                                           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar Sharma,

# 5497, MHC, Manimaja,

U.T. Chandigarh-160101.
                                                              Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar Firms & Societies, Pb.,

17 Bays Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Registrar Firms & Societies, Pb.,

17 Bays Building, 

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                              Respondent     

                                                      AC No. 1498   of 2015

Present:
Appellant  in person.


Shri Daljit Singh Sidhu, PIO cum Registrar, Firms & Societies, Pb.,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh with Shri Dawarka Parshad, Sr.  Asstt.   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Vijay Kumar Sharma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 5.1.2014,  addressed to The President, Sanatan Dharam Sabha, Sanatan Dharam Mandir Sector 23, Chandigarh, addressed to PIO,  sought following information :-

“1.
Name of the Finance Secretary of the Sabha;

2. 
No. of Receipt Books got printed 

3. 
No. of Receipt Books issued to the Members if Sabha & their names to whom issued 

4. 
Total amount received through the issued   receipt  books.

5.
Date of deposit of the amount received through receipts books in Bank.

6.
Certified copies of the Bills (for printing receipt books) alongwith name of   the printing press printed the receipt books.

7.
Name of the auditor who audited the Sabha Accounts.

8.
No. of receipt Books (blank) alongwith detailed record of receipt books handed over to the present Sabha by then Finance Secretary of the Sabha. If not what action has been taken  by the present Sabha.”


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 Joint Director (Credit) o/o the Registrar of Firms & Societies (Pb) 17 Bays Building, 3rd Floor Sector 17, Chandigarh,  vide letter dated 8.9.2014 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 29.4.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.5.2015.

On the last date of hearing held on 20.5.2015, it was observed that  PIO cum  Registrar, Firms & Societies, Pb.,17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh vide letter no. 1770, dated 25.4.14 had informed the appellant that since no registration no. and the year when the Sanatan Dharam Sabha, Sector  23, Chandigarh  was registered conveyed to the PIO, the demanded information could not be supplied for want of  its complete particulars, later, appellant had supplied copy of the Registration certificate no.  96  of  1954-55  vide letter dated  3.5.14 which was duly  received by the o/o PIO cum  Registrar, Firms & Societies, Pb.,17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


As such, in view of the above noted facts and after hearing the appellant, Shri Daljit Singh Sidhu, PIO cum Registrar, Firms & Societies, Pb., 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh, was directed  to supply the demanded information to the appellant within 3 days free of cost under registered cover.


He was further directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date with copy of the supplied information and it was also make clear that failing to comply with commission’s order, penalty provisions of Section 20(1) could be invoked against  him and the case was adjourned to  27.5.15 at  11.00 AM. for further proceedings.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Daljit Singh Sidhu, PIO cum Registrar, Firms & Societies , Punjab,  filed duly attested affidavit, mentioning there in :-

“That it is further to mention here that in the deponent office, the index Register of societies, registered prior to 1.4.1968 by this office is also not traceable to verify the authenticity  of registration number and year of the society i.e. S.D.Sabha , Sector 23, Chandigarh at the relevant time, as the copy of Registration Certificate bearing No. 96 of year 1954-55 supplied by the applicant is unsigned and as per record of this office, the photocopy of Registration Certificate supplied by the appellant does not telly with the certificates of Registration issued by this office during the period 1954-55. A copy of one of the certificate issued by this office is attached as (Annexure R-5). It may further be mentioned that in the year 2014, the lists of societies registered by this office till that year was prepared and supplied to CBI after minutely searching the entire record of the o0ffice, as the information was required by CBI in connection with a case pending in the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India and the name of said society does not figure in that very list. 

That it is, most respectfully prayed that the  record of which the information has been sought is about 60 years old and deponent office has made earnest efforts to trace out the case file of the society and the same could not be traced out. “


He also handed over one attested copy of the affidavit to the appellant in the commission today. It is thus observed that the information demanded by the appellant is not traceable in their office record being more than  60 years of old.


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










      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



       State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms.  Santosh Kumari,

H.No. 76, Bharat Nagar,

Bathinda.                                                                                   Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17, 
Chandigarh                                                                                      Respondent                                                                                                      
       

                                                          CC No. 1104    of 2015
Present:

Complainant  in person.
Ms. Gurdev Kaur, Supdt. with Shri Tarsem Lal, Asstt. o/o Director, Local Govt. Punjab,  Ms.  Avtar Kaur, Asstt. and Shri Jawahar Lal, EO, Imp. Trust, Bathinda   for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:

Ms. Santosh Kumari, complainant vide an RTI application dated 2.6.2014  addressed to  PIO o/o Director, Local Govt., Punjab, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh,  sought certain information pertaining to  her letter dated 10.1.2011.


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 27.4.2015 .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. Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 20.5.2015.


On the last date of hearing held on 20.5.2015,  Ms. Gurdev Kaur, Supdt. o/o Director, Local Govt. Punjab   stated that  the information demanded by the complainant pertains to  Shri  Baljinder Singh, Supdt. LG-1 & II Br.  o/o Secretary, Local Govt., Punjab,  Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh and Shri Jawahar Lal Sivia, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda.  It was further noted that no information had been supplied to the complainant till date despite of his filing RTI application dated 2.6.2014.


In view of above noted facts, Ms. Gurdev Kaur, Supdt. o/o Director, Local Govt. Punjab,  Shri  Baljinder Singh, Supdt. LG-1 & II Br.  o/o Secretary, Local Govt., Punjab,  Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh and Shri Jawahar Lal Sivia, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda  were directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date, with action taken report on RTI Application dated 2.6.14 and record.


All the above mentioned officials were further directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date with  action taken report on the RTI application filed by the complainant and records for perusal of the same by the Commission failing which it would be presumed that they had nothing to say and the ex-parte proceedings would be taken and the case was adjourned to  27.5.2015  for further proceedings.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that  the information demanded by the appellant pertains to the office of  Executive Officer, Improvement Trust,  Bathinda.  


As such,  the case of the appellant is remitted back to Shri Jawahar Lal, EO, Imp. Trust, Bathinda   with the directions to send appropriate reply to the complainant with reference to her RTI Application dated 2.6.2014 within 7 days failing which penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) could be invoked against him.


However,  after perusing the case file  it is also  observed that Ms. Santosh Kumari,  complainant  has approached the Commission in a complaint case under the provisions of  Section 18 of the RTI Act on  2.6.14, 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 this view of the matter, in case complainant does not feel satisfied with information given by Shri Jawahar Lal, PIO cum Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda,  if  so desires may   file First Appeal against the decision of the PIO before Deputy Director, Urban Local Govt. Punjab, Bathinda 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  2.6.14 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.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2015


   
  State Information Commissioner.                                            

Copy to:-

 Deputy Director, Urban Local Govt.            (REGISTERED)

 Punjab, Bathinda.

For necessary compliance.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2015


   
   State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Ms. Santosh Kumari,

H.No. 76, Bharat Nagar,

Bathinda.                                                                                 
  Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Rural Development  & Panchayats,Punjab,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar,

Mohali.                                                                                      Respondent

                                                          AC No. 1726 of  2015

                                               (converted from CC No. 1105    of 2015)

Present:

Appellant  in person;

Shri Madan Gopal, Supdt. RD-1, Shri Subhash Arora, Supdt.  RD 5 Br. and Shri Avtar Singh, Sr. Asstt.  RD 5   for the respondent PIO.
ORDER:

Ms. Santosh Kumari, complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.9.2013  addressed to  PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Phase-8, S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali, sought action taken report on his registered letter No. 05/12/07   regarding resolution no. 106 , submitted in the meeting held by Panchayat Samiti Phul,  dated 7.3.2006 , which was tempered by Shri Balbir Singh Superintendent and also sought copy of action taken against him and copy of enquiry report  of ADC (Dev) Bathinda.


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 11.11.13  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 27.4.2015,   under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.5.2015.

On the hearing held on 20.5.2015, Shri Madan Gopal, Supdt. RD-1   appearing alongwith Shri Inderjit Singh, Sr. Asstt.  o/o DRDP,  Mohali stated that the matter pertaining to the demanded information relates to Shri Subhash Arora, Supdt. RD 5 Br.


As such, Shri Subhash Arora, Supdt. RD 5 Br. o/o DRDP,  Mohali was directed to appear before the Commission along with Shri Madan Gopal, Supdt. RD 1 Br. on the next fixed date  with a copy of action taken report in response to RTI Application dated 18.9.13 filed  by complainant.  Shri Madan Gopal Supdt. R.D-I was directed to supply the copy of RTI application to Shri Subhash Arora Supdt R.D.-I Branch for supplying the information to the appellant.


Both Shri Subhash Arora, Supdt. RD 5 Br. and Shri Madan Gopal, Supdt. RD 1 Branch o/o DRDP, Mohali were directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date.


It was also made clear that failing to supply the information by the above mentioned officials would attract the  penalty provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act without affording further opportunity and the case was adjourned to  27.5.15 for further hearing.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Madan Lal, Supdt. RD 1 stated that though enquiry was conducted by Shri Vijay N. Zade, IAS,   against Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt.  Panchayat Samiti, Phoo, Distt. Bathinda, the  enquiry report was dealt with on the file  of RD-1 and though departmental action was proposed by the Directorate in RD 1 Br.  o/o  DRDP, Punjab,  against Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt.  Panchayat Samiti, Phool, Distt. Bathinda under the provisions of  Punjab Samities & Zila Parishad Services  (Punishment & Appeal) Rules, 1964 and Rule 3(ii) for charge-sheeting  him.  However, neither  orders were passed  by the then Minister for charge-sheeting him, nor it was filed as a result of which no action could be taken against Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt.  and matter is still pending for action.   He provided copies of the file noting supported by a copy of Memo no. 17/67(2013-4,RDI/2544, dated  26.5.14 to the appellant containing the above information.   However, since no orders have been  passed on the file pertaining to the proposed charge sheet against Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt., the appellant stated that she is not  satisfied with the provided information.    She further stated that though 1st appeal filed by her  before Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab  has been disposed of  but her grievance is that no action has been taken against Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt.  Panchayat Samities, Phool,  and same is pending for decision even today.


In view of the submissions made by the appellant, the case of the appellant is remitted back to Shri C. Siban, IAS  First Appellat Authority cum Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, S.A.S Nagar, Mohali  with the direction to  decide  the 1st appeal of appellant dated  11.11.2013  within a stipulated period as per the provisions contained in the Act ibid.


The FAA  is further directed to peruse all the relevant documents and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete relevant and correct and as per provisions contained in the Act ibid.   


He is also directed to afford adequate opportunity of hearing to both the parties i.e. to the appellant as well as the PIO  O/o DRDP, Punjab.  Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records and the provisions contained in the Act ibid, the 1st appeal shall be disposed of by passing a speaking order.


If, however, the appellant  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 of.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.15.



     State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:

Shri  C. Siban, IAS                                                       (REGISTERED)

Director Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

S.A.S Nagar, Mohali.

For necessary compliance.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 27.5.2015


   
             State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamaljit Singh,

s/o Shri Baljit Singh,

Vill. & P.O. Bharthala,

Tehsil Balachaur,

Distt.  Nawanshahr.
                                                                        Appellant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Nawanshahr at Garhshankar.

First Appellate Authority, 

Conservator of Forests, Punjab,

Forest Complex, Sector 68,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.                                                                 Respondent  
                                                      AC No. 1527  of 2015
Present:
 Appellant in person;



Sh. Jagdev Singh Sandhu, DFO  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:

Shri Kamaljit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 12.12.2014 , addressed to PIO,  o/o Divisional Forest Officer, Garhshankar, Distt. Hoshiarpur, sought photocopy of attendance register, pertaining to Shri Sohan Singh s/o Sh. Santa Singh r/o Bharthala, working as Labourer in Kathgarh Range, for the months of December, 2009, May, 2009,  June, 2009, February, 2010 and  March, 2010.


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  Conservator of Forest, Mohali, vide letter dated 12.12.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 09.4.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 20.5.2015.

On the last date of hearing held on 20.5.2015, the appellant stated that he had not received the information till date.   At this, Sh. Jagdev Singh Sandhu, DFO   requested for adjournment of this case for 3 days so that he could provide the demanded information to the appellant.

Acceding to his request, the case was adjourned to 27.5.15 at 11.00 AM.


During  hearing of this case today,  Shri Kamaljit Singh, appellant stated that he has inspected the record pertaining to the demanded information, and is satisfied and in case he needs any information he will  file a fresh RTI application,  for seeking information.   Appellant also requested for filing his appeal case.  


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









      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner.                                                 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Gurbax Singh,

s/o Shri Bakhat  Singh

H.No. 16-C,  Kitchlu Nagar,
                                                                                         

Rajpura Road, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.                                                                                            Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Sports, Punjab,

SCO 116-17, Sector   34-A,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority, 

 O/o Director Sports, Punjab,

SCO 116-17, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh                                                                                       Respondent                                                    

                                                      AC No. 1419   of 2015

Present:
Shri Gurbax Singh,   present in person;

Shri Kartar Singjh, OSD cum PIO,  PA,  o/o Director Sports, Punjab  for the respondent PIO.

ORDER:



Shri Gurbax Singh,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 1.8.14  , addressed to PIO, o/o  Director of  Sports, Punjab, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh sought following information for the period from 1.10.2013 onwards:-

i) Duly dated, certified and legible copies of day to day action taken on applicant’s petitions dt. 19.10.13 and 9.12.13 with documents showing the registration of criminal case against Sh. Gurjinder Singh, Ms. Sudesh Kumari and Ms. Surinder Kaur working at Sports Office, Ludhiana for misutilisation of powers under the  Service Conduct Rules in issuing FAKE, FORGED UNDATED sports Gradation Verification certificates  fraudulently in the absence of original certificates, with recommendations for issuing appointment letters to ETT candidates, which they were not competent under Rules, instructions of  Govt. and Service Conduct Rules.

ii) Duly dated, certified and legible copies of letter written to the accused calling for their explanations in the above matter as per para (ii).

iii) Duly dated, certified and legible copies of Memos, Charge Sheets etc. issued, Enquiry Officer appointed by the Deptt. and report of the said Enquiry OPfficer with copies of replies  evidence given by accused official and also comments/conclusion of Enquiry Officer.

iv) Duly dated, certified and legible copies of notings /orders of competent authority on the enquiry report in accepting/rejecting comments of  Enquiry Officer. 

v) Duly dated, certified and legible copies of Rules, instructions of  Govt. restricting/prohibiting/debarring the  deptt. against passing on the information to the police authorities for registration of case against officials found guilty of misutilisation of powers under the Service Conduct Rules  for which they were not competent at all, during departmental enquiry under Prevention of  Corruption Act.

vi)Applicant, would , at his discretion, also like to inspect either himself or through his representative the  records/documents on the basis of which the information to the  above mentioned request is supplied/to be provided.  Please intimate the working hourse of your office and the name, contact details and exact location of the record officer/other officials in whose custody the said records are available and who would facilitate the inspection  thereof.


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 21.10.14 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  23.4.15 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.5.2015

On the last date of hearing held on 21.5.2015,  Shri Kartar Singh, OSD , appearing on behalf of Director Sports Punjab stated that the requisite information had already been provided to the appellant vide letter No. Sports-SS2-PA/D.S-15/4349 dated 26.3.2015. However, the appellant stated that  the provided information was deficient so the appellant was accorded 15 minutes times to discuss the same with the respondent PIO,  after discussion, Shri Kartar Singh, OSD to Director Sports, Punjab stated that some short adjournment for 3-4 days may be given so that he can provide the remaining information. 

As such, Shri Kartar Singh, PIO cum OSD o/o Director Sports, Punjab was directed to provide the remaining information to the appellant within a period of 3 days. He was further directed to appear before the commission on the next fixed date with  a copy of supplied information and affidavit stating that complete demanded information had been provided to the appellant, as per office record, observing the provisions contained in the RTI Act, 2005 and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to 27.5.2015 at 11.00 A.M.

During the hearing of this case today, Shri Kartar Singh, PIO cum OSD o/o Director Sports, Punjab  provided a set of documents containing the remaining information  to the appellant vide letter no. Sports-SS2-PA/DS-15/7469, DATGED 27.5.15.  He also handed over a set of documents containing the information to the Commission for its record.

He also files an affidavit of  Shri Rupinder Singh, Asstt. Director Sports, Punjab certifying that the entire information which is available  in the Sports Deptt. pertaining to the information demanded by the appellant have been provided to him and nothing have been concealed.

In view of the above noted facts, since the demanded information have been supplied to the appellant as per office record, the case is disposed of and closed.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



         State Information Commissioner.

                              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Saggar,

s/o Shri Manohar Lal,

House No. B-2602, Amar Colony,

Near Bus Stand, Fazilka-152123.
                                                Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Public works Department,

(B&R), Construction Division,

Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority, 

Superintending Engineer,

Public Works Department,

(B& R)  Ferozepur.                                                                         Respondent                                                     

                                                      AC No.  1454  of 2015
Present:
 Shri  Deepak Mudgil, authorized rep. with appellant in person.



Shri Manjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer for the respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Ravinder Saggar,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 9.1.15 , addressed to PIO o/o  Executive Engineer, PWD  B&R  (Construction Divn.), Fazilka  sought the following  information:-

1. I Wish to inspect the following work, documents and records.   Please let me know the date, time and venue when I should come to inspect this work, documents and records.

2. I would like to inspect the records pertaining to disclosures made u/s  4(1)(b) of RTI.  These records should be made available to me for inspection when I come  for inspection of the above documents, records.



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  27.2.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 27.4.15    under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.5.2015
On the last date of hearing held on 21.5.2015,  the appellant when contacted on phone informed that he had not been provided any of  information sought by him.  


As such,  Shri Manjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer, Public Works Department,  (B&R), Construction Division, Fazilka was directed to appear before the Commission  personally  on 27.5.15 with two sets of information i.e. one set to be given to the appellant in the Commission and one for record and perusal of the Commission.


The appellant was also directed to appear before the Commission on the next fixed date failing which it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and ex-parte proceedings would be taken.


 Shri Manjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer, Public Works Department,  (B&R), Construction Division, Fazilka would also file an affidavit certifying that the information whatsoever was available on the  record had been provided and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  27.5.2015 at   11.00  AM.


During hearing of this case today, Shri Ravinder Saggar stated that he only presses for information on Point no. 2.  Shri Manjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer, Public Works Department,  (B&R), Construction Division, Fazilka stated  that the record pertaining to the disclosure made  u/s  4(1)(b) of RTI Act  has been put up on the website  https://pwdpunjab.gov.in  of their department.  He also files a self attested  affidavit mentioning therein that the said information can be had by the appellant directly from this website,


Now since the demanded information is available on the official website of the department, the case is disposed of and closed.























Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

s/o Late Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.
                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division, Public works Deptt.,

(B&R) Roopnagar.

First Appellate Authority, 

Superintending Engineer,

Public Works Department,

B& R, SCO 39-40, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.                                                                                   Respondent  
                                                      AC No.   1482 of 2015
Present:
None for appellant.
Shri  Inderjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer , Shri  Manmeet Singh, SDE Const. Sub Division,  PWD  B&R Br.,  Rupnagar for the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 15.1.15 , addressed to  Executive Engineer, Construction Division, PWD  B&R  Rupnagar  sought 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  15.1.14 upto receipt of information.

2) Attested copies of Financial statements approved by the competent authority for the works by Tender work by you  have undertaken/carried out between the  period  15.1.14 upto receipt of information.

3) Attested copies of tender register of Division  15.1.14 upto receipt of  information.

4) List of work order book number and Sr. no. issued by you to your SDE and if SDE got printed from market, provide us list period  15.1.14 upto receipt of information.



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  7.2.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 28.4.15 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.5.2015
During the hearing of this case today, Shri Manmeet Singh, SDE, Const. Sub Division no. 2, PWD  B&R Br.,  Rupnagar  stated that after the receipt of the RTI Application,  the appellant was written vide letter no. 1355, dated 27.1.15 to inspect the record pertaining to the demanded information as the  same was voluminous and attracted the provisions of  7(9) of the RTI Act.   The appellant was also asked  to identify the demanded  information so that the same could be provided to him after he deposits an additional fee/document charges.  However, no response has been received from him.


As such the RTI information was discussed with Shri Manmeet Singh, SDE, Const. Sub Division no. 2, PWD  B&R Br.,  Rupnagar   appearing for Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO CUM Executive Engineer Construction Division, Public works Deptt.  B&R, Rupnagar, and accordingly, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer Construction Division, Public works Deptt.  B&R,  Rupnagar.    was directed to send to the appellant point-wise  demanded information as per its  availability in the office record.


PIO cum Executive Engineer Construction Division, Public works Deptt.  B&R,  Rupnagar was further directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date with a set of  documents containing the information sent to the appellant  through Regd. post.   He would also file an affidavit certifying that whatsoever information was available in office record had been provided to the appellant and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  27.5.2015 at 11.00  AM.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer, Construction Sub Div., PWD Roopnagar, appearing alongwith Shri Manmeet Singh, SDE  Construction Sub div. 2 Roopnagar, stated that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 6265,  dated 21.5.2015 running into 74 pages through speed post. He also handed over to the commission a set of documents containing the information for its perusal and record. 


It is further noted that neither the appellant appeared before the commission on the last date of hearing, nor today. He even did not depute any of his representatives to defend his appeal case.


In view of the above noted facts, now since the information stands sent to the appellant by the respondent PIO, the case is disposed of/closed.









      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Yogesh Mahajan,

s/o Late Shri Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot.
                                                                 Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No. 2, 

Public works Deptt.,

(B&R) Roopnagar.

First Appellate Authority, 

Executive  Engineer,

Public Works Department,

B& R, Construction Division,

Roopnagar.                                                                                   Respondent 
                                                      AC No.   1483 of 2015
Present:
None for appellant.
Shri  Inderjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer , Shri  Manmeet Singh, SDE Const. Sub Division,  PWD  B&R Br.,  Rupnagar for the respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Yogesh Mahajan,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 4.2.15 addressed to APIO cum Sub Divisional Officer, Construction Sub Division no. 2, PWD   B&R,  Rupnagar sought attested copies of work order book for the period  14.1.14 to till date of information.



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   10.3.15  under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  28.4.15  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.5.2015
During hearing of this case held on 21.5.2015,  Shri Manmeet Singh, SDE, Const. Sub Division no. 2, PWD  B&R Br.,  Rupnagar  stated that after the receipt of the RTI Application,  the appellant was written vide letter no. 3568, dated 25.3.15 to inspect the record pertaining to the demanded information as the  same was voluminous and attracted the provisions of  7(9) of the RTI Act.   The appellant was also asked  to identify the demanded  information so that the same could be provided to him after he deposited an additional fee/document charges.  However, no response had been received from him.


I, therefore, perused the RTI Application and  discussed the demanded information with Shri Manmeet Singh, SDE, Const. Sub Division no. 2, PWD  B&R Br.,  Rupnagar   appearing for Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO CUM Executive Engineer Construction Division, Public works Deptt.  B&R,  Rupnagar, and accordingly, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer Construction Division, Public works Deptt.  B&R,  Rupnagar.    was directed to send to the appellant point-wise  demanded information as per its  availability in the office record.


PIO cum Executive Engineer Construction Division, Public works Deptt.  B&R,  Rupnagar was further directed to appear personally before the Commission on the next fixed date with a set of  documents containing the information sent to the appellant  through Regd. post.   He  would also file an affidavit certifying that whatsoever information was available in office record had been provided to the appellant and nothing had been concealed and the case was adjourned to  27.5.2015 at 11.00  AM.


During the hearing of this case today, Shri Inderjit Singh, PIO cum Executive Engineer, Construction Sub Div., PWD Roopnagar, appearing alongwith Shri Manmeet Singh, SDE  Construction Sub div. 2 Roopnagar, stated that the requisite information has been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 395,  dated 25.5.2015 running into 18 pages through speed post. He also handed over to the commission a set of documents containing the information for its perusal and record. 


It is further noted that neither the appellant appeared before the commission on the last date of hearing, nor today. He even did not depute any of his representatives to defend his appeal case.


In view of the above noted facts, now since the information stands sent to the appellant by the respondent PIO, the case is disposed of/closed.









      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vijay Kumar,

s/o Shri Jagan Nath Kansal,

r/o House No. 21759, Power House Road,

Shiv Mandir Street,

Bathinda.
                                                                                          Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.                                                                                          Respondent  

                                                      AC No.  1506  of 2015

Present:
Shri  Vijay Kumar, appellant in person;

Shri Krishan Kumar, Jr. Asstt. o/o D.C.Bathinda,  for the respondent PIO
ORDER:



Shri Vijay Kumar, Appellant vide an RTI application dated  5.1.15 , addressed to PIO, o/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda sought certain information on  11 points pertaining to Red Cards issued to the terrorist  affected persons. 



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 Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda  vide letter dated  9.3.15 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the Act   ibid and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on  29.4.2015  under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the said Act and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.5.2015

During the hearing of this case  held on 21.5.2015, Shri  Krishan Kumar, appearing for the PIO , stated that  since information demanded by the appellant was voluminous running into 2877 pages an additional fee/documents charges amounting to Rs.5754/- was demanded from him and same was deposited by the appellant and the information running into 2878 pages  was provided.  However, since there was more information running into 831 pages an additional fee/documents charges  amounting to Rs. 1662/- was also demanded from the appellant  vide letter dated 11.3.2015.


However, this fee was not deposited by him, resulting in non-providing of information to him. Even  first appellate authority cum Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda heard the appellant and  Deputy commissioner Vide order dated 1.4.2015 directed the appellant to deposit the remaining fee for receiving the information but no additional  fee /documents charges were deposited  till date.


However, Shri Vijay Kumar stated that even the  provided information to him  was totally mis-leading and incorrect despite depositing the amount of Rs.5574/- by him as additional fee/documents charges, thus the provided information was of no use. He further stated that no body listened to him and applied his mind for providing him correct and complete information.

In view of above noted facts, Ms. Charu Mitta, PCS, PIO cum Assistant Commissioner Grievances, Bathinda was directed to call the appellant on Monday i.e.  25.5.2015 and provide him the information as identified by him pertaining to his RTI application dated 5.1.2015. She was further directed to file an affidavit that the demanded information had been provided to the appellant   with reference to his RTI application, as per its availability in the office record and nothing had been concealed therefrom.  

It was also made clear to Ms. Charu Mitta, PIO cum Assistant Commissioner, Grievances, Bathinda, that failing to provide the complete, correct and duly attested  information to the appellant by her even on 25.5.2015, could attract  the penalty provisions of section 20(1) of RTI  Act, 2005, against her.

She was further directed to make available to commission, copy of supplied information for its perusal /record  and the case was adjourned to 27.5.2015 at 11.00 A.M. 

During hearing of this case today, the appellant stated that he visited the o/o Ms. Charu Mittia, PIO cum Asstt. Commissioner on 25th and 26th May, 2015.  However, he has not been provided any information pertaining to point no. 1` to 11.

  


In view of above noted facts, Ms. Charu Mitta, PIO cum Assistant Commissioner, Grievances,  o/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda is directed to go through RTI Application dated 5.1.2015 personally filed by the appellant and ensure the  providing of point wise, correct and duly attested information to him supported by the documents free of cost under registered cover within a period of  15 days from today failing which it shall be presumed that the demanded information is being denied  to the appellant intentionally and willfully and without affording further opportunity, the penalty provisions of  Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the RTI Act, 1005 could be considered to be invoked against her.


PIO is further directed to supply to the Commission a set of documents containing the point wise information supplied to the appellant.


Adjourned to 9.7.2015 at  11.00 AM.









      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner.
Copy to:

Ms. Charu Mitta, PCS  

PIO cum                                                      (Registered)

Assistant Commissioner, Grievances, 

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Bathinda.

-for strict compliance.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:27.5.2015



     State Information Commissioner
