STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh

# 361/2, Sector 41-A, 

Chandigarh. 








Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh. 






Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 2943 of 2013
Present:

Shri Bhupinder Singh, complainant in person.


Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant and  Shri Rajinder Kumar,

Junior Assistant o/o Director Health Services Punjab for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:


Shri Bhupinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 29.07.2013         addressed to PIO O/O Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh, sought copy of Action Taken Report on the  Complaint No.6883/17/12 filed by Sukhjit Singh before the Punjab Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh. 


Failing to get any information as mandated under the provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 07.08.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter under the provisions of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, during hearing of this case9, Shri Jatinder Dhawan, Senior Assistant, has stated that requisite information has already been  provided  to the complainant vide letter No. RTI (1)Pb-13/ 2020, dated 23.8.2013 by hand  on 13.8.2013 itself. He also delivered a set of provided information to the Commission for its perusal which reveals that requisite information has been duly acknowledged by the complainant on 13.8.2013.

In view of the facts that the demanded information has already been provided to the complainant on 13.8.2013. The case is ordered to be disposed of and closed. 

Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013



     State Information Commissioner. 

                      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhupinder Singh

# 361/2, Sector 41-A, 

Chandigarh. 







         Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/O Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Center, Boothgarh,

Distt. S.A.S.Nagar.
 





              Respondent 

Complaint Case No. 3021 of 2013

Present:

Shri Bhupinder Singh complainant in person.



Dr. Isha Verma, PHC Boothgarh and  Sh. Sukhbir singh Clerk, 




PHC Boothgarh for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:


Shri Bhupinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 22.07.2013         addressed to PIO O/O Civil Surgeon, Ajitgarh (Mohali), sought “following information pertaining to the Govt. House allotted to  Smt. Parwinder Kaur, Multipurpose Health Worker (female) (appointed  on contract basis), P.H.C, Boothgarh, Sub Centre, Togan, who is residing in the government accommodation of the Sub Centre for the last three years. 

1. certified copy of the allotment letter;

2.  certified copy of the possession taken by her;

3.  details of the House Number allotted.”


PIO O/O Civil Surgeon, Ajitgarh vide letter No.418 dated 26.7.2013 transferred the RTI application of the complainant under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act,2005 to the Senior Medical Officer, Primary Health Center, Boothgarh, Distt. S.A.S.Nagar for providing the necessary information to the complainant under intimation to him. 


Failing to get any information as per provisions contained in  Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 19.08.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter as per Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, during hearing  of this case, Sh. Sukhbir Singh Clerk, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO PHC Boothgarh states that the requisite  information was sent to the complainant by registered post vide letter No. RTI /13/775, dated 16.8.2013, a copy of the 

same running into 2 pages, has also been provided to the complainant in the court itself and also  a copy was placed  before the Commission for the perual and record. 

The perusal of the provided information reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI application dated 22.7.2013, filed by Shri Bhupinder Singh, complainant. 

Since the demanded information stands provided, the case is closed and disposed of.

Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gulab Singh s/o Sh. Hakam Singh       
                                                                                  # 292,  VPO Khiva Khurd,

Distt. Mansa.                                                                                                 Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O District Education Officer,

(Secondary Education) Mansa.                                                                     Respondent
                                             Complaint Case No. 2679    of 2013

Present:

None for the complainant.

Ms. Pushpinder Kaur, School Incharge, Govt. High School, Khiva Khurd, Distt. Mansa for the PIO respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Gulab Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 13.02.2013         addressed to PIO O/O D.E.O.(SE), Mansa, sought information on “the grants sanctioned / released and further utilized and amount of grants still remains to be spent by the Govt. High School Khiva Khurd, Distt. Mansa  from 2010 to till date.


The said RTI application of the complainant was transferred by PIO-cum-D.E.O(SE), Mansa to the Headmaster, Govt. High School, Khiva Khurd, District Mansa vide letter No.2888 dated 14.03.2013  under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI, Act,2005  to provide the requisite information to the complainant directly.  The copy of it was also endorsed  to the complainant for seeking the information from Headmaster Govt. High  School, Khiva Khurd, District Mansa directly. Failing to get any information within mandated period as provided under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant/complainant approached the Commission, in a complaint received in it on 22.07.2013 . 

Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today 


To day, during hearing of this case, Ms. Pushpinder Kaur, School Incharge, appearing on behalf of PIO, Govt. High School, Khiva Khurd, District Mansa states that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant vide letter No.553 dated 16.4.2013  under registered cover. She also delivers a copy of the provided information to the  Commission for its perusal. 


It is observed that information as per RTI application stands provided to the complainant.


Neither the complainant is present today nor any communication has been received from him despite the issuance of notice dated 29.7.2013 to him. 


Shri Gulab Singh complainant is therefore afforded one last opportunity to present his case before the commission either in person or through his representative on the next date, failing which ex-party decision would be taken.

 Adjourned to 17.9.2013 at 11.00 A.M.


.

Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Tarsem Jindal Neeli Chhatriwala,

s/o Shri Kastoor Chand,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha enclave,

Barnala-148101 (M-98551-51985)                                                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O Deputy Commissioner,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                           Respondent  

                                             Complaint Case No. 2686    of 2013
Present:

None for complainant.




Ms. Namrata Kapoor, HRC o/o Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S.Nagar




on  behalf of PIO respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Tarsem Jindal, complainant vide an RTI application dated 15.06.2013         addressed to PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S.Nagar, sought information pertaining to action taken against the officials dealing with the registration of documents as per  random checking carried out in the Distt in compliance  with Memo.No.16/9/12-ST-2/11602  dated 14.9.2012. 

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the commission in a complaint received in it on 22.7.2013 and finding sufficient grounds, to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


To day during hearing, Ms. Namrata Kapoor, HRC, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO o/o Deputy Commissioner, S.A.S.Nagar,  hands over a copy of  letter No. 1512 RTI dated 21.8.2013 vide which the requisite information has been sent to the complainant. It is observed that the information has been supplied to the complainant in accordance with the  RTI application dated 15.6.2013, filed by him. 


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

Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, 

Aastha Enclave,

Barnala-148101
 


    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar. 



 
                      

…Respondent

CC- 2703/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 15.06.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to know the action taken against the delinquent officials, consequent upon the random checking of the sale deeds, in the district of Roopnagar, in response to Order No. 16/9/12 ST-2/11602 dated 14.09.2012.


Failing to 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 22.07.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present nor has any communication been received from either of the two.    No information has so far been provided to the applicant-complainant despite lapse of a period of over two months.


The approach of the respondent-PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and needs be checked forthwith.   As such, the respondent-PIO – Sh. Gurtej Singh, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner, (General), Roopnagar is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing a duly sworn affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 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.    He is further directed to present on the next date complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant while ensuring his personal appearance before the Commission.


Adjourned to 17.09.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Gurtej Singh, PCS, 




(REGISTERED)
Additional Deputy Commissioner, (General), 

Roopnagar 
For due compliance, as directed hereinabove.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  H.S. Hundal,

Advocate,

H. No. 3402, Sector 71,

Mohali.


                                                         
  …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Transport Officer,

Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Moga.   
                                                                          …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1620 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Piara Singh. 


Vide RTI application dated 11.01.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. H.S. Hundal sought the following information, on ten points, pertaining to allotment of paid numbers: -

1. Certified copy of the government policy regarding the allotment and auction of paid numbers;

2. Certified copies of all the applications received from the auction of all paid numbers of PB-29-N series for all auctions till date;

3. Certified copy of the list of all applicants displayed on the Notice Board for all auctions; 

4. Certified copy of all the pages of the register on which attendance of all applicants was marked and amount of bid of each applicant was noted on the spot;

5. List of all the successful applicants who were allotted the paid numbers;

6. List of all applicants who did not deposit the balance amount within the stipulated time;

7. List of all the persons who had deposited the balance amount within the stipulated time and had deposited the requisite documents;

8. Certified copies of the Demand Drafts of all the successful applicants;

9. List of all persons who have been allotted paid numbers who were single applicants for these numbers of all the series of PB-29 series. 

10. List of all persons who have been allotted the paid numbers of PB-29-N series along with the list of numbers and its owner.    


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tara Singh filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 27.02.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal as provided under Section 19(3) of the Act received in the Commission on 19.07.2013 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.   


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


Sh. Piara Singh, DTO, while appearing in person, tendered a letter bearing no. 175 dated 23.08.2013 annexing therewith a copy of letter no. 166 dated 05.02.2013 addressed to the applicant-appellant whereby information on point no. 1 was provided to him.   However, in respect of information on other points, it was communicated that the same is quite voluminous and as such, the same could not be provided in terms of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005.    He was, however, afforded an opportunity to inspect the relevant records by visiting the office and upon identification of the relevant documents copies whereof are required, the same would be provided to him in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act in response to his RTI application upon payment of the requisite additional document charges.


Information sought under point no. 2 to 10 of the RTI application was discussed with the DTO when it was revealed the same cannot be termed to be copious and as such, respondent-PIO is directed to provide the appellant the point-wise complete specific correct information duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 11.01.2013, within a period of 15 days, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 as envisaged under Section 20(1) and Section 20(2) of the Act could be invoked against him.    He is further directed to present before the Commission a spare copy of the provided information for its perusal and information.


Sh. Piara Singh, DTO, informed the Commission that he joined as such only on 23.04.2013 and therefore, sought some time and requested for taking a lenient view.


Sh. H.S. Hundal, the applicant-appellant is also advised to be present either  personally or through his authorised representative to state his case.


Adjourned to 17.09.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy:-

Sh. Piara Singh, 




(Registered)

District Transport Officer,

Moga.

-For necessary compliance. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karandeep Singh Kairon,

7, Indira Market,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-3.


                                                         
  …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.   
                                                                          …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1599 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer.


Vide RTI application No. RTI/RAF/144/LDH dated 22.04.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Karandeep Singh sought information on 13 points pertaining to auction / allotment of paid numbers from 01.04.2000 till date.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Tara Singh filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 25.05.2013 in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and thereafter approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal as provided under Section 19(3) of the Act received in the Commission on 18.07.2013 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today. 


Copy of a communication bearing no. 15231 dated 12.08.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1 has been received from the Joint State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh, advising him to appear before the Commission today, for the hearing of the case.  


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


Sh. Jaspal Singh, Section Officer appearing on behalf of respondent-PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana delivers a copy of letter No.4723 dated 14.8.2013 addressed to the appellant wherein he has been requested to visit his office on 23.8.2013 at 11:00 AM and inspect the relevant record of fancy Registration numbers for the last 13 years. The main plea taken by the PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana in the letter is that the information sought by the appellant is voluminous and thus attacks the provisions of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act,2005. It is further observed that he has demanded Rs.2/- per copy as additional fee/ documents charges for providing the information, thus identified by the appellant during the inspection. 

The case file has been perused. It is observed that entire RTI information of the appellant sought vide letter dated 22.04.2013 cannot be termed as voluminous as information on Points No. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 11 & 12 could have been provided at the first instant. Therefore, Shri Anil Garg,PCS, DTO, Ludhiana is directed to provide the information on these points i.e. on Points No. 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 11 & 12 to the appellant free of cost within a period of 10 days under his signatures under registered cover within seven days from today, with one spare copy of this provided information to the Commission for its perusal and record and the appellant is advised to inspect the record pertaining to the remaining information in the office of DTO, Ludhiana on any working day within a period of 10 days for which Shri Anil Garg,PCS, PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana shall ensure all assistance for providing the relevant information to the appellant. 


Shri Anil Garg,PCS, PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana further directed to ensure to provide the information as directed to the appellant failing which punitive provisions of Section 20(1) & 20(2) of the RTI Act,2005 shall be invoked against him. 


Shri Anil Garg,PCS, PIO-cum-DTO, Ludhiana will be personally present on the next date of hearing with one spare set of provided information for the perusal of the Commission.


The appellant is also advised to be present in person or through his representative on the next date of hearing to defend his case, failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say.   

Adjourned to 17.09.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Anil Garg, PCS,





(REGISTERED)
District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

For due compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Ravinder Kaur,

Headmistress,

Govt. High School,

Vill. Sarinh, 

Distt. Ludhiana.  

                                                         
  …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/O Director Public Instructions (Secondary Education), Punjab,

PSEB Building, 

Sector 62,

S.A.S. Nagar (Mohali) 

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Secretary School Education, Punjab,


Mini Secretariat Sector 9,


Chandigarh. 






         …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Ms. Ravinder Kaur in person.

For respondent No. 1: Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, School Administration-I; and Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt. Establishment-I;



For respondent No. 2: Sh. Gurmit Singh, Clerk. 

 
In this case, Ms. Ravinder Kaur, vide RTI application dated 05.12.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1, had sought the following information:-

“Applicant submitted application dated 26.07.2012 to the Secretary (General), Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh requesting for the grant of permission for the study of M.A. (History) and Secretary (General) issued instructions vide Memo. No. 18/137/12-2Edu.-2 dated 24.08.2012 to the Director, Education Department (Secondary Education), Punjab, Chandigarh for granting the applicant the permission for the study of M.A. (History). But the applicant still has not received the permission. Please inform me under the RTI Act, that why the permission for the study of M.A. (History) has not yet been granted to the applicant.”  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, she filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 08.04.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 21.06.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


When the case came up for hearing on 05.08.2013, Ms. Ravinder Kaur, the appellant submitted that the requisite information had not been provided to her by the respondents.


Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, School Administration-I, present on behalf of respondent no. 1, had stated that he had taken over as such only about a month back and Ms. Narinder Kaur, Superintendent, Establishment-I was the PIO during the relevant period.   He further stated that even on the said date, he was busy in connection with a Contempt Petition in the Hon’ble High Court.   He added that he was not even conversant with the facts of the case.


In the circumstances, Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt. Establishment-I, office of the Director Public Instructions (Secondary Education), Punjab, Mohali was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.    
She was also directed to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post within a period of 15 days, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today along with a spare copy of the information so provided. 


Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, School Administration-I was directed to ensure due compliance of the orders of the Commission.


Both - Sh. Shiv Pal, Asstt. Director, School Administration-I; and Ms. Narinder Kaur, Superintendent, Establishment-I were directed to be personally present before the Commission, today.


When the case came up for hearing today, Ms. Ravinder Kaur, the appellant made a statement that complete information to her satisfaction now stands provided by the respondents.    She, however, rued there has been much delay on the part of the respondents in providing the sought information. 


Written response to the show cause notice issued to Ms. Narinder Kaur, Supdt. –Estt.-I in the form of a duly sworn affidavit dated 26.08.2013 has been tendered by her which is taken on record.    She has asserted that she remained on leave for the period 15.04.2013 to 05.07.2013 and on resuming duties, she was no longer the designated PIO.    She, has, however, submitted that the delinquent Assistant Sh. Jagdev Singh who was responsible for the delay caused, has already been issued to a show-cause notice a copy whereof has also been annexed.   Thus she has contended that hardly any delay is attributable to her.


The explanation submitted by Ms. Narinder Kaur is accepted and the Commission is satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent PIO for the delay caused in providing the information.   No part of the delay can be termed deliberate or intentional. 


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-appellant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurmeet Singh

s/o Sh. Som Nath,

VPO Mauli Baidwan,

Tehsil & Distt. Mohali.

    

 
            
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Mohali.



        
 
              

…Respondent

CC- 2005/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurmeet Singh in person.



None for the respondent.


In the present case, Shri Gurmeet Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.04.2013 addressed to the respondent had sought photo copies of documents submitted for transfer of vehicle no. PB-65F-9637. 


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 31.05.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 08.07.2013 when Ms. Balbir Kaur, Steno, appearing on behalf of D.T.O., Mohali stated that despite putting in best efforts, the file in question could not be traced due to voluminous record. She had requested for some more time for providing information, which was granted. 


Shri Karan Singh, PIO-cum-DTO, Mohali was, as such, directed to file action taken report today. He was also directed to produce the entire record pertaining to the vehicle No. PB-65F-9637, for the perusal of the Commission, today.   Apart therefrom, he was also directed to file a self-attested affidavit explaining the reasons for the delay in providing the information. 


In the hearing dated 05.08.2013, a communication bearing no. DTO/748 dated 29.07.2013 had been received from the respondent-PIO seeking more time to trace the relevant records to provide the requisite information to the applicant-complainant.   It had been stated difficulty was being faced in tracing the old record.  This contention of the respondent PIO was not accepted because the vehicle in question was registered only on 16.02.2012 and the documents pertaining to the same could not be termed as ‘old record’.


However, as a special case, one more opportunity was afforded to the respondent-PIO to put in concerted efforts, trace the relevant records and provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a period of 10 days, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today along with a spare copy of the information so provided. 

 
During the hearing of this case today it is observed that though a communication bearing no. 817 dated 20.08.2013 has been received from the District Transport Officer, Mohali annexing therein a written acknowledgement dated 20.08.2013 from the applicant-complainant Sh. Gurmeet Singh regarding receipt of complete information, but Shri Gurmeet Singh while appearing before the Commission stated that he has been forced by the PIO-DTO, Mohali to give in writing that complete information has been provided.  He states that no document except N.O.C of ICICI bank which has no relevance with the sought information has been provided to him after taking the same from the other party who has got his vehicle transferred by forging documents. He further stated that he is only seeking photo copies of the documents submitted for transfer of vehicle No.PB-65F-9637 which has only been registered few years back and intentionally just to favour other party the photo copies of the documents have not been provided to him despite of the fact that he filed an RTI application on 25.4.2013. 

It is noted that despite affording numerous opportunities to the PIO-cum-DTO, Mohali, photo copies of documents submitted for transfer of the vehicle No.PB-65-9637 are not being provided to the applicant-complainant. 

As such Shri Karan Singh,PIO-cum-D.T.O., Mohali is directed to appear before the Commission on 17.9.2013 at 11:00 AM with complete record so that desirability of invoking the punitive provisions of Section 20(1) & 20(2) of the RTI Act,2005 could be assessed to be invoked against him as the applicant-complainant Shri Gurmeet Singh firmly states that he has not been given any information by the respondent-PIO so far.  

Shri Karan Singh, PIO-cum-DTO, Mohali shall also file a self-attested affidavit explaining action taken on RTI application dated 25.4.2013 filed by complainant-applicant.

Adjourned to 17.9.2013 at 11:00 AM.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner 

Copy to:-

Shri Karan Singh,



(REGISTERED)

District Transport Officer,

S.A.S.Nagar.
-For necessary compliance. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Aggarwal, 

10904, Basant Road, 

Near Gurudwara,

Industrial Area-B, 

Ludhiana.       

                                                 

 …Appellant

Vs.  

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.                                                                 
   …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1113 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Hakam Singh, S.D.O.


In the instant case, Shri Balbir Aggarwal, vide RTI application dated 20.07.2012, addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought the following information, on three points:-

1. Provide list of total number of JEs, their name & distribution of work & duty of Zone-D;

2. Provide attested copy of measuring works of Road and building & their maps and Lab report of Roads & Work order tender & given to Contractor, their name of Company & terms and conditions and any guarantee of material;

3. Provide name of XEN, SC, SDO, J.E who permitted & approved road works and building works from the year of April, 2010 to 31st March, 2012.   


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 vide letter dated 24.08.2012 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 15.05.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 18.07.2013 when response to the notice of hearing issued by the Commission had been tendered by the respondents vide letter dated 26.06.2013, which was taken on record.  Copy of letter no. 170 dated 26.06.2013 addressed by the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone D, Ludhiana – Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, to Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical) had also been received whereby assistance of Sh. Dharam Singh had been sought in the matter and he had been treated as ‘Deemed PIO’ in terms of Section 5(4) and Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Sh. Dharam Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had stated that the information sought by the applicant-appellant was voluminous in as much as he had sought the same for the period from 2009 to 2012.    Upon persuasion by the Commission, Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the appellant had agreed to be satisfied if the latest information on point no. 1 and 3 of his application was provided by the respondents.


For information on point no. 2, both the parties had mutually agreed that the appellant would visit the respondent any day after 24.07.2013 during office hours for inspection of the relevant records.  He would, thereafter, identify the documents copies whereof were required by him and the respondent was directed to provide the same, running not into more than 100 pages, free of cost. 

 
Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone D, Ludhiana; and Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical), B&R Branch, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana were issued a show cause notice each under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  


On 06.08.2013 when the case came up for hearing, written response to the show cause notice had been received both from Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Tech.) B&R Branch and Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO and the same were taken on record.   It had also been reported that Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO was suffering from disc problem and had been advised bed rest.   A medical certificate in support thereof had also been placed on record.


It was further observed that already information running into over 7,300 pages had been provided to the appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which indeed was voluminous.   For the little remainder information, both the parties had mutually agreed that Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the applicant-appellant would visit the respondent office on 13.08.2013 between 11 AM and 12 Noon when Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical), B&R Branch, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would extend all possible assistance / cooperation to him and thereafter, provide copies of the documents identified by Sh. Aggarwal, strictly in accordance with his RTI application dated 20.07.2012.


It had also come on record that the appellant had suffered monetary and other detriments in getting the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission hereby awarded a compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) in favour of the appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which was payable by the Public Authority – Department of Local Govt. Punjab, through the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana against acknowledgement a copy whereof was directed to be placed on the file of the case. 


Sh. Hakam Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, handed over to Sh. Aggarwal, the appellant, a demand draft bearing no. 860421 of date for Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) drawn on Punjab National Bank, RCC, Ludhiana representing the amount of compensation awarded in his favour vide order dated 06.08.2013.   A photocopy of the demand draft has also been placed on record. 


Besides, a communication bearing no. No. 64 dated 26.08.2013 has also been received from Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Tech.) D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana intimating the Commission that today, he is required to appear before Hon’ble Sh. AK Chauhan, JMIC – Jalandhar in the case titled VK Sood vs. Harinder Chadha and has, as such, sought exemption from appearance in the hearing.


In the earlier hearing dated 06.08.2013, it was recorded as follows: -

“It was further observed that already information running into over 7,300 pages had been provided to the appellant Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which indeed was voluminous.   For the little remainder information, both the parties had mutually agreed that Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the applicant-appellant would visit the respondent office on 13.08.2013 between 11 AM and 12 Noon when Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Technical), B&R Branch, office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana would extend all possible assistance / cooperation to him and thereafter, provide copies of the documents identified by Sh. Aggarwal, strictly in accordance with his RTI application dated 20.07.2012.”


Today, while Sh. Hakam Singh, present on behalf of the respondents, stated that they kept waiting for the appellant on the scheduled date but he did not come present for inspection of the relevant records, as per the directions of the Hon’ble Commission.    However, Sh. Aggarwal asserted otherwise.


In the circumstances, both the parties are once again advised to tie up with each other and let the appellant undertake the requisite inspection of relevant records as directed in the hearing dated 06.08.2013 and do the needful.


Both Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (Tech.) D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana; and Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-PIO, House Tax are afforded another opportunity of personal hearing with reference to the show-cause notice issued; and are directed to appear before the Commission in person on the next date fixed, positively.


PIO is also directed to ensure that remaining information is provided to the appellant positively within 10 days under registered cover. 


Adjourned to 17.09.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Dharam Singh,


(REGISTERED)

Additional Commissioner (Tech.), 


Zone-D,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.

2.
Sh. Tajinder Pal Singh,

(REGISTERED)

Superintendent (House Tax)


Zone-D,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.

For due compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harvinder Singh, Advocate,

Chamber No. 710, Seventh floor,


District Courts,

Ludhiana.


 

    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.




 
                      
…Respondent

CC- 2424/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Undersecretary-PIO; and Sh. Sucha Singh, Superintendent. 


In the present case, Shri Harvinder Singh, vide an RTI application dated   03.06.2013, addressed to the respondent had sought information on 3 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 4.7.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 07.08.2013 when 
Shri Sucha Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent-PIO stated that information on point No. 1 and  3 relating to his office, had duly been provided to the complainant, vide letter No. 4232 dated 27.06.2013.  Similarly, in point no. 2 of the RTI application the complainant had sought the photocopies of the resolutions adopted by the Gram Panchayat, Gobindgarh during the year 2011. Shri Sarabjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Block Ludhiana-1 appearing on behalf of Shri Dhanwant Singh, BDPO Ludhiana-2 had stated that attested copies of the same had been sent to the complainant vide letter No.   7040, dated 06.08.2013.


Neither the complainant was present nor had any communication been received from him despite the issuance of notice dated 12.07.2013 to him.


Shri Harvinder Singh, Complainant was, therefore, afforded  one last opportunity to present his case before Commission, either in person or through his representative, today, if he so desired, failing which, it was recorded, ex-parte order would be passed.    BDPO Ludhiana-2 and PIO o/o D.R.D.P. Pb were directed to be present today, with complete records. 


Ms. Kamlesh Kumari, Undersecretary-PIO; and Sh. Sucha Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, reiterated their earlier stand that complete information as per the RTI application dated 03.06.2013 stood provided to Sh. Harvinder Singh, the applicant-complainant.


In the earlier hearing dated 07.08.2013, the complainant was not present; however, in the interest of justice, he was afforded an opportunity to intimate the Commission if he was satisfied with the response received. 


Today again, neither the applicant-complainant is present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him, leading to infer that he is satisfied with the information provided by the respondent.


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

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satish Kumar Sobti,

292/1, Kanchera,

PO Partap Nagar

Nangal Dam-140125

Distt. Roopnagar.    

                                                 

 …Appellant

Vs.  

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Education Officer (SE),

Roopnagar.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,

PSEB Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.






   …Respondents 

Appeal Case No. 1502 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Satish Kumar Sobti in person.

For respondent No. 1: S/Sh. Major Singh, Deputy DEO; and Gurpreet Singh, Steno-typist.

None for respondent no. 2.


In this case, 
Shri Satish Kumar, vide RTI application dated 24.01.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought information  on six points pertaining to his pending Medical Bills and medical bills of his wife.


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- DPI(SE) Pb., vide letter dated 25.3.2013,  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 01.07.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 07.08.2013 when, during hearing of this case, it was observed that neither the DEO(S) nor the DPI (SE) Mohali took any action on his RTI application or the first appeal filed before them. Shri Gurpreet Singh, Steno, appearing on behalf of Respondent  No. 1, stated that  the requisite information had been provided vide letter No. 718-19 dated 06.08.2013.   He also delivered a copy of the same to Commission for its record. However, Shri Satish Kumar Sobti appellant was not satisfied with the provided information as the same was not point-wise. He had also  stated that in para no. 3 of the provided information, it  had been mentioned that Medical Bill of Smt. Meena Bedi was pending in the Treasury vide No. 382, dated 21.06.2013, but no Bank Account No. had been taken from the appellant where the payment had to be deposited directly by Treasury.

As such Shri Major Singh PIO –cum- DY. DEO was directed to provide correct, complete and duly attested point-wise information to the appellant, within a period of 10 days free of cost under registered cover.

Shri Major Singh PIO –cum- Dy. DEO was also issued a show cause notice under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.


Today, S/Sh. Major Singh, Deputy DEO; and Gurpreet Singh, Steno-typist, appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1, tendered copy of letter no. 725-727 dated 20.08.2013 addressed to Sh. Satish Sobti, the applicant-appellant, whereby the point-wise complete information has been provided to him, perusal whereof revealed that the same was in accordance with his RTI application dated 24.01.2013.


Written submissions bearing no. 728 dated 20.08.2013 have also been received from the respondent-PIO asserting that while of the dealing staff was away on leave for his marriage, the  other was taken ill due to kidney problem.   However, despite compiling the requisite information, the same had been provided to the applicant-appellant vide letter no. 422 dated 19.03.2013 while part of the information as sent to him vide letter no. 539-40 dated 14.05.2013, copies whereof have also been placed on record. 


The explanation submitted by the respondent-PIO is accepted and the Commission is satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent PIO or any of his officials, for the delay caused in providing the information.   No part of the delay can be termed deliberate or intentional. 


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-appellant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.08.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner
