STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Tilak Raj

s/o Sh. Sewa Ram,

4A/77, Near Sugar Mill,

Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur






           … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1001/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Akhtar Hussain.


Vide RTI application dated 26.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tilak Raj sought the following information: -

1.
Certified copy of running roster as on 01.01.2000 for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I;

2.
Certified copy of running roster as on 01.01.2001 for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I;

3.
Certified copy of running roster as on 01.01.2002 for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I;

4.
Certified copy of running roster as on 06.03.2011 for recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I by promotion;

5.
No. of sanctioned posts / actual strength of Accountant Grade I for direct recruitment to the post of Accountant Grade-I from 1999 to 2010 including year-wise break up for the said period.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 01.03.2013.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   However, Sh. Akhtar Hussain, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered Memo. no. 1051 dated 23.04.2013 enclosing therewith a copy of No. 692 dated 12.03.2013 whereby the requisite information is stated to have been sent to Sh. Tilak Raj, the applicant-complainant.


Complainant is afforded an opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the response received. 


Adjourned to 29.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Malkit Singh,

Gali No. 1, H. No. 33,

New Model House, 

Backside Karam Chand Market,

Jalandhar City-144001



   

 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Administrator,

Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,
PUDA Bhawan,

Green Avenue,
Amritsar 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Administrator,

Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

Sector 62, 

Mohali.




    
   …Respondents

AC - 182/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



Sh. Kuldip Raj, Supdt. on behalf of Respondent No. 1.



None for respondent no. 2. 


In this case, 
vide application dated 30.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Malkit Singh sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Copy of approval / licence granted to Alliance Developers – SCO 15, third floor, District Shopping Complex, ‘B’ Block, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar;

2.
Certified copy of LOI granted to Alliance Developers, Amritsar;

3.
List of colonies approved up this day by Alliance Developers, Amritsar;

4.
Copy of letter vide which Alliance Developers, Amritsar was registered;

5.
Date of validity of the licence / authority granted by your office to Alliance Developers, Amritsar;

6.
Copy of building bylaws of Alliance Developers, Amritsar;

7.
List of Managing Committee of Alliance Developers, Amritsar.


Respondent no. 1, vide Memo. no. 6795 dated 29.08.2012 had provided the information to Sh. Malkit Singh.


Terming the information to be incomplete, incorrect and misleading, he had filed first appeal before respondent no. 2, on 11.09.2012 whereupon, Estate Officer, PUDA, Amritsar had demanded additional charges of Rs. 2,500/- from the applicant-appellant.


The Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 10.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing kon 07.03.2013, Appellant was not present nor had any communication been received from him.


Sh. Kuldip Raj, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of Respondent No. 1 had stated that the notice of hearing had reached their office only the previous day and as such, he had prayed for time to make submissions in response thereto, which was granted.    He was directed to apprise the appellant of the developments in the matter.


Sh. Kuldip Raj, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1, submitted a bunch of documents whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided to Sh. Malkit Singh.


Appellant was not present in the earlier hearing nor is he present today.   No communication has been received from him either.   It appears he is satisfied.


Therefore, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol,

No. 13/89, Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road,

Sangrur-148001


   



 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Patiala.
 




         …Respondents
AC - 561/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Vinod Kumar, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 05.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harmanjit Singh Deol sought to know the details of government houses / accommodation illegally occupied by the 1984 riot victims; name of such riot-victim and the red card number held by him on the basis of which the unauthorised occupation of the house(s) has taken place.   


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 28.02.2013.


Sh. Vinod Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered copy of Memo. no. 7116 dated 03.04.2013 whereby the requisite information is said to have been mailed to the appellant by registered post.


Appellant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   It is, however, observed that in response to the RTI application dated 05.10.2012, the requisite response has been sent only on 03.04.2013, clearly after a lapse of about six months, which is clearly in contravention with the very spirits of the RTI legislation.  The approach of the respondent PIO merits probe since only a clerk has been deputed to attend the hearing who is not even an APIO.   This action of the respondent PIO is against the directions contained in Para 3 of the notice of hearing issued by the Commission. 


Therefore, Sh. Mohinder Singh, Estate Officer, Punjab Urban Development Authority, Patiala is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


To come up on 29.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Mohinder Singh,

Estate Officer,





(REGISTERED)

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Patiala.
For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Construction Division,

PWD (B&R)

Malerkotla.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 962/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. N.P. Singh, XEN.


Vide RTI application dated 08.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan sought the following information: -

1.
Attested copies of financial / comparative statements approved by the competent authority for the works by e-tendering undertaken / carried out between the period 01.04.2012 till date of information; 

2.
Attested copies of financial statements approved by the competent authority for the works undertaken / carried out by tender work between the period 01.04.2012 till date of information; 

3.
Attested copies of tender register of Division between the period 01.04.2012 till date of information; 

4.
List of work order book number issued to SDE in your division; 


It is further the case of Sh. Mahajan that respondent, vide Memo. no. 6017 dated 24.01.2013 called upon to visit the office on any working day to inspect the records as copies thereof could not be provided because the same is confidential in nature.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 27.02.2013.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him. 


Sh. N.P. Singh, Executive Engineer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, reiterated the earlier stand taken in the communication dated 24.01.2013, which is not accepted.


As such, respondent PIO is directed to send the requisite information to the applicant-complainant duly attested, by registered post.


Adjourned to 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









    Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank,

Municipal Market,

Mission Road,

Pathankot.







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, 

Construction Division,

PWD (B&R),  

Ropar.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 989/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Manmeet Singh, SDO.


Vide RTI application dated 29.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Yogesh Mahajan sought the following information pertaining to grants received / utilised in the division from 01.01.2012 till date of information: -


1.
List of work done by e-tendering;


2.
List of work done by tendering;


3.
List of work order book number issued to SDE in the division.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 18362 dated 19.02.2013 declined the information in terms of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 and called upon the applicant to inspect the records by visiting the office on 28.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 28.02.2013.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him. 


Sh. Manmeet Singh, Sub-Divisional Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, reasoned that that earlier AC 688/12, same information had been sought by Sh. Mahajan and the said case stands disposed of on 28.06.2012 by the SIC Sh. Surinder Awasthi.


However, perusal of the case file suggests otherwise.


As such, respondent PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to Sh. Mahajan in accordance with his RTI application dated 29.01.2013 for which respondent seeks another date, which is granted.


Adjourned to 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. N.K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.)

Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406.






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 663/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. N.K. Sayal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide application dated 29.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. N.K. Sayal, referring to the order dated 29.11.2012 passed in CC 2211 of 2012 by the SIC Sh. Harinder Pal Singh Mann HAD sought a copy of the enquiry report submitted by Sh. M.M. Oberoi, IAS (Retd.) as also the remaining point-wise information sought vide his application dated 06.07.2012.


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission on 31.01.2013.

 
When the case came up for hearing on 26.03.2013, Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that the enquiry in question being conducted by Sh. M.M. Oberoi, IAS (Retd.) was still under way and that the next date fixed for the same was 08.04.2013.


Sh. Sayal, however, had submitted he had sought to know the enquiry pertaining to alleged embezzlement of funds by sub-standard construction of the community centre under the Municipal Council, Sirhind for which the assistance / services of an Executive Engineer and a Sub-Divisional Officer had also been approved by the competent authority. 


As such, respondent PIO was directed to apprise Sh. Sayal about the present status of the enquiry concerning sub-standard construction of the community centre, as sought by him, at the earliest.


Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, appearing on behalf of the respondent, provided Sh. Sayal a copy of Memo. no. 1021 dated 22.04.2013 wherein it has been communicated that the enquiry being conducted by Sh. M.M. Oberoi, IAS (Retd.) has now been posted to 29.04.2013 and as such, has sought more time. 


Sh. Sayal stated that the enquiry under way at the hands of Sh. M.M. Oberoi, IAS (Retd.) is only for misappropriation of an amount of Rs. 22.50 lacs approx whereas vide his complaint in question, he has sought to know the status of a loss to the Municipal Council, Sirhind to the tune of Rs. 1.30 crore.  For the sake of good order, a copy of the complaint dated 21.01.2013 has once again been handed over to Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, present on behalf of the respondent.


Respondent PIO is directed to submit detailed reply in the light of the submissions made by Sh. Sayal.


To come up on 23.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. N.K. Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140408.





      … Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh

2.
Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,


Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,


Chandigarh. 



 
  …Respondents
CC- 491/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. N.K. Sayal in person.

For the respondents: Ms. Swaranjit Kaur, Supdt.-PIO; and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


In this case, vide RTI application dated 17.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. N.K. Sayal had sought information on four points pertaining to his letter dated 22.09.2012 whereby he had reported / brought to the notice of the respondent some frauds involving huge amount.


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 17.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 13.03.2013, though Sh. Paramjit Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 401-402 dated 12.03.2013 whereby some information was stated to have been provided, Sh. Sayal submitted that the same was not to his satisfaction and in response thereto, Sh. Sayal has made before the respondent detailed written submissions vide letter dated 19.03.2013 followed by another communication dated 01.04.2013.


Respondent has tendered Memo. no. 14548 dated 23.04.2013 addressed to Sh. Sayal, which is taken on record.  However, upon perusal of the same, while going to the background of the matter, Sh. Sayal stated that issuance of a show cause notice / charge sheet to the erring officer Sh. Harmel Singh Jandu, who has already retired, makes no sense at all. 


The matter prima facie appears to be a serious one calling for immediate attention of the authorities.   As such, Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh is also impleaded as a respondent who is directed to go through the entire case file personally and apprise the Commission the exact status latest by the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 23.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.








   Sd/-
Chandigarh




(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013

         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. N.K. Syal

Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140401  






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer, Construction Division,

P.W.D. (B&R)

Sirhind.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 444/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. N.K. Sayal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Sohan Lal, SDO.


In the case in hand, vide application dated 29.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sayal had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to its letter no. 4189 dated 26.09.2012 addressed to the Commission:  -

1.
Copy of order vide which Commission of Inquiry is appointed for conduct of inquiry in the cases of issues of enlistment certificates to the Cooperative Societies;

2.
Scope, sphere and tenure of the Commission;

3.
Copy of Minutes of each meeting of the Commission held, documents examined and progress achieved; 

4.
Copy of detailed / complete inquiry report of the Commission along with the statements of the parties concerned and documents produced before the Commission of Inquiry;

5.
Copy of the action taken on the report of the Commission in final;

6.
Total expenditure incurred by the Commission to conduct the inquiry;


The present complaint had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 14.01.2013.


When the case was taken up for hearing on 07.03.2013, Sh. N.K. Sayal, the applicant-complainant had submitted that information on point no. 1 had been supplied to his satisfaction while information on points no. 2, 3 and 5 was pending; and he dropped the information on point no. 6.   Sh. Sohan Lal, SDO, present on behalf of the Respondent, had sought one month’s time to provide the remainder information.

Today, Sh. Sohan Lal, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent earlier in two cases being heard by the SIC Sh. Surinder Awasthi, Sh. N.K. Sayal had sought identical information and one of the two cases has already been disposed of as well. 


However, the Commission is not inclined to agree with the respondent present who is directed to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise specific information duly attested by registered post, within a fortnight and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt on the next date fixed, for perusal and records of the Commission, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked, which should be noted carefully. 


For further proceedings, to come up on 23.05.2013 at 2.00 PM.

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj,

No. 244-C, New Mata Gujri Enclave,

Mundi Kharar,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali





   

 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division,

PWD (B&R),
Sangrur 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Superintending Engineer,

Construction Circle,

PWD (B&R)
Sangrur.





       …Respondents

AC - 168/13
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj in person.



None for the respondents. 


In this case, 
vide application dated 28.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj had sought to know under the RTI Act, 2005 one month’s market rent of Quarter No. 18, Ranvir Club, Sangrur during 01.05.2011 to 31.07.2012.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority had been filed on 12.10.2012 who had transferred the appeal to respondent no. 1 under Memo. no. 5279 dated 22.10.2012 and informed the applicant-appellant.


Vide Memo. no. 7471 dated 31.10.2012, respondent no. 1 had provided the required information to the applicant-appellant.


Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission on 08.01.2013.


Sh. Jaswinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had stated that the requisite information had already been provided to the appellant per their Memo. No. 7471 dated 31.10.2012 a copy whereof was already on record.  He had informed that as per their records, the market rent of Quarter No. 18-A, Ranbir Club, Sangrur, for the period 01.05.2011 to 31.07.2012, as sought by the applicant, had never been assessed and hence no such information could be provided.    Upon a query from the Commission, he had stated that only the Deputy Commissioner of the concerned area is competent to order assessment / fixation of market rent of a particular government accommodation, as was the case in hand.


In the circumstances, the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur was advised to order determination / assessment of the market rent in respect of the accommodation in question i.e. Quarter No. 18-A, Ranbir Club, Sangrur to the concerned official / officer / quarter, if permitted by the relevant rules / regulations so that the requirement of the applicant for information could be met, and Commission informed accordingly. 


While Sh. Prem Parkash Bhardwaj stated that no further communication has been received from the respondents towards information, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondents as well as from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur who had been issued certain directions in the matter.


In the interest of justice, Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur is afforded one last opportunity to carry out the directions of the Commission contained in the order dated 07.03.2013 and depute his authorised representative to the Commission on the next date fixed to apprise it of the latest developments in the matter.


To come up on 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

The Deputy Commissioner, 

Sangrur.



(REGISTERED)
To ensure due compliance of the directions contained in the order dated 07.03.2013.









   Sd/-

Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98722-20039)

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

H  No. 78/8, Park Road,

New Mandi,

Dhuri






   

   …Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Engineer-in-Chief,

PWD (B&R),

Patiala.




    
   

    …Respondent
CC - 1084/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Prem Rattan in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt. and Rakesh Mann.


Vide application dated 01.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan had sought to know under the RTI Act, 2005 the action taken against Sh. Kamal Nain Sharma, Superintendent General Grade I who was promoted as such w.e.f. 22.04.2010, had reportedly not filed the Property Returns for the last three years; or the same had not been received in the branch concerned and in the circumstances, sought to know the action taken against him for non-submission of the Property Returns.


On 07.03.2013, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan had submitted that no information had been provided to him by the respondent.


Sh. Balbir Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that under the cover of Memo. no. 5372 dated 26.09.2012, the applicant had been informed by the respondent that since the information pertained to third party, they had written to the official concerned, following the due procedure as laid down in Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005, who had not consented for providing his personal information to an unconnected person.  PIO, after duly considering the matter, and with due application of judicious mind, had decided not to part with the information and informed the applicant accordingly. He had further tendered a Memo. No. 1293 dated 28.02.2013 addressed to the Commission, in response to the notice of hearing, wherein the same stand had been taken.  It had also been stated in this communication that the subject officer namely Sh. Kamal Nain, Superintendent had already demitted office on superannuation.
It was further noted that the applicant-complainant had not demanded the copies of the Property Returns but had sought to know the action taken against the said official for non-submission of the Property Returns, as stated in his application.


In the circumstances, respondent was directed to provide the applicant-complainant the requisite information in accordance with the RTI application dated 01.08.2012, within a month’s time by registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed.


While the complainant stated that the requisite response has not been received, the respondent tendered a copy of Memo. No. 4013 dated 23.04.2013 stated to be containing the relevant information; however, perusal of the same reveals that clear response to the query of the complainant is not provided as yet.


As such, respondent PIO is directed to file an affidavit containing the clear version in response to the requirement of the complainant in his RTI application dated 01.08.2012.


Adjourned to 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98722-20039)

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan,

No. 78/8, Park Road, 

New Mandi,

Dhuri.





   


 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Engineer-in-Chief,

PWD (B&R),

Patiala

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Engineer-in-Chief,

PWD (B&R)

Patiala.





       …Respondents
AC - 176/13
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Prem Rattan in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt. and Rakesh Mann.


Vide application dated 04.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan had sought the details of various Permissions / approvals obtained by Sh. Kamal Nain Sharma, Superintendent Grade I in the respondent office, for acquiring movable and immovable properties including copies of the applications and such Permissions granted.


He had further sought copies of the Property Returns filed by Sh. Sharma for the last three years. 


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 968 dated 17.07.2012 had transferred the application for information to the Superintendent Establishment-I Branch, who had provided the information, vide Memo. no. 3643 dated 25.07.2012.


First appeal before the first appellate authority had been filed on 17.08.2012 while the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 09.01.2013.


On 20.03.2013 when the case came up for hearing, S/Sh. Nirmal Singh, Supdt; and Rakesh Mann, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondents, had tendered a Memo. No. 1761 dated 19.03.2013 whereby it had been pleaded that the information pertained to third party and that the applicant had not pleaded a bona fide public interest in seeking the present information.   As such, it had further been stated, the information was exempted from disclosure in terms of Section 8(1)(j) of the RTI Act.


In the situation, appellant Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan was directed to file a duly sworn affidavit stating the larger public interest involved in seeking this third party information upon consideration of which, further proceedings in the matter shall be conducted.


A copy of the submissions on a plain paper have been received from the appellant while he was directed to file a duly sworn affidavit stating the larger public interest involved in seeking the present third party information.


He is afforded another opportunity to do so.


Adjourned to 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Sandeep Gupta

1778, Sector 14,

Hisar.








…Complainant 

Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Baba Farid College of Engg. & Technology,

Muktsar Road, 

Bathinda.







…Respondent

CC 2559/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Rajan Bansal, Advocate.


In the present case, vide application dated 25.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Dr. Sandeep Gupta had sought the following information (certified copies) under the RTI Act, 2005:  -

1.
Measurement of total land possessed by the institution / group of institution, specifically mentioning the constructed are and open space; 

2.
CLU (Change of Land Use) certificate;

3.
Permission obtained from appropriate government for flow of ‘Khaal’ (water course) throughout the building of said institution;

4.
Document containing the details of land covered by the said ‘Khaal’ (water course);

5.
Map showing the existence of ‘Khaal’ (water course) in the said building;

6.
Details of total donations received by the institution, till date since its inception;

7.
Returns of Income Tax filed by the said institution since 01.04.2007;

8.
Particulars of teachers / faculty members, details of salary paid and details of quantifications possessed by them.


It was further averred by Dr. Sandeep Gupta that the respondent institute, vide letter no. 345 dated 06.07.2012 had informed him that it was not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, it was not obligatory on its part to provide the information.  


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 04.09.2012.

 
When this case came up for hearing on 16.01.2013, Sh. Rajan Bansal, advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondent College had made written submissions supported by certain documents reiterating the earlier stand that the College was not a Public Authority and as such, was not amenable to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and that it was not obligatory on their part to provide the information sought by the applicant-complainant.  The submissions were taken on record.


However, a telephone call had been received from Dr. Sandeep Gupta intimating that he had emailed written submissions to the Commission and that he would not be able to attend the hearing on the said date.


In the hearing dated 07.03.2013, the complainant was not present and no communication had been received from him.   A phone call, however, had been received from Sh. Rajan Bansal, Advocate, representing the respondent College, expressing his inability to attend the hearing.


A communication has been received from Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, the applicant-complainant seeking to withdraw the present complaint, due to the reasons stated therein.


Allowed.


The case is hereby, accordingly, ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagdeep Singh

s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh,

Dharamshala Street,

Near old PSEB Office,

Goniana Mandi,

Tehsil & Distt. Bathinda.





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda






 
  …Respondent

CC- 942/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Singh, DRO.


Vide RTI application dated 10.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Jagdeep Singh had sought a copy of the order dated 04.06.1962 passed by the Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda as mentioned in column no. 13 of Mutation No. 870 regarding village Balhar Mehma, District Bathinda, sanctioned on 30.06.1963 in favour of Punjab Government on the basis of the said order dated 04.06.1962.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.02.2013.


The complainant rang up the office this morning seeking exemption from appearance in today; however, he had stated that the requisite information has not been provided by the respondent. 


Sh. Varinder Singh, DRO has appeared on behalf of the respondent and has brought the information for onward delivery to the complainant.  Since the complainant is not present, respondent is directed to send the information to him by registered post and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixedi    However, DRO may depute his authorised representative in the subsequent hearing.


To come up on 04.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner
