STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar,

# 1778, Sector 14,

Hissar, (Haryana)







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Personnel,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC – 1186 of 2012

Present:
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, for the Complainant.

PIO, Sh.Suresh Kumar, Supdt., PP-II Branch, along with Sh.Shangara Singh, Supdt., PIO, IAS Branch O/o Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Complainant Dr. Sandeep Kumar vide his RTI Application dated 27.12.2011, addressed to the PIO, Deptt. of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, sought the following information on following three points:
i)
Names and complete address of officers who access the following mail address:


a. nodalofficerpb@gmail.com;


b. secy.per@gmail.com;


c. pbusp4585@gmail.com;


d. gurdevs48@yahoo.com
ii)
Detail of all the PIOs and appellate authorities in the department of Personnel Punjab with their email address and telephone numbers;

iii)
In letter No.Spl.Steno/Dy.Secy.(Admn)/28203 dated 2.12.2011 of Under Secretary Personnel (decision of first appeal), it has been informed that the file concerning iron ore case has been sent by Secretary Personnel to the office of the CS Punjab vide No.5067/5092 dated 6.9.2010 and the office of the Chief Secretary sent to the Chief Minister Office vide diary No.3653-F dated 13.09.2010.  Provide the certified copy of the complete file. Transfer my application to the concerned office if the information is available in some other office. Also direct the concerned office to supply information.


Failing to get the timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the commission on 2.5.12 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for to-day i.e. 28.6.2012.  


Sh.Suresh Kumar, Supdt., PP-II Branch, O/o Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh has been heard and case file has been perused.  It is observed that after the receipt of RTI application dated 27.12.2011 of the complainant, the PIO, office of Department of Personnel, PP-II Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, supplied the information to the complainant on point no.(i) and (ii) directly on 14.2.2012 and also transferred the point No.(iii) of the RTI application of the complainant to the PIO-cum-Supdt., IAS Branch for directly supplying the information to the complainant and intimation in this regard was also endorsed to the complainant vide letter No.18/1/2012-5PP.2/188 dated 14.2.12.

PIO-cum-Supdt., IAS Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, states that now he is ready to provide the information on point no.(iii) to the complainant with deposit of additional fee/processing charges as this file has been received back from the office of Chief Minister, Punjab in their office on 12.6.2012.  

After hearing both the parties, it is observed that when point No.(iii) of RTI application dated 27.12.11 filed by complainant was transferred to PIO-cum-Supdt.(IAS Branch) on 14.2.12, he was required to send the reply to the complainant if the file was not with him, i.e. factual information/position on point no.(iii) of RTI application was required to be intimated to the complainant.  As such, provisions of section 7(6) of RTI Act, 2005 are attracted and no additional fee is required to be charged and information is to be provided free of cost, as no intimation/information was sent by PIO-cum-Supdt (IAS Branch) to the complainant from 14.2.2012 till to-day as was required under Section 7(1) of the  RTI Act, 2005.  As such, PIO-cum-Supdt. (IAS Branch), O/o Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, who had brought the attested photocopies of information sought by the complainant, delivers it to the representative of complainant in Commission itself, who acknowledges the same and is satisfied .

Accordingly, the complainant on being supplied complete information, case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar,

# 1778, Sector 14,

Hissar, (Haryana)







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintendent (IAS Branch),

Personnel Department,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC – 1187 of 2012

Present:
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, for the Complainant.

PIO, Sh.Suresh Kumar, Supdt., PP-II Branch, along with Sh.Shangara Singh, Supdt., PIO, IAS Branch O/o Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
Complainant Dr. Sandeep Kumar vide his RTI Application dated 27.12.2011, addressed to the PIO, Deptt. of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, sought the following information on following three points:

i)
Names and complete address of officers who access the following mail address:


a. nodalofficerpb@gmail.com;


b. secy.per@gmail.com;


c. pbusp4585@gmail.com;


d. gurdevs48@yahoo.com
ii)
Detail of all the PIOs and appellate authorities in the department of Personnel Punjab with their email address and telephone numbers;

iii)
In letter No.Spl.Steno/Dy.Secy.(Admn)/28203 dated 2.12.2011 of Under Secretary Personnel (decision of first appeal), it has been informed that the file concerning iron ore case has been sent by Secretary Personnel to the office of the CS Punjab vide No.5067/5092 dated 6.9.2010 and the office of the Chief Secretary sent to the Chief Minister Office vide diary No.3653-F dated 13.09.2010.  Provide the certified copy of the complete file. Transfer my application to the concerned office if the information is available in some other office. Also direct the concerned office to supply information.


Failing to get the timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in the commission on 2.5.12 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for to-day i.e. 28.6.2012.  


Sh.Shangara Singh, Supdt., IAS Branch, O/o Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh has been heard and case file has been perused.  It is observed that after the receipt of RTI application dated 27.12.2011 of the complainant, the PIO, office of Department of Personnel, PP-II Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, supplied the information to the complainant on point no.(i) and (ii) directly on 14.2.2012 and also transferred the point No.(iii) of the RTI application of the complainant to the PIO-cum-Supdt., IAS Branch for directly supplying the information to the complainant and intimation in this regard was also endorsed to the complainant.


It is further observed that the information sought by the complainant through his RTI application is the same, as have been sought by him in CC No.1186 of 2012.


Since the remaining complete information on point no.(iii) with regard to RTI application dated 27.12.2011 of the complainant, also stands supplied to the complainant to-day in commission itself in CC No.1186 of 2012, this case is disposed of and closed accordingly.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar,

# 1778, Sector 14,

Hissar, (Haryana)







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Department of Personnel,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC -  1188 of 2012

Present:
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, for the Complainant.

PIO, Sh.Suresh Kumar, Supdt., PP-II Branch, along with Sh.Shangara Singh, Supdt., PIO, IAS Branch O/o Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Complainant Dr.Sandeep Kumar vide his RTI application dated 9.1.12, addressed to S.Major Singh, PIO-cum-Deputy Secretary (General), Chief Minister’s Office, Room No.32, Floor-II, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, sought the following information:

I)
In letter of Under Secretary Personnel (decision of first appeal), it has been informed that the file concerning iron ore case has been sent by Secretary Personnel to the office of the CS Punjab vide No.5067/5092 dated 6.9.2010 and the office of the Chief Secretary sent to the Chief Minister office vide diary No.3653-F dated 13.09.2010.  Provide the certified copy of the complete file. Transfer my application to the concerned office if the information is available in some other office. Also direct the concerned office to supply information.

II)
If this file is not available in your office, provide the exact location of this file.

III)
Please provide me the file movement details w.r.t. this file since 13.09.2010 with details of all the officers who processed the file.  Also provide me the certified copy of the relevant pages of register/file containing details of the movement of this file.


Failing to get the timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 2.5.12 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for to-day i.e. 28.6.2012.  The said RTI application of the Complainant was transferred by PIO-cum-Deputy Secretary (General), O/o Chief Minister, Punjab, to PIO-cum-Superintendent, Department of Personnel, IAS Branch, on 20.1.12 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.

PIO, Sh.Suresh Kumar, Supdt., PP-II Branch and Sh.Shangara Singh, Supdt., PIO, IAS Branch O/o Secretary, Department of Personnel, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh have stated that the information sought by the complainant in this case is the same as have been sought by same applicant in the CC No.1186 of 2012 and CC No.1187 of 2011, on point no.(iii) and remaining information in these cases on point no.(iii)  have been provided to Sh.Sardavinder Singh, Advocate, appearing on behalf of Dr.Sandeep Gupta, in the Commission itself to-day, by providing attested photocopies of related complete file. 
 As complete information stands supplied, Complainant proposed to dispose of this case, same is disposed of and closed accordingly.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar,

# 1778, Sector 14,

Hissar, (Haryana)







Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,

Chandigarh.







 Respondents
AC No.622 of 2012

Present:
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, for the Appellant. 

Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant, Office of Chief Secretary, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER

Complainant Dr.Sandeep Kumar Gupta, vide his RTI application dated 4.1.2012, addressed to the PIO, Office of Chief Secretary, Punjab, sought information on following three points:-
I)
To provide the certified details of al the grants/monetary assistance given by the government of Punjab (through any of its department/ corporation/council/trusts/directorates etc) to the NGO Nanhi Chhaan since 01.01.2007;

II)
To provide the certified details of all the contracts/agreements signed by Punjab Government (through any of its department/ corporation/council/trusts/directorates etc) to the NGO Nanhi Chhaan since 01.01.2007;

III)
Has any of the department/ corporation/council/trusts/directorates of the State government provided any form of help/assistance to the NGO Nanhi Chhaan since 01.01.2007? Please provide certified details.

The Appellant also filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority, Office of Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab vide letter dated 17.2.2012 and thereafter, the second appeal was filed with the Commission, received in it on 2.5.2012, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day i.e. 28.6.2012.  
The case file has been perused.  It is observed that on receipt of RTI application of the appellant, PIO, office of Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Coordination Branch, had sent a reply to the appellant vide memo No.7/14/2011-G.C.(4)/522 dated 18.1.2012, wherein he had invited the attention of the Appellant to the Government of India’s letter No.10/2/2008-IR dated 12.6.2008, para-3 by sending a copy of instructions wherein it has been provided that if the information sought by applicant relates to more that one Public Authority, he is required to apply to those Public Authorities directly for seeking the said information.  Perusal of the case file further reveals that another letter dated 7.3.12 has been sent to the appellant Dr.Sandeep Gupta by the PIO, office of Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Coordination Branch, wherein it has been intimated that the office of Chief Secretary does not maintain any of the documents required by the appellant, therefore, he is requested to apply to the appropriate PIOs depending upon the subject matter of the application.  It has further been mentioned in this letter that the information of the Appellate Authority, PIOs, APIOs etc. of all the departments is available on the Punjab Government Website –http://rti.gov.in.
The parties have been heard. Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Appellant states that the RTI application dated 4.1.12 of the appellant should have been transferred by the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab, (General Coordination Branch) to the Registrar of Societies and President of the Nanhi Chhaan as this NGO Nanhi Chhaan itself is a Public Authority.  The arguments advanced by Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Appellant don’t sound appropriate because Nanhi Chhaan is an N.G.O. and Registrar of Firms and Societies looks after registration part. Since the RTI application can only be transferred to that public authority with whom the information is available and not to multiple Public Authorities.  Therefore, the replies given by the PIO, office of Chief Secretary to the Government of Punjab, (General Coordination Branch) vide letter dated 18.1.12 and 7.3.12, to the appellant are in order as full bench of this commission in CC No. 2903 of 2011 has also held under Section 6(3) of the Act ibid the legal obligation of a PIO who receives a request for information under Section 6(1) of the Act is limited to transfer this request to only one public authority that holds the information. This obligation does not extend to transfer the request to multiple public authorities, and accordingly, the appeal of the appellant is disposed of and closed. 

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar,

# 1778, Sector 14,

Hissar, (Haryana)







Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, Pb., 
Sector 62, Mohali.
2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





      Respondents
AC No. 624 of 2012

Present:
Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, for the Appellant. 


Shri Prabhcharan Singh, Supdt., Office of Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER

Appellant vide application dated 28.10.2011, addressed to the PIO, office of Principal Secretary to the Government of Punjab, Department of Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, sought the information on the following two points:- 
I).
Please provide me the certified copy of the complete file concerning the re-appointment of the Panchayat Secretaries (who had been appointed earlier under the regime of Sh.Nirmal Singh Kahlon, former Minister, Department of Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab).  In this regard also provide certified copy of all the information on record including the noting, statements, orders, inquiry reports, opinions & advices, reports etc. related to the matter.
II).
Have the services of these Panchayat Secretaries been regularized  again? If yes, please provide me the certified copy of the complete file concerning the regularization of the services of the Panchayat Secretaries (who had been appointed earlier under the regime of Sh.Nirmal Singh Kahlon, former Minister, Department of Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab).  In this regard also provide certified copy of all the information on record including file notings, statements, orders, inquiry reports, opinions & advices, reports etc. related to the matter.

After receipt of the said RTI application, the Deputy Director (Establishment Branch), office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali had written to the appellant vide letter No.655 dated 16.12.2011 that since the information sought by the appellant runs into 1000 pages, he is requested to deposit Rs.2000/- as an additional fee/ processing charges @Rs.2/- per page for seeking the requisite information under the RTI Act, 2005.  The appellant also filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 23.12.2011, wherein he has written that since the PIO, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, has demanded an amount of Rs.2,000/- for the supply of information after a period of 50 days and as mandated under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005, if no information is supplied to the Appellant on his original RTI application within a period of 30 days, during which no additional fee was demanded, then the information has to be supplied free of cost.  Failing to get the appropriate response either from the PIO or First Appellate Authority, office of Director Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, he filed second appeal with the Commission, received in it on 2.5.2012, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day, i.e. 28.6.2012.

Parties have been heard.  Shri Prabhcharan Singh, Supdt., Office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab states that he has no objection in providing the complete information sought by the Appellant vide his RTI Application dated 28.10.2011 in case the additional fee/processing charges demanded by the Deputy Director (Establishment Branch), office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali, vide letter dated 16.12.2011 and letter dated 8.2.2012 are deposited by the appellant.  At this, Shri Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate, for the Appellant stated that since their RTI application is dated 28.10.2011, additional fee amounting to Rs.2000/- demanded after a lapse of 50 days is contrary to the provisions of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005, as the information had to be provided within a period of 30 days as per the provision of Section 7(1) of the Act, ibid, when no additional fee was asked for.  

I have perused the office record file of the department of Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, carried by the Superintendent Establishment, Shri Prabhcharan Singh, and observed that the RTI application filed by the Appellant on 28.10.2011 was received by the PA/DRDP at Sr.No.7438 on 2.11.2011, and in this way, neither any information was provided nor any additional fee was demanded within thirty days.  As per the provisions of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005, if no information is provided within a period of 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of RTI Act, 2005, the same is to be provided free of cost. Since Department of Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab did not file any objections and is willing to provide RTI information. Hence, in view of facts mentioned above, PIO, office of Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali, is directed to provide the RTI information sought by the appellant, to him free of cost, duly attested, within a period of ten days by registered post.  

To come up on 14.8.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

Copy to:-

i)
 *-++Public Information Officer,

 O/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62, 


SAS Nagar, Mohali,  


- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Udai Pal Panch,

S/o Shri Kanshi Ram

R/o Vill: Rhurianwali,

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt: Fazilka.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Abohar

Distt: Fazilka.

First Appellate Authority,

Block Development &

Panchayat Officer,

Abohar

Distt: Fazilka.










       Respondents

AC -  633 of 2012

Present:
Shri Udai Pal Panch, Appellant, in person.

Sh.Guljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Rhurianwali on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Shri Udai Pal Panch vide RTI application dated 24.1.2012, addressed to BDPO, Abohar, District Fazilka, sought information on four points relating to the grants received and utilized for development purposes in Village Rhurianwali, Block Abohar, District Fazilka, between the period May 2008 to December, 2011.  He also filed first appeal to the FAA, O/o BDPO, Abohar vide letter dated 2.3.12 and preferred second appeal with the Commission, received in it on 2.5.2012, and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day i.e. 28.6.2012.  


Sh.Guljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Rhurianwali appearing on behalf of the Respondents, states that complete RTI information has been sent to the appellant under registered cover on 20.3.2012.  The appellant states that the information supplied is neither legible, nor it is attested.


Sh.Guljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Rhurianwali, Block Abohar, District Fazilka is directed to supply correct, duly typed authenticated information as per the RTI application of the Appellant within a period of ten days under registered cover.  He is further directed to attend the next date of hearing, in person and bring one set of the information supplied to the Appellant for record of the Commission.


Adjourned to 04.09.2012 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


 

Copy to:-

i)
Sh.Guljit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, 


Gram Panchayat, Rhurianwali, 


Block Abohar, 


District Fazilka    


- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

V.P.O. Bondli, Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

Director Food Supplies &

Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Chandigarh.










 Respondents

AC No. 643 of 2012

Present:
Shri Jaswinder Singh, Appellant, in person.


None for the Respondents.

ORDER

Appellant Shri Jaswinder Singh, vide RTI application dated 3.9.2011 addressed to the PIO, O/o Director, Food Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh, sought the following information on two points:

 I).
Photocopy of seniority list of Junior Auditor working in Deptt. of Food Civil Supplies Punjab.

II).
Supply of information regarding action taken on Amla 2422 dated 1.12.2010 & Amla 1590 dt. 25.8.11 by the Director & Deptt.

III).
Supply photocopy of speaking order by Director in both above mentioned.


Failing to get the timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the FAA vide his letter dated 30.11.2011 and thereafter preferred second appeal with the Commission, received in it on 2.5.2012, and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day, i.e. 28.6.2012.


Sh.Jaswinder Singh, Appellant states that he has been provided the information by the PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Food & Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs department, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter No.1083 dated 21.6.2012, but the same is incomplete and no information on point no.2 has been provided to him as yet.  


As per the provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, after the receipt of RTI application under Section-6 of the RTI Act, 2005, the information has to be provided by the Public Information Officer within a period of 30 days.  The PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, Department of Food & Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh is, therefore, afforded last opportunity to provide the complete, correct, duly authenticated information as per the RTI Application of the Appellant dated 3.9.2011, free of cost within a period of ten days by registered post, failing which the penalty provisions contained in Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 would be invoked against him/Public Authority.  An officer not below the level of APIO be deputed to attend the hearing on next date as none attended the Commission today.


Adjourned to 21.8.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 





Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

            Copy to:-

PIO-cum-Joint Secretary, 

Department of Food & Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Punjab, Chandigarh.

- for compliance.       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harmanjit Singh Deol,

#13/89 Guru Angad Nagar,

Sohian Road, Sangrur-148001.





Appellant 



















Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o DFSC, Sangrur.










First Appellate Authority,

DFSC, Sangrur.
 






Respondent

AC - 644/2012

Present:
Shri Harmanjit Singh Deol, Appellant, in person.

Shri Ashu Goyal, Inspector, Inspector, O/o DFSC, Sangrur - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Appellant vide RTI application 14.2.2012 addressed to District Food & Supplies Controller, Sangrur, sought the photocopies of the documents attached by Sh.Bhupinder Singh S/o Late S.Labh Singh, resident of Village-Kamomajra Khurd, Tehsil &  District Sangrur, at the time of seeking the ration card.  Failing to get the requisite information within a period of 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the FAA-cum-DFSC, Sangrur on 29.3.2012 and second appeal was filed with the Commission, received in it on 2.5.2012, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for to-day, i.e. 28.6.2012.  


During hearing today, the appellant Shri Harmanjit Singh Deol has given in writing that he has received complete information in this case and is satisfied with the supplied information.


In view of the submission made by the appellant, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishana Devi,

W/o Hari Chand,

# H.No-4 Ward No-4

Kurali, SAS Nagar.







Complainant



















Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Health & Family Welfare

Punjab Chandigarh.







Respondent










 
CC - 2765/2012

Present:
Sh. K.C.Sood for the complainant.


S/Sh. Davinderpal Singh, Superintendent, Health-I & II Branch, Department of Health & Family Welfare, Punjab; Sanjeev Kumar, Sr.Asstt., O/o Secretary (Health), Department of Health & Family Welfare, Punjab; Dr.Parshotam Goel, Civil Surgeon Patiala along with Ms. Rajni Sharma, Sr.Assistant, O/o Civil Surgeon, Patiala - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 15.5.2012, Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Punjab was directed to ensure the compliance of the Commission’s order dated 18.01.2011 and the case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.


During hearing today, it is observed that a communication vide letter No. 2254 dated 30.5.2012 has been received from the Superintendent, Health-I Branch, O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Health & Family Welfare, wherein it has been mentioned that Shri Gopal Dass, Superintendent, upon whom penalty of Rs.2500/- was imposed by the said order of the Commission, has deposited this amount in cash in the Secretariat Branch and photocopy of the receipt of deposit of penalty amount has been enclosed with the communication as proof.


Similarly, in a letter No.2257 dated 30.5.2012 again received from the Superintendent, Health-I Branch, O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Health & Family Welfare, it has been mentioned that Sh.Ajit Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Punjab, upon whom penalty was imposed  vide Commission’s order dated 18.01.2012 under the provisions of RTI Act 2005, has deposited penalty amount of Rs.1000/- in cash with the Superintendent, Cash Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat, and photocopy of the receipt of the same has been attached as a proof.


Since the order dated 18.01.2011 of the Commission stands complied with, the case is disposed of and closed.

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hakikat Singh,

S/o Sh. Hazara Singh,

#8 Gali No-1, Vilage-Mohalli,

Teh & District SAS Nagar. 






Complainant



















Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Mining Officer, Dept. of Industries,

Punjab SAS Nagar.






Respondent










 
CC - 3816/2012

Present:
Shri Hakikat Singh, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Bahadur Singh, JA, O/o Mining Officer, Department of Industries, Mohali - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 14.6.2012, Sh.Vishav Bandhu, GM-cum-Mining Officer, Department of Industries, SAS Nagar, had stated that he has taken over as such on 9.4.2012, so till date he could not call the complainant and afford hearing to him for providing the RTI information to his satisfaction.  In view of this submission made by the PIO-cum-Mining Officer, Department of Industries, Mohali, the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


The complainant states that the correct RTI information has not been supplied to him till date.  Sh.Vishav Bandhu, PIO-cum-Mining Officer, Department of Industries, SAS Nagar, Mohali, is therefore directed to ensure to supply complete, correct, duly authenticated information sought by the Complainant, to him, within a period of ten days.  He is further directed to supply the names of all the Mining Officers and their duration, who have served as such, for the period onwards when the RTI application was filed by the Complainant.  He is further directed to be present personally on next date of hearing so that supplied information could be discussed in his presence with the complainant. 


Adjourned to 14.8.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 28. 06. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

Copy to:
Sh.Vishav Bandu,

Mining Officer,

Department of Industries,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)

- for compliance. 
