplies  Controller, Ferozepur  sought certain information on   7 points pertaining to the Brick Kiln  Licence no. FZR-bk-99/177 of  M/s Baba Jai Jandpir, Gram Udyog  Samiti (Regd.) Vill. Mohan Ke Uttar, Distt. Ferozepur.

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 18.3.15. 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 23.4.15.


During the hearing of this case today,  Shri Deepak Mittal, Inspector, Food &  Supplies, Ferozepur handed over a set of  documents  containing the  information to the complainant vide letter no. 1048, dated 26.2.15 in the Commission today.

After perusal of the same for about 15 minutes, Shri Swaran Singh,  complainant expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information and requested for closure of his case.


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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur, 

Distt. Ludhiana-141101




            Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food & Civil Supplies Controller
D-Zone, Municipal Corporation Building,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  887   of 2015

Present:

 Complainant  in person;




 Ms. Navneet Kaur, AFSO    for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri  Rakesh Kumar Gupta, complainant vide an RTI application dated 28.6.14  addressed to PIO O/O  Distt. Food and Supply Controller, D Zone,  Ludhiana sought certain information on  10 points  pertaining to   stacking of paddy in Parkash Rice Mill, Mullanpur, KL Agro Industries, Purain and Singla Agro Foods Purain in the paddy season 2013-14 from various Grain Markets of  Ludhiana district.

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 25.3.15. 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  23.4.15.


During the hearing of this case today,  Shri Rakesh Gupta, complainant stated that  AFSO,  Mullanpur have provided him partial information on 17th of this month and accordingly he has pointed out the deficiencies to her and she has assured to provide the remaining information to him within a period of 3-4 days.   

A perusal of the file further reveals that Shri Rakesh Kumar, complainant has approached the Commission in a complaint case filed under the provisions of Section 18 of RTI Act on  28.6.14  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.


In view of the above noted facts, the Commission is unable to direct the PIO cum Distt. Food, Supply and Consumer Affairs, Ludhiana for providing information to the complainant.  However, since an assurance has been given to  Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, complainant  by Ms. Navneet Kaur, AFSO,  Mullanpur for providing him  remaining information  within 3-4 day, if the same is not provided to the complainant,   in terms of above judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court,  the complainant, if he so desires may file  First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before Director, Food, Civil Supply and Consumer Affairs, 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  31.5.14 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: 23.4.2015


   
  State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur, 

Distt. Ludhiana-141101




            Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,
D-Zone, Municipal Corporation Building,

Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent                                                     

                                                          CC No.  888   of 2015

Present:

Complainant  in person;




Ms. Navneet Kaur, AFSO, Mullanpur    for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Rakesh Kumar Gupta, complainant vide an RTI application dated  27.6.14 addressed to PIO o/o Director Food and Supply Controller, D Zone, Ludhiana  sought certain information on  9 points relating to  allocation of various procurement agencies fro stacking the paddy  to various rice mills in for the paddy season 2013-14 from Grain Markets of  Mullanpur Dakha centre of  Ludhiana Distt.

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 25.3.15. 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 23.4.15.

During the hearing of this case today,  Ms. Navneet Kaur, AFSO, Mullanpur stated that information on point no. 1, 8 and 9 since  related to her office, have been provided to the complainant vide letter no. 1168, dated 21.4.15 and since the remaining information on point no. 2 to 7  related to the office of  DFSC, he has also been requested vide same letter no. 1168, dated  21.4.15 to provide the remaining information to the complainant.   The complainant further stated that no information has been provided to him by Shri Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC, Ludhiana despite his filing RTI application  dated 27.6.14  with the PIO cum DFSC, Ludhiana (West) followed by complaint with the Commission on 25.3.15.

I have heard both the parties, perused the case file and it is observed that a total lackadaisical and careless attitude is being adopted by the respondent PIO in providing the complete and correct  information to complainant and the same is being  denied  to the complainant willfully,  intentionally,  and without any reasonable cause.      


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

i) Issues a show cause notice  to   Shri Lovkesh Sharma, PIO cum  Distt. Food, Civil Supply 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 date despite of  filing  an RTI Application on   27.6.14.  

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

iii) He is further  directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with action taken report sent by him to complainant in respect of RTI application dated 27.6.14 filed by him and his written submissions. 

         Adjourned to   5.5.15  at 11.00 AM.

 Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  23.4.2014


   
 State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

              Shri Lovkesh Sharma
              Public Information Officer cum                (REGISTERED)

              Distt. Food, Civil Supply and

             Consumer Affairs Controller, Ludhiana (West).

              For necessary compliance.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurpreet Singh s/o Shri Mandir Singh,

R/O Vill. Khunan Khurd, Tehsil Giderbaha,

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.





    Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Food Supplies Officer,

Gidderbaha, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib. 

First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                     
                Respondent  
                                                          AC No. 983    of 2015
Present:
None for appellant.



Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, Inspector   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Gurpreet Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 8.1.15 , addressed to PIO cum AFSO, Gidderbaha  sought certain  information pertaining to the ration distributed at the Ration Depot at village Khanun Khurd, Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.


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 19.2.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 17.3.15  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  23.4.15.

During the hearing of this case today,  Ms. Kulwinder Kaur, Inspector, Food & Supplies, Gidderbaha handed over a duly signed letter by appellant  expressing his full satisfaction with the provided information.
In view of above noted facts, the case is disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:23.4.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Mrs. Samita Pawar,

103-A, Krishna Chambers,

59, New Marine Lines,

Mumbai-400020. 






               Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Chief Administrative Officer/Supdt.,

o/o District & Sessions Judge,

District Courts, Ludhiana-141003.

First Appellate Authority,

o/o  Chief Administrative Officer/Supdt.,

o/o District & Sessions Judge,

District Courts, Ludhiana-141003.                                                     
    Respondent   
                                                          AC No. 1058    of 2015
Present:
None for appellant.



Shri  Manu Saini, Clerk  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Ms. Samita Pawar,   Appellant vide an RTI application dated  22.2.14, addressed to PIO o/o  Distt. & Sessions Judge,  Distt. Court, Ludhiana ,  sought the following  information-
“I am office incharge in Head Office of M/s Monika India at Mumbai.  I am requiring certified copies of file relevant to application filed on 18.11.13, Civil Suit no. 918 of  1993 dated 1.9.1993  Title – Hiralal  Goyal Vs. Sat PARKASH Goyal & Ors. , copy enclosed alongwith order dt. 22.20.2993.  The same is required to produce in some other legal matter as  required  by our advocate.  But since the certified copies of file is not provided by your copying Branch.”


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 27.6.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 24.3.15 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  23.4.15.

During the hearing of this case today,  Shri Manu Saini, clerk appearing for Respondent PIO  stated that since the demanded information  pertained to the office of  Civil Judge, Ludhiana, the RTI application was transferred to his office vide letter no. 3161, dated 7.3.14 and immediately thereafter the reply was sent to the appellant vide letter no. 497, dated 15.3.14. Feeling dis-satisfied with the information provided by the PIO CUM Court Clerk o/o Civil Judge, Sr. Division, Ludhiana,  the appellant filed 1st appeal before the Civil Judge, (Sr. Division) Ludhiana on  7.7.14 which   was decided by the1st Appellate Authority cum Civil Judge, (Sr. Division), Ludhiana  on  5.8.2014.   Thereafter, the appellant approached this Commission by filing second appeal on  24.3.15.

After hearing Shri Manu Saini, Respondent PIO  O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana, perusing the case file it is observed that appellant has demanded certified copies of file relevant to application filed on 18.11.2013, and  Suit no. 918 of 1993 dated 1.9.1993, title -   Hira Lal Goyal Vs. Sat Parkash Goyal and  others (by enclosing a copy bearing court order) but same have not been provided either  by Shri Manu Saini, PIO cum Court Clerk o/o Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana nor by the 1st Appellant Authority and same have been denied on frivolous grounds, where appellant had even enclosed the photo copies of court order passed during the hearing of above noted matter. 

 In view of above noted facts:- 
i)Shri Manu Saini, PIO cum Court Clerk o/o O/O Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana is afforded last opportunity and  directed to supply the demanded information to appellant within 5 days, free of cost under registered cover, failing which penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act could be invoked against him.
ii)Similarly 1st appellate authority cum Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana is also directed to ensure the providing  of demanded information to appellant failing which 1st appellate authority  would be called by the Commission as per provisions contained in Para 6 (e) of  Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007 and further course of action would  be decided accordingly.
Adjourned to  5.5.15 at  11.00 AM.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:23.4.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:
First Appellate Authority cum                        (REGISTERED)

Civil Judge (Sr. Division), Ludhiana.

                                 (BY NAME)
Shri Manu Saini, PIO cum                                   (REGISTERED)

Court Clerk o/o  Civil Judge (Sr. Division),

 Ludhiana.
For necessary compliance,
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:23.4.2015



     State Information Commissioner. 

                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurmeet Singh s/o Shri Ajaib Singh,

r/o Vill. Khudal Kalan, P.O. Kahangarh,

Tehsil Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.
                                                                                     

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food  Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Mansa.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Director, Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeewandeep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh-160017.                                                                                                

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  350  of 2015

Present:
 Appellant in person.

 Shri Harchand Singh,  AFSO,  Mansa   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri  Gurmeet Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  4.10.14, addressed to  DFSO, Mansa sought 2 points information for the last 5 years pertaining to Shri Gopal Singh/Ramla, Depot Holder, village  Khudal Kalan. Distt. Mansa.



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  27.11.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 13.1.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for  25.2.15.


During hearing of this case on 25.2.15,  Shri  Babar Singh, AFSO,  Budladha  appearing on behalf of  PIO cum DFSC,  Mansa handed over to the Commission duly sworn in affidavit filed by him wherein it had been  mentioned that information sought by the  appellant  pertained to Shri Gopal Singh, Depot Holder, Khudal Kalan, Tehsil  Budhlada and record of the Depot Holder is maintained by the Depot Holder and kept in custody as per  Public Distribution System (Licensing and Control Order  2003).   Depot holder is liable to present the record as and when demanded by this department.   Since Shri Gopal Singh, Depot holder was written to submit the record and when record was not submitted by  him despite frequent efforts, finding him to be intentionally evading the submission of the record.   On the basis  of supply of essential commodities of the aforesaid depot holder was suspended vide letter  no. 3028, dated 9.12.14 and show cause notice vide letter no. 3029, dated  9.12.14 have been issued to him.


He further stated that the appellant  was also informed to deposit the requisite amount of additional fee/document charges  of 700 pages  vide letter no.  Distib,/14/2483, dated  16.10.14  but the same had not been deposited by him till that date.  It was further  noted that despite of  the fact that appellant  went to the office of PIO cum DFSC,  Mansa for depositing the additional fee/document charges demanded by him but his request was not  acceded to,  intentionally as to evade the supply of information.


It was thus noted that though the supply of essential commodities have been suspended to the depot holder but record maintained by depot holder has not been taken into custody by the PIO cum DFSC, Mansa  nor any information had been supplied by him to the appellant till that date.   


As such,  Dr. Nirmal Singh, PIO cum DFSC, Mansa was directed to supply point-wise  correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant within 7 days under registered cover.  He was further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information. He was further directed to file an affidavit certifying  that the supplied information pertaining to  Shri  Gopal Singh, depot holder is correct complete and based on record and nothing have been concealed.   It was made clear that failing to supply the information by the PIO cum DFSC, Mansa would attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act against him without affording further opportunity.  


In view of this, the appellant was advised to deposit the additional fee/document charges  with the o/o PIO cum DFSC,  Mansa for seeking information for one year i.e. 2014 and the case was adjourned to  10.3.15 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case held on 10.3.15, Dr. Nirmal Singh, DFSC, Mansa stated that the partial  information  since was given by the depot holder, the same  had been supplied to the appellant  and still certain information remained to be provided, so an adjournment was sought  for providing complete and duly attested information to the appellant as per RTI application dated  4.10.14. 
Acceding to his request, the case was adjourned to  7.4.15 for further proceedings.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 7.4.15, Dr. Nirmal Singh, DFSC Mansa, filed an affidavit stating that since no record was provided by Shri Gopal Singh/Ramla, Depot Holder, village  Khudal Kalan. Distt. Mansa, his Depot licence was cancelled vide order dated 13.3.2015. He further stated that he has written to the SSP Mansa vide letter dated 19.3.2015, for the registration of case  against  the Depot Holder. Since he has   failed to produce the record under the provision of  section 5 of the Punjab Public Distribution System (Licence and Control Order 2003), the copy of the affidavit thus filed by Dr. Nirmal Singh, DFSC Mansa and the copy of the letter No. 1074-75 dated 13.3.2015 canceling the license of  Shri Gopal Singh/Ramla, Depot Holder, village  Khudal Kalan. Distt. Mansa and copy of the letter No. 1188, dated 19.3.2015 have been supplied to the appellant for his cancellation. Similarly these documents have also been supplied to the commission for its record . 


Dr. Nirmal Singh, DFSC Mansa, assured that he will personally meet S.S.P. Mansa, and ensure to register the FIR against Shri Gopal Singh/Ramla, Depot Holder, village  Khudal Kalan. Distt. Mansa. He also submitted that one more adjournment may be given for supplying the correct information to the appellant.


As such, Dr. Nirmal Singh, DFSC Mansa,  was directed to appear personally on the next fixed date and the case is adjourned to 23.4.2015 at 11.00 A.M.  for further hearing.    


During hearing of this case, Shri Harchand Singh, AFSO, Mansa appearing on behalf of   Dr. Nirmal Singh, DFSC Mansa   stated that the PIO  cum DFSC could not appear today because Rabi marketing season is  going on in full swing.  He further stated  that DFSC, Mansa vide Memo. no. Distribution/15/1620, dated  16.4.15 has again issued a reminder to the SSP, Mansa for seeking report against Depot Holder who has violated Section 5    of the Punjab Public Distribution System (Licence and Control Order 2003).


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,(96532-68807)

R/O Plot No. 40, Vill. Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh 
Road, Ludhiana-141123.     


             
Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh-160034.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab Health Systems Corporation,

Phase VI, S.A.S.Nagar,

Mohali.                      




                 Respondent 

                                                          CC No. 3206   of 2014

Present:

None for complainant.




Shri Gurinder Pal, Asstt. and Ms. Simranjit Kaur, Sr. Asstt.   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:

Shri Tejinder Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.9.2014, addressed to PIO, o/o Director, Health & family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh,  sought certain information on  9 points.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 18.11.14.  Since the perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds  to look into matter by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the Act ibid. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  8.4.2015.

On the last  hearing of this case held on 8.4.15, Shri Gurinder Pal, Assistant appearing on behalf of  Respondent PIO  stated that the point wise requisite information  as demanded by the complainant has been sent to him vide letter no. 121-123, dated  20.2.15.  However, it was noted that a communication  vide letter  dated  8.4.15 have been received from Shri Tejinder Singh, complainant wherein he has requested for adjournment of this case to some other date due to ill health.

Acceding to the request made by the complainant, the case was adjourned to  23.4.15.

During hearing of this case today, Shri Gurinder Pal, Asstt.  appearing on behalf of PIO O/O Director Health & Family Welfare,Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,Sector 34-A Chandigarh  stated that the requisite information on all the points including point no. 4, 5, 6 and 8 have been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 121-123, dated  20.2.15  under registered cover.  He also handed over to the Commission copy of the provided information and stated that the demanded information have been supplied to the complainant as per its availability in the office record and no more information exists.


It is further noted that the complainant neither  attended the Commission on the last hearing nor today.  It thus appears that he is un-necessarily  raising the queries though he is  not pursuing his case by appearing before the Commission personally.

In view of above noted facts, since the requisite information as per office record  stands provided by the Respondent PIO  to the complainant, the case is therefore, disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,(96532-68807)

R/O Plot No. 40, Vill. Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chandigarh 
Road, Ludhiana-141123.   



                  Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  District Sports Officer,

Ludhiana.                                                       
                 Respondent   

                                                          CC No. 413   of 2015

Present:
None for complainant.

                     Shri Mohinder Singh, Distt. Sports Officer, Ludhiana for respondent.

ORDER:

Shri Tejinder Singh,  complainant vide an RTI application dated  28.11.2014 addressed to PIO cum  Distt. Sports Officer, Ludhiana,  sought certain information on   5 points.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  27.1.2015 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. 


This case was earlier heard by the bench of Shri Satinder Pal Singh, State Information Commissioner, Punjab  on 16.3.2015 through Video Conferencing. After that it was transferred to this bench. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  8.4.15.
During the hearing of this case on 16.3.2015 through Video Conferencing by Shri Satinder Pal Singh, SIC, the requisite information was supplied to the complainant and he was directed to go through this information.  A copy of supplied information was also handed over to the Commission for its perusal and record.

However, on the last  hearing on 8.4.15, the complainant did not give any response with regard to  the provided information.   He was therefore afforded last opportunity to do so and it was made clear that  failing which it had to be presumed that he is satisfied with the provided information and the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at  11.00 AM.

This case has been heard today.   Shri Mohinder Singh, Distt. Sports  Officer, Ludhiana stated that on the last date of hearing he had informed the Commission that the requisite information has personally been received by the complainant vide letter  no./ 159, dated 16.2.15.  He further stated that there is no other information other than supplied information in the office record and nothing have been concealed.  However, it is noted that complainant vide letter dated 22.4.15 has informed that no reply to para no., 5 have been given by the respondent PIO.  However,  Shri Mohinder Singh, PIO CUM  Distt. Sports  Officer, Ludhiana  stated that since the water tankers ware supplied by the Punjab Mandi Board, complainant was apprised of it, so more information on the items he can  had the same  from that office.  It is thus observed that one  response have been provided by Respondent PIO cum Distt. Sports Officer, Ludhiana  to complainant but if the applicant – complainant is still not satisfied with response of PIO, he should be aware that  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 Director, Sports Deptt., Punjab, SCO 116-17, Sector 34, Chandigarh  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  28.11.14 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:23.4.2015



     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 Sandip 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

During  hearing of this case 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. 

Also an additional fee/documents charges for 500 pages were demanded vide letter No. 1216, dated 12.12.2014 but, no additional fee was  deposited by appellant. Since the requisite fee/documents charges were not  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, after he deposits the requisite fee and  was   directed to supply to commission on next fixed date copy of supplied information for its perusal.

On his having supplied the information,  PIO was also directed to file self attested affidavit 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 hearing of this case held on 17.3.15, 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 facts, it was decided 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 was directed   to accord the necessary inspection to appellant on  visiting the office by appellant and PIO  was directed to  provide the required documents to him, after deposit of necessary fee, observing provisions contained in RTI Act and the case was adjourned to  9.4.2015 at  11.00 AM for further  hearing.

On the last    hearing of this case held on 9.4.15, Shri H.S. Hundal, advocate appearing for the appellant stated that  though he has been provided the information by  Shri Sandip Kumar, APIO cum Sr. Asstt. but the following information have not been provided:-

i) Copy of rules and regulations as per para 1 of RTI application.

ii) Copy  of budgetary allocation.

iii) Copies of the vouchers and bills have not been provided.


He further stated that he visited the o/o Distt. Legal Services Authority many a times.  However Shri Sandip Kumar, APIO  was hardly available for inspection of record to  him.

 At this, the appellant and Shri Sandip Kumar, APIO cum Sr. Asstt.   mutually decided in the Commission on that  the necessary inspection would be carried out by the appellant between 15th to 17th April, 2015 and required  documents would be taken after the deposit of required fee.   The appellant was therefore, directed to inspect the necessary record pertaining to the rules, budgetary allocation, bills and vouchers during the above mentioned period and get the necessary required documents after depositing  the required fee.  Shri Sandeep Kumar, APIO cum Sr. Assistant, DLSA, Mohali was directed to assist PIO, as required as per Section (5) (4)(5) of RTI Act, in according inspection of record to appellant  and to provide him the remaining information with deposit of additional fee. APIO was thus made PIO
 and directed that  failing to provide information to appellant would attract penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI  Act  against Shri Sandip Kumar, Sr. Asstt. DLSA, Mohali also  and the case was adjourned to 23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Sandip Kumar, APIO cum Sr. Asstt. handed over a set of documents to Shri H.S. Hundal, advocate  appearing for  the appellant,  containing the information.   After the perusal of the same for a while,  Shri H.S. Hundal, advocate appearing for the appellant in the Commission also expressed his full satisfaction with the provided information and requested for closure of his case.


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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  23.4.2015



  State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra 
s/o Shri Bhagwan Dass

House No. 81, Ward no. 4, 
Sardoolgarh-151507

Distt.  Mansa.                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (EE)

Mansa.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o  Circle Education Officer (EE)

Faridkot.                                                                              Respondent  

                                                      AC No.  874  of 2015
Present:
 None for appellant.

Shri Jaspreet Singh, DEO (EE), Mansa with Shri Karan Kumar, Distt. Accountant for the respondents.

ORDER:



Shri Pawan Kumar Kamra,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  2.12.14, addressed to PIO, o/o  Deputy Commissioner, Mansa sought  photo copies of  TA & DA Bills claimed by Shri Prem Singh Mittal, posted in the o/o Distt. Education Officer, (EE) Mansa.



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  cum Circle Education Officer, (EE) Faridkot, vide letter dated 20.1.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on  9.3.2015   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.4.15.

On the last hearing of this case held on 15.4.15, Shri Ashok Chawla, Supdt., o/o Circle Education Officer, Faridkot, stated that Superintendent o/o Distt. Education Officer, Mansa is the APIO, Deputy District Education Officer is the PIO  and District Education Officer, Mansa is the First Appellate Authority, therefore the appellant has been informed vide letter No. J-2/RTI/2015/181, dated 28.1.2015, accordingly. He also handed over the copy of the same to the commission for its record. 

It was further noted that District Education Officer (EE) Mansa vide letter No. 4313, dated 12.1.2015, informed the appellant that the demanded information cannot be supplied to him being 3rd party. It was also noted that the appellant vide letter No. 10.4.2015, requested for an adjournment of this case to some other date. He also mentioned in the said  letter that he has not received the demanded information so far.

As such, PIO cum Deputy District Education Officer, (E.E) Mansa and Shri Jaspreet Singh, District Education Officer, (EE) Mansa were directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date personally. They were further directed to bring to the commission,  two sets of documents containing the information, demanded by the appellant, so that the same could be supplied to him if required, after hearing both the parties and  if appellant was able to give  full justification in showing larger public interest involved in seeking the information. 

Shri Pawan Kumar Kamra, appellant was therefore, directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public, justifying his demand   involving the larger public interest involved in seeking the information.

 Shri Prem Singh Mittal, Distt. Manager, Mid-Day Meal scheme, Mansa, was also directed to file written submissions explaining as to why this information be not given.  It was also made clear to the appellant that if he does not file an affidavit on the next fixed date and does not attend the commission personally, it was to be presumed that he is willfully absenting himself from attending the commission and the ex parte proceedings would be taken and the case was adjourned to 23.4.2015 at 11.00 A.M.

During hearing of this case today, it  is noted that though the appellant vide letter 22.4.15  has sent photo copy of the affidavit to the Commission but he has neither filed the affidavit in original nor appeared before the Commission and also  no specific reasons have been cited  by the appellant for seeking information in public interest.
Similarly no written submissions have been filed by Shri Prem Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal.   Shri Jasjeet Singh, PIO cum Distt. Education Officer (EE), Mansa  states further that requisite information have been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 5001 dated 22.4.15  under registered cover.  He also handed over to the  Commission a set of documents containing the information alongwith Postal receipt no. H RP 4168133571N.  
In view of above noted facts, the appeal case is  closed and disposed of.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 
                                        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com
Shri  Pawan Kumar Kamra s/o Shri Bhagwan Dass

House No. 81, Ward no. 4, Sardoolgarh-151507

Distt.  Mansa.

  Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (E)

Mansa.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o  Circle Education Officer (E)

Faridkot.

                                                                                                          Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  875 of 2015

Present:
 None   for appellant.

Shri Jaspreet Singh, DEO (EE), Mansa with Shri Karan Kumar, Distt. Accountant for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Pawan Kumar Kamra,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated  2.12.14 addressed to PIO, o/o Deputy Commissioner,  Mansa  sought photo copies  of  appointment letter and attendance register of Shri P.S. Mittal, posted in the o/o  Distt.  Education Officer (EE). Mansa.



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 cum Circle Education Officer (EE), Faridkot vide letter dated  20.1.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on  9.3.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   15.4.15.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 15.1.15, Shri Ashok Chawla, Supdt.  o/o Circle Education Officer, Faridkot stated that the appellant has wrongly filed first appeal with Circle Education Officer, Faridkot whereas Distt. Education Officer (EE), Faridkot himself is First Appellat Authority and Dy. Distt. Education Officer (EE)  is the PIO, Superintendent of his office is APIO and accordingly the appellant has been informed vide letter no. J-2/rti/2015/181, dated  28.1.2015.  


In view of submissions made by Shri Ashok Chawla, Supdt.  appearing for Circle Education Officer, Faridkot, Dy. Distt, Education (EE),  Faridkot was impleaded as  respondent.   


It was further noted that  DEO(EE), Mansa vide letter no. 4313, dated 12.1.15  has informed the appellant that the demanded information cannot be supplied to him being 3rd party.   


In view of the above noted facts,  Pawan Kumar Kamra, appellant  was directed to file an affidavit  duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public, with full justification  certifying  the larger public interest involved in seeking the information.


Both Shri Jaspreet Singh, Distt. Education  Officer (EE), Mansa as well as PIO cum Dy. Distt. Education Officer (EE), Mansa were directed to appear before the Commission with 2 sets of documents containing the information demanded by the appellant so that the same could be supplied to him in the Commission itself, if appellant enables himself to convince the Commission with full justification regarding larger public interest involved in seeking information.


Shri  Prem Singh Mittal, Distt. Manager, Mid Day Meal Scheme o/o Distt. Education Officer  (EE),  Mansa was also directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with written submissions explaining as to why the demanded information be not supplied to the appellant and the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at  11.00 AM.

During hearing of this case today, it  is noted that though the appellant vide letter 22.4.15  has sent photo copy of the affidavit to the Commission but he has neither filed the affidavit in original nor appeared before the Commission and also  no specific reasons have been cited  by the appellant for seeking information in public interest.

Similarly no written submissions have been filed by Shri Prem Mittal, District Manager, Mid Day Meal.   Shri Jasjeet Singh, PIO cum Distt. Education Officer (EE), Mansa  states further that requisite information have been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 5002 dated 22.4.15  under registered cover.  He also handed over to the  Commission a set of documents containing the information alongwith Postal receipt no. H RP 416813241 IN.  

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Ritu Mehta

R/o  House no. B-91, Gali no. 2

Officer colony, Patiala Road

Sangrur.

 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Govt. Sr. Secondary School, Ghunas

Barnala.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director Public Instructions (S)

Sector  62, SAS Nagar  Mohali.

                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  893  of 2015

Present:
 Appellant in person.
 Shri Bhim Sain, Principal Govt. Sr. Secondary School, Ghunas

Barnala.for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Ms. Ritu Mehta, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.9.14, addressed to PIO,   Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Ghunas,  Barnala  sought certain information on 22 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 6.12.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on  10.3.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   15.4.15.

On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 15.4.15, appellant stated that she has not been supplied any information by Shri Bhim Sain Sharma, Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Ghunas,  Barnala  despite a lapse of almost 7 months.   


As such, Shri Bhim Sain Sharma, PIO cum Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Ghunas, Block  Tapa,  Distt.  Barnala was directed to supply to the appellant point wise, correct, complete and duly attested information observing the provisions contained in the RTI  Act, 2005.  He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with his written submissions and a copy of the supplied information to appellant.


It was made clear that failing to supply the information as directed above and to appear before the  Commission personally  shall attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against  PIO cum Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Ghunas, Block  Tapa,  Distt.  Barnala and the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Bhim Sain Sharma, PIO cum Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Ghunas, Block  Tapa,  Distt.  Barnala handed over a set of documents containing the information running into more than 1200 pages to the appellant in the Commission itself.


Now since the demanded information stands provided to the appellant, the appeal case in hand is disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarlochan Singh  s/o  Krishan Singh

R/o Village & Post Office   Kuthala

Tehsil  Malerkotla,  Distt.  Sangrur.                                                                                       

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School

Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, 

Distt. Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority, 

Distt. Education Officer (S)

Sangrur.

                                                                                                           Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No. 896   of 2015

Present:
 Appellant in person.

Shri Lakhbir Singh, Lecturer,  Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur, for the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Tarlochan Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21.7.2014, addressed to PIO, cum  Principal Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur,  sought certain information pertaining to letter no. 194/14, dated 16.5.14 written by Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School Kuthala and on it approval given vide letter no. no. 10/107-2014- /441, dated  16.5.14 by  the Agriculture Advisor, Education Deptt. Punjab, SAS Nagar,  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  cum District Education Officer (SE)  Sangrur, vide letter dated 12.12.2014, under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 10.3.2015    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   15.4.15.

On the last hearing of this case i.e. on 15.4.15, Shri Jabra Singh, Principal  Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur stated that he has joined as Principal on 3.1.2015,   Before his joining, the same information was demanded by the appellant from the earlier Principal which was supplied to him vide letter no.  194, dated 16.5.14 and vide letter no. 10/107-2014../441, dated 16.5.14 alongwith supported annexures.


It was further noted that earlier the appellant had approached the Commission in CC  no. 2482/14  and accordingly he was directed to file 1st appeal before First Appellat Authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur. 


It was also observed that neither the appellant had  appeared before the Commission  on that day nor file any written submissions.    Therefore, he was afforded one  last opportunity to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date failing which it was to  be presumed that he has nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings were to be initiated against him.  


Both Shri Nirmal Singh, Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur  and Shri Jabra Singh, Principal  Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur were directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.


It was also made clear that if the Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur does not appear before the Commission on the next fixed date, strict departmental action will be proposed against him and the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Lakhbir Singh, Lecturer,  Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. 292/14 dated  15.10.14.   He also filed an affidavit on behalf of  Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur mentioning in it that excepting the information provided to the appellant no more information exists in their office record pertaining to the RTI Application dated  21.7.14 filed by the appellant.


In view of the reply filed by the    Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur,  vide letter dated 13,4,15, the Commission does not find any  justification to prolong this case any more.


However, the appellant stated that provided information is incomplete  and also stated that though he filed 1st appeal with the First Appellant Authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur  vide letter dated 17.12.14 as per directions given by the Commission in its order  dated 19.11.14 passed in CC no. 2482/2014 but the First Appellant Authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur   never decided his 1st appeal.  He also requested that he may be allowed an opportunity of  appearing before the 1st appellate authority and that  may be directed to decide his first appeal.  


Thus, in view of submissions made by the appellant, his appeal is again remitted back to 1st appellate authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur and in view of the above noted facts, the appellant has been directed to appear  before Shri Nirmal Singh, First Appellant Authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur on 4.5.15 at 11.00 AM.    

PIO cum Principal  Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur is also directed to appear before the First Appellant Authority cum Distt. Education Officer (SE), Sangrur at the same time with record and a copy of the provided information.

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  21.7.14 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: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri Nirmal Singh,                                       (REGISTERED)

 Distt. Education Officer (SE),

 Sangrur 

Shri Jabra Singh, Principal                         (REGISTERED)

Govt. Sr. Sec. School, Kothala, 
Tehsil  Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.

Shri Tarlochan Singh  s/o  Krishan Singh        (REGISTERED)  
R/o Village & Post Office   Kuthala

Tehsil  Malerkotla,  Distt.  Sangrur.                                                                                       

For necessary compliance.
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rahul Gupta s/o Shri Dharampal

H. no. 170, Gali no. 6, Mohalla  Hargobindpura

Jagraon,   Distt. Ludhiana.
                                                                                         

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar, Jagraon.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o  Sub Divisional Magistrate

Jagraon.

                                                                                                       Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  900   of 2015

Present:
 None for Appellant.
Shri  Sukhdev Singh, Kanungo   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri 
Rahul Gupta, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 8.12.2014 , addressed to PIO cum Tehsildar, Jagraon,  sought certain information on  4 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 22.1.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 10.3.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   15.4.15.

On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 15.4.15, the appellant stated that he has sought information on points  (a) to  (e).   He further stated that he has received information on point no. (b) only whereas no information have been supplied to him by  Shri Beant Singh  Sidhu,  PIO cum Tehsildar,  Jagraon on the remaining points.  


As such Shri Beant Singh  Sidhu,  PIO cum Tehsildar,  Jagraon was afforded one last opportunity and was directed to supply point wise correct and complete information to the appellant within a period of 4 days.  


He was further directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information failing which it was to be  presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings could be initiated against him under the provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 and the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri  Sukhdev Singh, Kanungo  appearing for Tehsildar, Jagraon stated that the requisite information have personally been received by the appellant vide letter no. 133, dated 22.4.15 and he has also given in writing  that he is fully satisfied with the provided information, so his case may be closed.   Shri  Sukhdev Singh, Kanungo  also handed over to the Commission  hand written letter of the appellant acknowledging the receipt of complete information by him.

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







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Satnam Singh, 

B-10, Industrial Area, Nawanshahr

Distt. S.B.S. Nagar.                                                                                                                 

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  MILKFED, Punjab, SCO no. 153-155

Sector  34-A, Chandigarh.

.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o G.M.,  MILKFED, Punjab

SCO No. 153-155, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh..                                                                                                             

Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  879  of 2015                                              

Present:
 Appellant in person.

Shri  Swaran Lal, Manager (MIS)   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri  Satnam Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.9.14 , addressed to PIO, o/o  MILKFED, Punjab, SCO  153-54, Sector 34, Chandigarh   sought the following 3 points  information:-

“1.Name wise list of Dy. Managers  and Managers  to whom the pay scales had been given.

2.Name wise list of amount/salary, EPF arrears, benefits with interest paid to each Dy. Manager and Managers w.e.f. 1.1.96 till today.

3.Whether the clear approval after 31st March, 2009 for revised pay scale Rs. 7880-13500 for Dy. Managers and Rs. 12000-15500 for the Managers (Specially for Manager P& HRD) had been accorded, by the then Registrar (Sh. G. Verjalingam IAS) as the final decision for the revised pay scales for Dy. Manager and Managers still under consideration as per RTI letter no PSF/MIS/RTI/8172, dt. 31,3.2009.  If yes, supply the copy of the approval.



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 27.9.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  10.3.15    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   16.4.15.


On the last  hearing of this case i.e. on 16.4.15,  Shri Swaran Lal, Manager, MIS  stated that the demanded information on all the 3 points have already been supplied to the appellant vide letter no. PSF/RTI/8172,  dated 31.3.2009 and the same information was again supplied to the appellant with ref. to his RTI application  dated  27.9.14 vide letter no. PSF/RTI/Appeal/4595-97, dated  25.2.15 under registered cover running into 54 pages.


However, the appellant stated that he has not received the specific reply  sought by him through appeal dated  9.3.15 filed in the Commission which reads as under:-

Suppy certified copy of the specific financial  approval accorded after 31st March, 2009 by the Registrar and received by the MD Milk Fed Punjab based on which the pay  scale Rs. 7880-13500 (start with Rs., 8000/-) for Dy. Managers and pay scale Rs. 12000-15500 for the Managers  have been given by the Milk Fed vide  letter no PSF/Admn/EA-IV/m-150-11/15004-47, DATED 9.6.09 W.E.F. 1.1.96 (NOTIONALLY) and w.e.f. 1.4.2008 financial benefit etc.


In view of the above noted facts, Shri Swaran Lal, PIO cum Manager, o/o G.M.,  MILKFED, Punjab SCO No. 153-155, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh                                                                                                          was directed to supply to the appellant point wise, correct, complete and duly attested information observing the provisions contained in the RTI  Act, 2005. 


 He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with his written submissions and a copy of the supplied information to appellant and the case was Adjourned to 23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Swaran Lal, PIO cum Manager, o/o G.M.,  MILKFED, Punjab SCO No. 153-155, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh  stated that the requisite information have been sent to the appellant vide letter no.9461-61, dated 22.4.15 under registered cover enclosing with it a copy of letter no. 9437, dated 22.4.15. He also handed  over a set of  documents containing the information to the appellant  in the Commission and also a set of documents containing the information to the Commission for record.

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:  23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

                                 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Tarsem Jindal, (Neeli Chhatriwal)        
                                                                                    s/o Shri Kastoor Chand 

Kothi No. 306, Astha Enclave,

Barnala-148101.  







Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.

                                                                                                       
             Respondent                                                     

                                                         CC No. 747    of 2015

Present:

None for complainant.




Ms. Pinki Devi, DRO    for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Tarsem Jindal, complainant vide an RTI application dated                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          5.2.15 addressed to PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, Kapurthala  sought   the details of random checking conducted in the  Tehsils and Sub Tehsils by the Deputy Commissioners and other officers  in view of the Govt. of Punjab circular issued vide no.  16/9/12 ST/2/4723-44, dated 26.4.12 on the  directions given in CWP No. 18927 of  2011, decided on  7.8.2012.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on  9.3.15   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  20.4.15.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 20.4.15,  it was noted that there are 4 Sub Divisions in the District of  Kapurthala i.e. Kapurthala, Sultanpur Lodhi, Bhulath and Phagwara.  It was further noted that the PIO cum Distt. Revenue Officer vide letter no.  434/HRC, dated 19.3.15 and letter no. 62, dated 24.4.14 has sent to the complainant demanded information pertaining to the 3 Sub Divisions i.e. Phagwara, Sultanpur Lodhi and Bhulath.  However, no information have been  sent in respect of Sub Division Kapurthala.  


As such, Ms. Pinki Devi, PIO cum Distt. Revenue Officer, Kapurthala was directed to appear before the Commission   personally on the next fixed date with copy of the action taken report sent  to the complainant, Shri Tarsem Jindal in respect of Kapurthala Sub Division  and other Sub Divisions/Tehsils/Sub Tehsils falling in the district for the perusal of the same by the Commission before further proceedings in the matter are taken up and the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today,  Ms. Pinki Devi, PIO cum Distt. Revenue Officer, Kapurthala  stated that the requisite information  pertaining to the SDM,  Kapurthala  has been supplied to the complainant vide letter no. 249, dated 17.4.15.  She also handed over to the Commission attested photo copy of the supplied information to complainant under registered cover vide postal receipt no. RP425825530IN, dated 23.4.15.

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

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 20.4.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harpal Singh,

H.No. 59, Vill. Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Dhudianwal, P.O. R.C.F., Gali No. 3,

Kapurthala-144602.
  










      Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Director Health & family Welfare, 

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawn, 

Sector 34-A Chandigarh.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent   

                                                          CC No. 754    of 2015

Present:

None for complainant.




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

ORDER:


Shri Harpal Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated  11.12.14 addressed to  PIO o/o Director, Health and Family Welfare Deptt., Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh  sought certain information on 4  points pertaining to 390 posts of MLT Grade-2.


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  9.3.15. Snce 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  20.415.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 20.4.15, Shri  Rajinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. appearing alongwith   Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt.    requested for adjournment of this case by 3 days stating that he was busy in many court cases in the past  and could not supply information.


Acceding to his request, the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.

During hearing of this case today, it is noted that the requisite information have been supplied by the Respondent PIO o/o Director, Health and Family Welfare Deptt., Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh  to the complainant vide letter no. 812, dated  22.4.15 under registered cover.   It is further noted that copy of the supplied information has also been received in the Commission for its perusal and record.

Since the demanded information stands supplied to the complainant in this case, the case is disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

                                             STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Mittal,

RTI Activist,  86, Greater Kailash,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala. 
`
                                                    Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.

                                                                                                       
    Respondent     

                                                         CC No.   755  of 2015

Present:

None for complainant.




Shri Niranjan Singh, ASI    for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Surinder Mittal, complainant vide an RTI application dated 13.10.14  addressed to PIO o/o DIG (P), Ferozepur Range, Ferozepur  sought certain information on  7 points  for the period from Juanuary, 1980 to date with certified  copies of rules and regulations.


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  9.3.15. 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  20.4.15.


During the hearing of this case on 20.4.15, it was noted that the said RTI application was transferred by the DIG (P), Ferozepur  to the PIO cum SSP, Ferozepur u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act vide letter no. 22532, dated 27.10.14.


Though Shri  Niranjan Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of PIO cum SSP, Ferozepur stated that the requisite information has been sent to the complainant vide letter no. 437/RTI-1, dated 17.4.15 under registered cover and vide letter no. 948-5A, dated  16.4.15 and he also handed over to the Commission copies of the supplied information for its perusal and record.  However,  when Shri Surinder Mittal was contacted on phone to ask as to whether he has received the same or not, he confirmed that he has received the same but stated that the same is deficient and requested for adjournment of this case to some other date.   When the provided information vis-à-vis his RTI application was discussed with him on phone, it was observed that provided information  was correct  and as per record.  It is also noted that the complainant  vide letter received through E-MAIL in this Commission on 20.4.15 had also  requested for adjournment of this case to some other date, on the grounds of  his father being unwell.


Thus, in view of above facts, the case was  adjourned to  23.4.15 at  11.00 AM.


It was also made clear to the complainant  that in case he  does not appear before the Commission on the next fixed date,  it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings will be taken.

In view of the above noted facts,  Respondent PIO cum SSP,  Ferozepur was directed to depute  APIO to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with action taken report sent by him to the complainant with reference to his RTI application dated 13.10.14.


However, during hearing today it is noted that despite informing the date of hearing  on phone, neither the complainant has pointed out any deficiency to the PIO O/o SSP, Ferozepur in the provided information nor appeared before the Commission.  

Shri  Niranjan Singh, ASI appearing on behalf of PIO cum SSP, Ferozepur stated that again the point wise and complete information  supported with annexures have been sent to the complainant vide letter no.  500/RTI-1, dated 22.4.15.   He also handed over the set of documents containing the information to the Commission for record.

As such, since the demanded information stands provided to the complainant thrice, the case is disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


   
     State Information Commissioner. 

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurtej Singh,

HIG-726, Phase 9,

Sector 63, S.A.S.Nagar,

Mohali.
                                                                                                                   

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional  Forest Officer,

Forest Complex, Sector 68

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Conservator of Forests,

South Circle, Patiala.                                                                                                           

Respondent                                                     

                                                                       AC No. 796   of 2015

Present:
 Appellant in person.

Shri  Tejinder  Singh,  Divisional Forest Officer, Mohali     for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Gurtej Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application 10.11.14 addressed to  PIO cum  Divisional Forest Officer,  SAS Nagar at Kharar sought certain information on 6 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 9.12.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  2.3.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   9.4.15.


During hearing of this case held on 9.4.15, Shri Gurtej Singh,  appellant stated that he has received the information vide letter no. RTI/1016, dated 24.3.15 only 2-3 days back.  However, the same is incomplete and misleading.   He further stated that infact he had demanded copy of the reference made by the DFO, SAS Nagar to the Conservator of Forest  for his dismissal from service as well as noting portion of the entire file where this letter has been dealt with.   However, these demanded documents have not been provided to him till that date.  Shri  Harbhajan Singh,  Forest Range Officer  stated that the file in question is in the office of  Conservator of Forest at Patiala.  


As such, Shri  Tejinder Singh, DFO, Forest Complex, Sector 68, SAS Nagar was directed to supply point wise demanded information to the appellant within a period of 5 days under registered cover.  


He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with a set of documents containing point wise information for the perusal of the same by the Commission. 


It was also mentioned that the appellant filed RTI application on 10.11.14 followed by 1st appeal dated  9.12.14.  However, no information was provided to him till that date which is contrary to the provisions contained in Section 7(1) of the RTI Act.    


It was further made clear that failing to provide the information even this time by the PIO cum DFO, Forest Complex, Sector 68, SAS Nagar (Mohali) could attract the provisions of  Section 20(1) of the RTI Act against him without affording further opportunity and the case was adjourned to 20.4.15 at  11.00  AM.


On the last  hearing of this case held on 20.4.15,  Shri Nirmal Singh, Jr. Asstt. handed over a copy of letter no. 398, dated 17.4.15 to the appellant containing the information in the Commission on that date.  However, the appellant,  after the perusal of the same for some time, stated that the provided information is incomplete and no noting of the file have been provided to him and similarly no information on point no. 5 have been supplied to him till that date.


In view of above noted facts, Shri Tejinder  Singh, PFS, PIO cum Divisional Forest Officer, Forest Complex, Sector 68, Mohali was directed to send to the appellant point wise, complete and correct information within 2 days.


He was further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information for its perusal and record.


It was also made clear that failing to supply correct and  complete information even this time to the appellant could attract penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act against him and the case was adjourned to  23.4.15 at  11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Tejinder  Singh, PFS, PIO cum Divisional Forest Officer, Forest Complex, Sector 68, Mohali  again handed over a set of documents vide letter no. 519, dated 22.4.15 running into 568 pages to the appellant containing the information and after the  perusal of the same for about  20 minutes appellant expressed his satisfaction with provided information. 

As such, since the complete information stands provided to the appellant, no cause of action survives further in this appeal case and the same is accordingly closed and disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


            State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal

167-B,  Industrial Estate

Ludhiana.
    






      Appellant                                                                                     

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o DETC, Excise Department

Abohar.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o DETC, Excise Department

Abohar






               Respondent

                                                      AC No.  917  of 2015

Present:
 Shri Gulshan Kumar, authorized rep.  for appellant.

Shri D.S. Garcha, PIO cum AETC, Fazilka   for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.11.2014, addressed to PIO, o/o   D.E.T.C. Excise  Deptt., Fazilka, sought following information:-

“Pl. provide me attested information how much stock differential amount has been paid  by L-1 vendor  licensee during the financial year 2010/11 to till date in Abhor (Pb.).  Pl. provide me vendor firm name owner name address of firm amount refund, different on stocks stock register, with sale and purchase different register.   Pl. provide attested information.  Full details how much differented duty has been paid during above mention year by  L-1 vendor.  Pl. provide information vendor has been penalized fro Excess lsiquor stock as well as has demanded to pay differented amount after the end of financial  year also  Provide me full list of refund vat/amount with complete record.  Information vendor penalized m/s  Gagan Doda/D Vansa & Co for excess liquor.  Stock as well as demand to pay differential amount after fin. Year as above and demanding refund. “



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 cum D.E.T.C. Fazilka, vide letter dated 9.1.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on  11.3.2015,   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   15.4.15.


During  hearing of this case held on 15.4.15, it was noted that no information had been supplied by  Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur to the appellant.  As such, he is directed to supply complete, correct and duly attested information to the appellant within 4 days.  


He was also directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information and was also informed that  failing to comply with above order could attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2)  of the RTI Act against him and the case was adjourned to 20.4.15 at  11.00 AM. 


On the last hearing of this case held on 20.4.15,  Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur stated that earlier he could  not supply the information to the appellant  as he was busy in the auction process of liquor vends and  requested for an adjournment  of this case by 4-5 days so that he could supply complete demanded information to the appellant.


Acceding to his requeste, the case was adjourned to 23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur  was directed to supply the demanded information to the appellant strictly in accordance with the provisions contained in the RTI  Act  free of cost under registered cover.  


He was further directed to  appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.


The appellant was also directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date so that the provided information could be discussed in his presence with Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur  and the case was adjourned to 23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri  D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur  handed over set of documents containing the information vide letter no. 134, dated 20.4.15 to Shri Gulshan Kumar, appearing on behalf of appellant in the Commission itself.   He also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record.


Shri Gulshan Kumar also sought the inspection  of certain documents  for which 

Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur   consented that the appellant may inspect the documents pertaining to the RTI application on any working day.    At this 
Shri Gulshan Kumar, appearing on behalf of appellant stated that his case may be closed.

In view of above noted facts, since the demanded information stands supplied to the appellant, the appeal case in hand is closed and disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal

167-B, Industrial  Estate

Ludhiana..                                                                                                                                  

Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o DTDC,  Excise Department

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o DTDC,  Excise Department

Ferozepur.

                                                                                                                                   Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  918  of 2015                                              

 Present:
 None  for appellant.

Shri Bhag Singh, ETO   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28.11.2014, addressed to PIO, o/o  D.E.T.C. Excise  Deptt., Fazilka, sought following information:-

“Pl. provide me attested information how much stock differential amount has been paid  by L-1 vendor  licensee during the financial year 2010/11 & 11/12 & 12/13 till date in Ferozepur Region.  Pl. provide me name of  vendor firm name, address, owner name address of firm, amount refund, form no. 23 and 24 (sale and purchase) stock register.  Pl. provide us the full details how much differental duty has been paid during above mention years by  L-1 vendor.  Pl. provide me attested information vendor has been penalized for Excess liquor stock as well as has demanded to pay differential amount after the end of financial  year as above also  list of refund with full detail and record. “



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 cum D.E.T.C. Fazilka, vide letter dated 9.1.2015 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on  11.3.2015,   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for   15.4.15.


During  hearing of this case held on 15.4.15, it was noted that no information had been supplied by  Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC,  Ferozepur to the appellant.  As such, he was directed to supply complete, correct and duly attested information to the appellant within 4 days.  


He was also directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information and was also informed that  failing to comply with above order could  attract the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2)  of the RTI Act against him and adjourned to 20.4.15 at  11.00 AM. 


On the last hearing of this case held on 20.4.15,  Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur stated that earlier he could  not supply the information to the appellant  as he was busy in the auction process of liquor vends and  requested for an adjournment  of this case by 4-5 days so that he could supply complete demanded information to the appellant.


Acceding to his requeste, the case was adjourned to 23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur  was directed to supply the demanded information to the appellant strictly in accordance with the provisions contained in the RTI  Act  free of cost under registered cover.  


He was further directed to  appear before the Commission personally on the next fixed date with a copy of the supplied information.


The appellant is also directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date so that the provided information could be discussed in his presence with Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur  and the case was adjourned to 23.4.15 at 11.00 AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri  D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur  handed over set of documents containing the information vide letter no. 134, dated 20.4.15 to Shri Gulshan Kumar, appearing on behalf of appellant in the Commission itself.   He also handed over a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record.


Shri Gulshan Kumar also sought the inspection  of certain documents  for which 

Shri D.S. Garcha PIO cum AETC, Fazilka at Ferozepur   consented that the appellant may inspect the documents pertaining to the RTI application on any working day.    At this 

Shri Gulshan Kumar, appearing on behalf of appellant stated that his case may be closed.


In view of above noted facts, since the demanded information stands supplied to the appellant, the appeal case in hand is closed and disposed of.

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 23.4.2015


                 State Information Commissioner. 

