STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 665 of 2013
Sh. Mohan Lal 

R/o H. No.150, Street No.1-A/13, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, Pani Tanki Road, 

Gurbax Colony, Patiala. (98145-30220)


PIN -147001







……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director Technical Education 

& Industrial Training Department, Punjab, 

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Deputy Director Technical Education & 

Industrial Training Department, Punjab, 

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.




…..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Mohan Lal appellant in person.

For the Respondent: Sh. Rashpal Singh Junior Assistant office of Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Department, Punjab (8872330111)
ORDER
1.
The appellant states that though he has received the information comprising of 62 pages vide letter no. 654 dated 17.04.2013 but there is minor deficiency which has been brought to the notice of the respondent and requests that the PIO be directed to removed that deficiency.  

2.
Sh. Rashpal Singh Junior Assistant office of Director Technical Education & Industrial Training Department, Punjab states that the reply to the Notice of the Commission has already been sent vide memo no. IT/RTI Act /2005/Mohan Lal/672 dated 22.04.2013. He further submits that an adjournment may be granted and that the pointed out deficiency shall be removed within 15 days.

Cont….p-2
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3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent, an adjournment is granted. The matter to come up for further hearing on 04.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/- 
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 672 of 2013
Date of decision: 29.04.2013
Sh. Om Parkash Sharma


President Public Welfare Society, 

Phool Town, Distt. Bathinda. 




……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,  Food Supply and Consumer Affairs, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Principal Secretary, Food Supply and Consumer Affairs, 

Punjab, Chandigarh.




…..……………Respondent
Present:
None present. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant vide his application dated 12.12.2012 has sought information on 11 points from the PIO office of Principal Secretary, Food Supply and Consumer Affairs, Punjab. On not getting the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 15.03.2013. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission.

3.
The appellant in the instant case is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from him at diary no.9497 dated 22.04.2013 stating that the complete information has been received from the respondent PIO and he is satisfied with the same. In the end he further requests that no action against the PIO may be taken.   












Cont…p-2

Appeal Case No. 672 of 2013
4.
After going through the record available on file it emerges that the complete requisite information on 11 points has been provided by PIO office of District Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Bathinda to the appellant vide memo no. Distribution/2013-2915 dated 21.03.2013 by registered post. The appellant is satisfied with the information provided to him. No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of. 
5.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 674 of 2013
Sh. Gurbax Singh S/o Late Tarlok Singh 

R/o Sunam Road, Biggarwal, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur. (94634-65956)




……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o D.M. Punjab Food Grain Corporation, Sangrur.

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o M.D. Punjab Food Grain Corporation, 

Chandigarh. 






…..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Gurbax Singh appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Smt.  Santosh Sharma Executive –II, office of Punjab Food Grain Corporation, Sangrur.

ORDER
1.
The appellant is present in the Commission and states that information on point no.3 of his RTI application dated 16.11.2012 has already been provided to him vide letter no. PAFCM/13/1871-72 dated 09/12 January 2013. He further states that information on point no.2 is provided to him in the Commission itself today vide letter no. PAFCM/13/219 dated 28.04.2013. In the end, he requests that PIO may be directed to provide the remaining information on point no.1 immediately. 

2.
Smt.  Santosh Sharma Executive –II, office of Punjab Food Grain Corporation, Sangrur states that the information on point no.2 & 3 has been provided to the appellant. She further states that an adjournment may be granted to provide the remaining information on point no.1 as the whole staff is busy in the procurement process.  

3.
Accepting the plea of the respondent, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 04.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Cases No. 677, 678, 679, 680, 681, 682, 683 and 684 of 2013 

Date of decision: 29.04.2013

Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan, 

R/o H.No. 78/8, Parak Road,

New Mandi, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.

(98722-20039)






……………….Appellant 
Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab, 

General Administrative, Coordination Branch, 

Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellant Authority, 

O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab, 

General Administrative, Coordination Branch, 

Chandigarh. 






…..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Prem Kumar Rattan  appellant in person. 

For the respondent: Sh. Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab, General Administrative, Coordination Branch, Chandigarh. 

ORDER

1.
Vide his applications dated 05.09.2012 and 28.09.2012 addressed to Chief Secretary Punjab  the information seeker has sought information from various departments of Punjab Government regarding Ex-India leave stating that a person cannot live abroad more than 6 months in general. Citing the Punjab Civil Services Rule he further mentions that no Government employee can seek immigration of other country. He also mentions the Government circular no.6/21/2001-6P.P. 3/5108 dated 08.05.2002 whereby there is provision for extraordinary leave of five years to Government employee for the purpose of self employment. The appellant seeks 

Cont….p-2

Appeal Cases No. 677, 678, 679, 680, 681, 682, 683 and 684 of 2013 

information regarding the status of those employees who have stayed abroad for more than six months and also seeks information on status of their visa and income tax returns. He further seeks information regarding action taken against such employees by the concerned departments. On not getting the information he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority in the office of Secretary to Government of Punjab, General Administration Department and then second appeal in the Commission on 15.03.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission. 

3.
The appellant states that he has sought information from various departments through the office of Chief Secretary because all the departments function under the control of Chief Secretary. He further states that the requisite information from the office of Chief Secretary has not been provided by the PIO. He has not been able to get the information even in first appeal filed with the First Appellate Authority in the office of Secretary to Government of Punjab, General Administrative, Coordination Branch. The appellant points out that his grouse is that the Cooperative Department has dismissed him from the service whereas more than 3000 employees of the Punjab government in the similar situation have been differently dealt with and many of them have been granted pension and other retirement benefits. He further points out that he is seeking the relief through judicial remedy and his appeal is pending in the Hon’ble Supreme Court for adjudication. In the end, he requests that the respondent PIO be directed to immediately provide the complete information after getting it from the concerned departments. 

Cont…p-3

Appeal Cases No. 677, 678, 679, 680, 681, 682, 683 and 684 of 2013 

4.
Sh. Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant -cum-APIO O/o Secretary to Government of Punjab, General Administrative, Coordination Branch, Chandigarh states that the reply to the appellant has already been given vide memo no.7/414/2012-GC(4)/15358 dated 18.10.2012 by registered post. He further submits that there were 27 applications in all addressed to the Chief Secretary whereby the information has been sought from different departments. The appellant has been intimated vide the above said letter referring to Government of India Letter No. 10/2/2008-IR dated 12.06.2008 that in case of RTI applications received by a public authority regarding information concerning other public authority/authorities the same are to be transferred under sub section (3) of Section 6 of the Act to concerned public authority. As such all the applications of the appellant were transferred to the concerned departments vide IDL No.  7/476/2012-GC(4)/16204 dated 13.12.2012 and the appellant was duly intimated to make correspondence in future with the concerned department. In the end, the respondent submits that since the information is not available on record of the PIO and the information pertains to other public authorities the instant appeals may be closed and disposed of.  

5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that the appellant had sought information pertaining to the different departments through the office of Chief Secretary, Punjab. The contention of the answering PIO is correct that the appellant should have sought information from concerned public authority. The plain reading of the office memorandum issued by Government of India vide Letter No. 10/2/2008-IR dated 12.06.2008 removes the smoke 

Cont….p-4

Appeal Cases No. 677, 678, 679, 680, 681, 682, 683 and 684 of 2013 

from the screen. The respondent PIO has rightfully transferred the applications of the appellant under the enabling provision in sub- section (3) of Section 6 of the RTI Act. In fact the office of Secretary to Government of Punjab, General Administrative, Coordination Branch is not bound to provide the requisite information because it is not available on record with the PIO and other public authorities are custodian of the record instead. Nevertheless, the appellant is at liberty to seek the information from the concerned pubic authority on whose record the requisite information is available, if he so desires, either by following up the cases transferred under Section 6 (3) or after applying through fresh RTI application under Section 6(1) to the concerned public authority separately. The appellant shall be also at liberty to file Second Appeal against concerned public authority, if need be and if he so desires. In view of above, all the appeals are closed and disposed of.   

6.
All these appeals are decided by the single order and copy of the order be placed on each file of Appeal Case No. 677, 678, 679, 680, 681, 682, 683 and 684 of 2013. 

7.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 



Sd/-


Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1193 of 2013
Date of decision: 29.04.2013

Sh. Tarsem Jindal (Neeli Chattri Wala)

S/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, R/o Kothi No.306,

Aastha Enclave, Barnala, Tehsil & Distt.

Barnala. PIN-148101




……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Sangrur. 







…..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant. 
For the respondent: Smt. Neeru Bala, EO, Improvement Trust, Sangrur 

ORDER
1. The complainant vide his application dated 04.02.2013 has sought information regarding a fake handicapped certificate issued to Baljit Kumar Kansal working at present in Improvement Trust Rajpura from the PIO office of Executive Officer Improvement Trust Sangrur. On not getting the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 15.03.2013
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant in the instant case is not present in the Commission at today’s hearing. However, a letter has been received from him at diary no.8678 dated 12.04.2013 stating therein that the complete information has been received from the respondent PIO and he cannot attend the hearing on account of his old age and being patient of sugar. 
Cont…p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1193 of 2013
4.
Smt. Neeru Bala, PIO-cum- Executive Officer Improvement Trust, Sangrur is present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide memo no. 4/287 dated 13.03.2013 by registered post. She further states that now no more information remains pending with the PIO. In the end she requests that the case may be closed and disposed of. 
5.
 After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file, it is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the PIO to the complainant vide letter no.361 dated 06.03.2013 by registered post and the letter received in the Commission at diary no. 5596 dated 12.03.2013 from the latter indicates that he has received the requisite information on 07.03.2013. It is further observed that now no more action is required in this case and as such, the instant complainant case is closed and disposed of. 

 6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1234 of 2013 
Sh. Parshant Goyal, 

R/o H. No. 206, Grain Market, 

Raman-151301





……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner, 

Punjab, Sector 17-E., 

Chandigarh. 







…..……………Respondent
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant.  

For the respondent: Smt. Naresh Bedi, Senior Assistant and Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Senior Assistant office of Labour Commissioner, Punjab. 

ORDER
1.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. No intimation has been received from him about reason of absence. 

2.
Smt. Naresh Bedi, Senior Assistant and Sh. Kanwaljit Singh Senior Assistant office of Labour Commissioner, Punjab are present in the Commission. They state that the complainant has already been written vide letter no. Estb.-1/2012/11894 dated 21.05.2012 and again vide letter no. Estb.-1/2013/6168 dated 03.04.2013 to deposit assessed fee of Rs.46 and postage charges so that information could be provided to the information seeker. They further submit that till date the complainant has not deposited the assessed fee nor he has replied to either of the above mentioned letters. In the end, they submit that the information can be provided only after the assessed fee along with postage charges are deposited by the information seeker with the PIO. 












Cont…..p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1234 of 2013
3.
Last opportunity is given to the complainant to pursue his case in the Commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is not interested to seeking the information. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 04.06.2013 at 2:00 P.M.
4.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO.1249 of 2013
Date of Decision: 29.04.2013
Sh. Jasbir Singh S/o Sh. Harbans Singh 

R/o Village Jalalkhera, Tehsil & Distt. 

Patiala. (98153-97246)




……………………….Complainant 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Patiala.





…..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk office of Tehsildar Patiala. 

ORDER
1. The complainant has sought information vide his application dated 12.02.2013 from the PIO office of Tehsildar Patiala regarding identity cards of three Lumberdars. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 19.03.2013. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission 
3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However a fax has been received at diary no.9097 dated 16.04.2013 in the Commission stating that he has received the information from Tehsildar Patiala and he requests that the case may be disposed of. 

4.
Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk office of Tehsildar Patiala submits reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. She further states that the requisite information has been sent by registered post to the complainant vide letter no. 1583/Information Clerk dated 22.03.2013 comprising of 3 pages. In the end, she submits that since the complete information has been provided to the complainant the instant case may be disposed of. 
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COMPLAINT CASE NO.1249 of 2013
5.
After hearing the respondent and going through the record available on file it is observed that the requisite information has been received by the complainant who has intimated accordingly vide his letter dated 16.04.2013 addressed to the Commission. No further action is required in this case which is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1250 of 2013
Sh. Jasbir Singh S/o Sh. Harbans Singh 

R/o Village Jalalkhera, Tehsil & Distt. 

Patiala. (98153-97246)




……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar, Patiala.





…..……………Respondent
Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk office of Tehsildar Patiala. 
ORDER
1.
The complainant has sought information vide his application dated 12.02.2013 from the PIO office of Tehsildar Patiala regarding affidavit no.77484 dated 17.02.2012 of Sh. Manohar Lal S/o Sh. Vijay Singh resident of Rauni in district Patiala. On not getting the information he filed complaint in the Commission on 19.03.2013. 
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 29.04.2013 in the Commission. 
3.
The complainant is not present at today’s hearing. However a fax has been received at diary no. 8833 dated 12.04.2013 in the Commission stating  that the information has not been provided to him and seeks an adjournment on account of domestic work. 

4.
Smt. Daljit Kaur, Clerk office of Tehsildar Patiala submits reply to the Notice of the Commission which is taken on record. She states that the requisite information has been sent by registered post to the complainant vide letter no.1531/Information Clerk dated 28.02.2013 stating that the information sought relates to Suvida Center Mini Secretariat Patiala. In the end, she submits that since the requisite information has been provided to the complainant the instant case may be disposed of. 












Cont…p2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 1250 of 2013
5.
Last opportunity is provided to the complainant to follow up his case in the commission failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information provided to him by registered post by the concerned PIO vide letter no. 1583/ Information Clerk dated 22.03.2013. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 14.05.2013 at 2:00 P.M.
6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 29.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner
