STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bharpur Singh

s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

Malout Road,

Backside Bus Stand,

Muktsar.

                         


 
    
…Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62,

Mohali.








…Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2277 of 2013
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Bharpur Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Varinder Madan, Supdt. Legal Cell


Vide RTI application dated 21.03.2013 addressed to the respondent PIO, Sh. Bharpur Singh had sought the following information with respect to correction of mother’s name in the certificates of his daughter, submitted in response to respondent’s communication bearing Ref. no. 5063 dated 08.02.2012: -

1.
Attested copies of the action taken regarding correction of mother’s name in the certificates of my daughter; 

2.
Reasons for not effecting the correction till date; and

3.
Name of the official and officer responsible for not carrying out the correction till date and consequent loss caused to my daughter’s future.


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant approached the Commission, received in it on 24.06.2013.


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.

Sh. Varinder Madan, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted copy of letter no. 473 dated 29.07.2013 whereby the requisite information is stated to have been forwarded to the complainant.    However, since Sh. Bharpur Singh has not received the same, a copy thereof is handed over to him. 


Perusal of the communication from the respondent reveals that though the information according to RTI application dated 21.03.2013 has been provided to Sh. Bharpur Singh, the same is not point-wise and specific.  In this view of the matter, respondent PIO Sh. Varinder Madan - shall tender a duly sworn affidavit on the next date fixed, stating that the information provided is complete as per records, according to RTI application dated 21.03.2013 and that there is no further information available on records which could be provided in response to the said RTI application. 


Adjourned to 14.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:

Sh. Varinder Madan,

(REGISTERED)
Superintendent Legal Cell, 

O/o Secretary,

Punjab School Education Board,

Sector 62,

Mohali.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpreet Singh 

C/o Arora Computer Centre,

Near Karnail Gate,

Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142026






…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Public Instruction (EE) Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Director Public Instruction (EE) Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.


                                                 …Respondents  

Appeal Case No. 1404 of 2013

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Surinder Pal Singh.

For the respondents: Ms. Jyoti, Asstt. Director (Policy); and Sh. Harish Sharma, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 18.04.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Gurpreet Singh sought the following information pertaining to retirees of the Education Department in the State with reference to DPI (SE)’s letter dated 21.03.2011 a copy whereof had been attached with the RTI application regarding payment of Dearness Allowance; and Gratuity to the retired employees: -

1.
Details of such lists sent by all the District Education Officers in the State;   

2.
A copy of sanction letter received from the Govt. regarding payment of the amount;

3.
A copy of the letter received from the Govt. for generalization of the subject; and

4.
A copy of the directions concerning payment of gratuity by accounting for 97% D.A. to all the retirees of the department from 01.07.1993 to 31.03.1995.


Not satisfied with the response dated 20.03.2013 received from the respondent-PIO, the applicant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2, on 18.04.2013 and subsequently approached the Commission by way of Second Appeal, on 18.06.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Ms. Jyoti, Asstt. Director (Policy); and Sh. Harish Sharma, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterated that the necessary information has already been provided to the applicant-appellant vide their  letter dated 20.03.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.     Ms. Jyoti further stated that she had spoken to the applicant-appellant over the telephone who has agreed to inspect the relevant records and identify the documents copies whereof are required by him.    She further submitted that as soon as the said exercise by the applicant is over, she will provide the copies of the necessary documents to him according to his RTI application. 


As such, the appellant is advised to carry out the necessary inspection of the records in the respondent office within 10 days and identify the documents copies whereof are needed by him in response to point no. 1 of his RTI application because the information on rest of the points is correct and complete.

 
Respondent PIO Ms. Jyoti - Asstt. Director (Policy) shall file a duly sworn affidavit on the next date fixed, stating that complete information as per records stands provided to the applicant-appellant according to RTI application dated 18.04.2013 and that there is no further information available on records which could be provided in response to the said RTI application. 


Adjourned to 14.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

Copy to:

Ms. Jyoti,






(REGISTERED)
Asstt. Director (Policy)

O/O Director Public Instruction (EE) Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hazoor Singh,

VPO Pindi,

Tehsil Guru Garsahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.
                         


 
    
…Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Guru Harsahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.







 …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 2278 of 2013
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Hazoor Singh in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 11.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Hazoor Singh sought attested copies of the resolution passed every year for conducting auction of the shops of Gram Panchayat village Pindi, District Ferozepur.  He further sought details of renting out each shop including the particulars of the respective lessee.   He further sought details of income from these shops and the details of amount spent out of the said income. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant approached the Commission, received in it on 24.06.2013.


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.

During the hearing today, Sh. Hazoor Singh, while stating that no information has so far been provided to him, clarified that he requires the present information for five years i.e. from 2008 to 2012.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.


It is over six months when the application for information was submitted and the approach of the respondent is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI legislation.


As such, Shri Vipan Kumar Jindal, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Block Guru Harsahai, Distt. Ferozepur is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing 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.


Adjourned to 14.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 
Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:

Shri Vipan Kumar Jindal



(REGISTERED)
Block Development and Panchayat Officer,


Block Guru Harsahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sham Lal Singla

s/o Sh. Jethu Ram,

B/325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.








…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Prem Sabha Senior Secondary School,

Sangrur.

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O District Education Officer (SE)

Sangrur.


                                                 …Respondents  

Appeal Case No. 1413 of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Sham Lal Singla in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. P.C. Jain, Secretary; and Mohinder Singh, advocate.

Vide RTI application dated 23.11.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Sham Lal Singla had sought copies of attendance register pertaining to the faculty members of the secondary classes for the period from 2005 to 2010 (six years) indicating their month-wise attendance. 


It is further the case of Sh. Singla that he had filed First Appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 on 26.12.2012 and subsequently had preferred Second Appeal before the Commission on 15.03.2013.


The relevant appeal case bearing AC No. 707 of 2013 was taken up by this Bench on 07.05.2013 and vide order of the same date, it was remanded to the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, to decide the appeal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 by passing a speaking order, as no order had been passed on the first appeal. 


Now Sh. Singla has preferred this appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 21.06.2013, assailing the order of the First Appellate Authority passed upon remission of the appeal by the Commission as recorded hereinabove, 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.        


This is to record that Sh. Sham Lal Singla, the applicant-appellant, who happened to be a former official of the respondent school, has consistently been filing various RTI applications seeking the same information, solely with a view to harass the respondent school management.    It is further relevant to give below a list of the various cases filed by Sh. Singla and decided by the Commission: -

	S. No.
	Case No.
	Title of the case
	Date of disposal

	1
	CC 2821/11
	Sham Lal Singla vs. DEO (SE) Sangrur
	18.10.2011

	2
	CC 3599/11
	Sham Lal Singla vs. DEO (SE) Sangrur
	21.11.2012

	3
	CC 63/13
	Sham Lal Singla vs. DEO (SE) Sangrur
	20.03.2012

	4
	AC 5/12
	Sham Lal Singla vs. Headmaster, Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur; and DEO (SE) Sangrur
	22.03.2012

	5
	CC 1486/12
	Sham Lal Singla vs. Headmaster, Prem Sabha High School, Sangrur
	21.08.2012

	6
	CC 1063/12
	Sham Lal Singla vs. DPI (SE) Pb.
	03.07.2012

	7
	AC 707/13
	Sham Lal Singla vs. DEO (SE) Sangrur
	07.05.2013



Further, in an earlier case being heard by this Bench, had expressed his dissatisfaction, in writing, over the disposal of the case, to the Chief Information Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh and had sought transfer of the case to another Bench of the Commission.  In the relevant part of his communication dated 13.12.2012, Sh. Singla had asserted as follows: -

“I am respectfully praying that Sh. B.C. Thakur has been influenced by false applications made by some members of the school and case has been got closed.   Whatever information I have received till date, the same is incomplete, misleading and I made submissions regarding this on 21.11.2012 but I have not been heard nor I have been supplied the copy of the DDR and the case has been closed.    My case may kindly be reconsidered and this case may be heard by higher bench because Sh. B.C. Thakur has been influenced after 17.05.2012.  I ensure you that I need your kind help for exposing those unauthorized persons who are usurping funds of the students and the teachers and with your kind help, I shall succeed in exposing this corruption.”


In view of the foregoing, without going into the merits of the present case, the same is sent back to the Registry to do the needful for transfer of the case to another Bench of the Commission after taking appropriate orders from the Competent Authority.     The parties be communicated the fresh date of hearing accordingly.






       

    
(B. C. Thakur)








State Information Commissioner 









Dated: 30.7.2013
Deputy Registrar 

-For further necessary Action. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdial Chand

s/o Sh. Rattan Chand,

VPO Jaurha Chhautran,

Distt. Gurdaspur-143520






…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.
 2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62,

Mohali.


                                                 …Respondents  

Appeal Case No. 1416  of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Gurdial Chand in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Rajiv Puri, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 15.02.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Gurdial Chand sought the following information pertaining to appointment letters issued from 15.11.2006 to 31.07.2012 to various candidates in response to advertisement No. 1/2006 published on 11.06.2006 in Punjabi newspaper ‘Ajit’ regarding recruitment of Punjabi Masters / Mistresses: -


1.
Registration number of each candidate;

2.
Details of the candidates i.e. name, parentage and permanent address;

3.
Merit list as per the recruitment rules;

4.
Category of each candidate;

5.
Station allocated to each candidate including date, month and year of appointment.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum- Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali. vide letter dated 15.2.2013 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.


 
Sh. Rajiv Puri, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that he has brought the information to the Commission for onward deliver to the applicant-appellant.   Perusal of the same indicates that information on point no. 1 to 4 of the RTI application stands provided to the appellant and information only on point no. 5 is now pending which is directed to be provided to him duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, within a period of 10 days from today.   Respondents shall present before the Commission a copy of the relevant postal receipt for its perusal and records, along with a copy of the complete information provided in this case. 

PIO O/O Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali shall be personally present on next date of hearing and shall explain reasons for delay, in writing, providing complete information in time as per provisions of Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005. 


Adjourned to 20.08.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 

Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

Copy to:



Shri Jarnail Singh,




(Registered)


Public Information Officer-cum-



Assistant Director,


O/O Director Public Instruction (SE) Punjab,

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, Mohali.

Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Karamjit Singh 

s/o Sh. Harbant Singh,

# 72-A-2, Saini Bhawan Road, 

Roopnagar.                                                                      

…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Additional Deputy Commissioner (G)

Roopnagar. 

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar.                
                                                 …Respondents  

Appeal Case No. 1028 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant in person.

For the respondent: S/Shri Hargobind Singh, Naib Tehsildar; Gurinder Singh, Clerk; and Sh. S.S. Marar, Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Ropar. 


In this case, Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25.01.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner (General), Roopnagar, had sought action taken report on his applications dated 02.02.2011 and 11.11.2011, including a copy of the inquiry report made against  Shri Harnek Singh, Halqa Patwari posted at Rupnagar, Shri Ravinder Singh Halqa Patwari, posted at village Salapur, Shri Raghuvir Singh Dhillon son of Shri Natha Singh Dhillon and Smt. Gurinder Kaur wife of Shri Raghuvir Singh Dhillon, both residents of House No. 2984, Phase-VII, Mohali, Tehsil and District Mohali, for tempering the revenue record.


Through applications, request was also made for registration of case against the guilty persons under the provisions of section 420, 465, 467, 468, 471, 120-B IPC


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, appellant filed first appeal under the provisions the RTI Act, 2005, with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 04.05.2012, who disposed of his application vide order dated 11.06.2012 holding that the RTI application of the appellant already stood transferred to the PIO-cum-SDM Roopnagar under the provisions of section 6(3).  Thereafter he was advised to seek the information from the respondent PIO –cum- SDM Roopnagar. 

Not satisfied with provided information and for having no response on his application dated 02.02.2011 and 11.11.2011,  Shri  Karamjit Singh approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 29.04.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties.


During hearing of this case on 19.06.2013, Appellant informed that he had not been apprised of the outcome of his applications dated 02.02.2011 and 11.11.2011 filed against Shri Harnek Singh Halqa Patwari and others nor copy of the enquiry report in this regard had been supplied to him.


At this Shri Sandip Kumar, Clerk appearing on behalf of SDM stated that the enquiry was entrusted to Shri Jiwan Garg, Tehsildar Roopnagar who had since been placed under suspension.


In view of the facts that the appellant made an RTI application on 31.01.2012 for which no satisfactory reply / information had been supplied to him, Shri Pushpinder Singh Kailey PIO-cum-SDM Roopnagar was directed to supply correct, complete and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of 3 weeks, free of cost under registered cover after getting the enquiry conducted. 

 
Vide communication bearing no. 228 dated 12.07.2013 addressed to the Commission, the SDM, Ropar had stated that the applications of the applicant-appellant had not been received in his office and this fact had been duly communicated to the Deputy Commissioner, Ropar vide letter no. 193 dated 14.06.2013.


In the circumstances, while the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ropar Sh. Pushpinder Singh Kailey was directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information according to his RTI application dated 25.01.2012, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today, while putting in personal appearance. Sh. S.S. Marar, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ropar was also directed to be present in person today and explain the matter regarding disposal of the first appeal filed by the appellant, without passing a detailed speaking order and simply writing to the appellant to procure the information from the SDM.


Sh. Pushpinder Singh Kaily, SDM, Ropar was also directed to file a duly sworn affidavit about the correctness of the information and stating that complete information as per records stood provided to the appellant and that there was no further information available on records which could be provided to him according to his RTI application.


The necessary affidavit, in compliance with the directions of the Commission, has been received from Sh. Pushpinder Singh Kaily, SDM, Ropar, which is taken on record.   He has sought exemption from appearance in today’s hearing since he has been deputed to monitor the election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Panchayat Samiti in Chamkaur Sahib since he is holding charge of the SDM Chamkaur Sahib as well.  


It has further been informed by the respondents that the enquiry in the matter had been entrusted to the Tehsildar, Ropar – Sh. Jiwan Garg, who has been placed under suspension.  As such, the enquiry is still pending.


It is further observed that the first appeal was disposed of by the First Appellate Authority – Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar vide order dated 11.06.2012 holding that the RTI application of the appellant already stood transferred to the PIO-cum-SDM Roopnagar under the provisions of section 6(3).  Thereafter, the applicant-appellant Sh. Karamjit Singh was advised to seek the information from the respondent PIO –cum- SDM Roopnagar in the light of the observations made by the FAA.   However, the first appeal had been disposed of by the FAA without any information being provided to the applicant-appellant.  Hon’ble Supreme Court of India, in the judgment dated 12.12.2011, rendered in Civil Appeals No. 10787-10788 of 2011, has held that decision of the appeal by the authority is a statutory obligation and must be carried out doing full justice to the appeal preferred before it. 


As such, the instant appeal is being relegated to the First Appellate Authority – Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar and is advised to have the enquiry conducted from another officer, preferably within a month’s time and thereafter, issue notice to the applicant-appellant and the PIO for hearing of the first appeal, in accordance with Section 19(1) of the Act, 2005 and provide a copy of the enquiry report in question to the applicant-appellant as per his RTI application dated 25.01.2012.


In case the appellant is not satisfied with the response so received, he will be at liberty to approach the Commission by way of Second Appeal, in terms of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Since no cause for any further action is left, the appeal is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh.




       
     (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

Copy to:

Shri Pradeep Kumar Aggarwal,IAS


(REGISTERED)
Deputy Commissioner,

Roopnagar.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh.




       
     (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri  Karamjit Singh

s/o Shri Harbans Singh,

r/o H.No.72/A, 

Saini Bhawan Road,

Roopnagar.                                                               


…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O The Deputy Commissioner,

 
Roopnagar.   

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

 
Roopnagar.                                                                              …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1176 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant in person.

For the respondents: S/Shri Arvind Kumar, District Revenue Officer;   and Gurinder Singh, Clerk.



In the case in hand, Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 25.01.2012, addressed to APIO-cum-District Revenue Officer, Roopnagar, had sought certain information pertaining to letter No. D/R.D.I/2011/Steno/1515 dated 01.06.2011 and his application dated 20.06.2011 and 11.11.2011 sent through registered post.  He further sought copy of Jamabandi regarding entry in the revenue record.



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2,  vide letter dated 21.01.2013. First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar disposed of the appeal of the appellant vide order dated 08.04.2013.  


As per the documents placed on record, vide letter no. 498 dated 23.05.2012, the relevant response had been passed on to the applicant-appellant Sh. Karamjit Singh.


The appellant thereafter approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 15.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2013 when a letter bearing no. 983 dated 26.06.2013 had been received from the Additional Deputy commissioner, Ropar wherein he had been advised to attend the present hearing before the Commission.


It was observed that the relevant information had not been provided to the appellant by the respondents.


In the circumstances, both the District Revenue Officer, Ropar Sh. Arvind Kumar; and Sh. S.S. Marar, PCS, Additional Deputy Commissioner, Ropar, were directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information according to his RTI application dated 25.01.2012, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records, today while putting in personal appearance.


Sh. Arvind Kumar, D.R.O., Ropar was also directed to file a duly sworn affidavit about the correctness of the information and stating that complete information as per records stood provided to the appellant and that there was no further information available on records which could be provided to him according to his RTI application.      


Sh. Arvind Kumar, Distt. Revenue Officer has filed the affidavit as desired by the Commission in its last order, which is taken on record.   He has further tendered copy of communication bearing no. 3895 dated 26.07.2013 addressed to Sh. Kararmjit Singh whereby the relevant information is stated to have been provided to him.   A copy of the same has been handed over to the appellant since he asserted non-receipt of the same.   It has been stated in the said communication that entry for not allowing sale of land by the wrongful owners of the Shamlat land had been entered in the revenue record in Roznamcha Waqiati on 07.04.2011, as intimated by the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Roopnagar.  


It has further been stated in the letter dated 26.07.2013 that the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Roopnagar and the District Revenue Officer, Roopnagar have informed that no enquiry to look into the alleged lapse on the part of Patwari, Kanungo and Circle Revenue Officer concerned had been undertaken by them because a comprehensive enquiry to look into this aspect had been undertaken by the Additional Deputy Commissioner (General) which has since been concluded and in this view of the matter, no disciplinary action against the officials of the revenue department has been taken.  


Upon perusal of the letter dated 26.07.2013, Sh. Karamjit Singh expressed his satisfaction.


Since the complete information according to RTI application dated 25.01.2012 stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karamjit Singh

s/o Shri Harbans Singh,
r/o H.No.72/A, 

Saini Bhawan Road,
Roopnagar.                                                                   


…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Additional Deputy Commissioner (General),

Roopnagar.   

2.
First Appellate Authority,
o/o `

Deputy Commissioner,

 
Roopnagar.                                                                               …Respondents
Appeal Case No. 1221 of 2013
Order
Present:
Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant in person.

For the respondents: S/Shri Arvind Kumar, District Revenue Officer;   and Gurinder Singh, Clerk.



In the instant case, Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 17.4.2012, addressed to PIO-cum-Additional Deputy Commissioner (General), Roopnagar, had sought the following information:-

“Please refer to my application dated 11.05.2011, 23.06.2011 and 09.12.2011 sent under registered cover, regarding inquiry file handed over by Shri Arunjit Singh Miglani, IAS, Deputy Commissioner-cum-Collector, Rupnagar to Mrs. Anandita Mitra, IAS, SDM, Rupnagar for taking further necessary action. Information of action taken regarding the same may kindly be given to me within stipulated time under the RTI Act, 2005.”


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2,  vide letter dated 28.05.2012. Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar, disposed of the appeal of the appellant vide order dated 17.09.2012 holding that a copy of the enquiry report could be had by the appellant from the Additional Deputy Commissioner (G) by making an application.  


The appellant thereafter approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 24.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2013 when a copy of Memo. No. 680 dated 12.07.2012 addressed to the applicant-appellant forwarding to him the information received from the Officer in charge, Sadar Kanungo Branch vide Memo. No. 3580 dated 10.07.2013 had been placed on record.   However, it was observed that a copy of the relevant enquiry report was yet to be provided.


Accordingly, Additional Deputy Commissioner (G) Sh. S.S. Marar, PCS was directed to provide a copy of the enquiry report to the applicant-appellant within a period of 10 days, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records.


The necessary affidavit, in compliance with the directions of the Commission, has been received from Sh. Pushpinder Singh Kaily, SDM, Ropar, which is taken on record.   He has sought exemption from appearance in today’s hearing since he has been deputed to monitor the election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Panchayat Samiti in Chamkaur Sahib since he is holding charge of the SDM Chamkaur Sahib as well.  

Sh. Arvind Kumar, Distt. Revenue Officer has filed the affidavit as desired by the Commission in its last order, which is taken on record.   He has further tendered copy of communication bearing no. 3893 dated 26.07.2013 addressed to Sh. Kararmjit Singh whereby it has been communicated that no such file is available on the records of the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Roopnagar and as such, no information in respect thereof can be provided.   It has further been stated that no separate enquiry in the matter had been conducted by the SDM and only the Additional Deputy Commissioner (G) Roopnagar had conducted the enquiry and a copy of the relevant report already stands provided to the applicant-appellant.


Since the complete information according to RTI application dated 17.04.2012 stands provided to the appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Karamjit Singh

s/o Shri Harbans Singh,

r/o H.No.72/A, 

Saini Bhawan Road,

Roopnagar.                                                                


…Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Additional Deputy Commissioner (General),

Roopnagar.   

 2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

 
Roopnagar.                                                                            …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1222 of 2013

Order

Present:
Shri Karamjit Singh, Appellant in person.

For the respondents: S/Shri Arvind Kumar, District Revenue Officer;   and Gurinder Singh, Clerk.



Shri  Karamjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 22.10.2012, addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought following  information pertaining to complaint against Shri Gurnam Singh Raipuri, Tehsildar, Roopnagar, Shri Ram Singh, Field Kanungo, Roopnagar, Shri Janak Singh, Field Kanungo, Roopnagar, Shri Surjit Singh, Field Kanungo, Roopnagar, Shri Harnek Singh, Circle Patwari, Shri Harwinder Singh, Circle Patwari regarding change of revenue record of Shamlat Deh village Bara Phool, Hadbast No.76, Tehsil and District Roopnagar:-

(1) Provide copies of departmental action/charge sheet taken against these officials;

(2) Provide copy of the letter written to the government for taking action. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2,  vide letter dated 21.01.2013 who disposed of the appeal of the appellant vide order dated 08.04.2013. 


Respondent no. 1, vide letter No. 130 dated 12.02.2013, had provided information to the appellant.  

The appellant thereafter approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, received in it on 24.05.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 15.07.2013 when it was observed that vide letter no. 678 dated 12.07.2013, information as received from the Officer In charge, Sadar Kanungo Branch vide his Memo. No. 3581 dated 10.07.2013 had been passed on to the applicant-appellant.


Vide another communication, it was informed that that the Additional Deputy Commissioner (G) had considered the enquiry report and the same had been submitted to the Deputy Commissioner for further orders; and the Deputy Commissioner had further sought the comments of the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab and apparently, the final action to be taken against the delinquent officers / officials was yet to be decided.  


As such, Respondent PIO was directed to provide a copy of the relevant enquiry report to the applicant-appellant within a period of ten days, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post and a copy of the relevant postal receipt was directed to be presented before the Commission for its perusal and records, today. 

Sh. Arvind Kumar, Distt. Revenue Officer has further tendered copy of communication bearing no. 3861 dated 25.07.2013 addressed to Sh. Kararmjit Singh, the applicant-appellant under cover whereof the relevant enquiry report pertaining to the enquiry conducted by the Additional Deputy Commissioner (G), Roopnagar has been provided to him in response to the RTI application dated 22.10.2012.


Since no cause for any further action is now left, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.




       

    (B. C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.07.2013




State Information Commissioner 
