STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB]
S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma

VPO Naushera,

Majitha Road,

Distt. Amritsar-143001.





    …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,






o/o District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur.

2. FAA-District Manager,

PUNSUP,

Ferozepur







 …Respondents





AC No. 101 of 2012

Order

Present:-
Appellant Sh. Sukhdev Raj Sharma in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Jagat Singh, Auditor-cum-PIO.


Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 22.01.2011 addressed to the District Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur  sought information on five points for the period 1999-2005 relating to his own service matter.  Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-District Manager, PUNSUP, Ferozepur vide letter dated 29.10.2011.


It is also observed that the-then PIO directed the present PIO Sh. Jagat Singh vide letter dated 27.04.2011 to provide the requisite information to the appellant within two days.   Failing to get any information, the appellant filed the second appeal before the Commission vide his letter dated 16.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing to both the parties was issued for today. 


We have heard both the parties and have perused the case file.  It is; observed that neither the information has been denied nor provided, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 by the present PIO Sh. Jagat Singh, Auditor, Circle Officer, PUNSUP, Ferozepur despite lapse of over one year.


Sh. Jagat Singh, Auditor-cum-PIO is, therefore, directed to provide the information to the appellant within a period of 15 days, failing which the provisions of Section 20(1), 20(2) and 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act will be invoked against him.  PIO is further directed to make written submissions for not deciding 
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the RTI application of the applicant till date, justifying each day’s delay and furnish an affidavit to this effect on the next date of hearing. 


Sh. Jagat Singh, Auditor-cum-PIO shall be present personally on the next date of hearing.


To come up for hearing on 06.06.2012.

                Sd/-                                                              Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kartar Singh

36, Hussainpura,

Gali No. 2,

Amritsar.





  

  …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,






o/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.
2. First Appellate Authority,

Deputy Director,

Local Govt.

Amritsar.







 …Respondents





AC No. 93 of 2012

Order

Present:-
None for the parties.


Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 30.06.2011 addressed to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar sought information pertaining to Building Completion file of SCO 69, City Centre, Amritsar.  Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Director, Local Govt. Amritsar vide letter dated 16.09.2011, who vide his letter dated 29.09.2011 addressed to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant within 7 days.


Failing to get any information, the appellant has preferred the present second appeal with the Commission vide letter dated 12.01.2012.


Today, neither the appellant nor the respondent is present.  However, a communication dated 07.03.2012 has been received from Sh. Kartar Singh seeking adjournment beyond 06.04.2012.  Similarly, a fax message has been received from the respondent expressing his inability to attend the hearing today due to a call for Punjab Bandh.
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PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar is directed to provide complete, duly authenticated information to the appellant within 15 days, free of cost, under registered cover and under the intimation of Commission.  PIO shall be present on the next date of hearing and shall explain in writing the reasons for delay in providing the information to the appellant.  


Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 06.06.2012 when both the parties are directed to appear and present their respective case.

            Sd/-                                                              Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Harjit Singh 

s/o Sh. Charan Singh,

R/o Jatiwal,

P.O. Panj Graiya,

Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana-141115





   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Machhiwara (Distt. Ludhiana).



               …Respondent

CC No. 144 of 2012

Order

Present:-
For the complainant: Sh. Vikas Mehsempuri, advocate.



None for the respondent.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 13.09.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-BDPO, Machhiwara, District Ludhiana sought information on 7 points relating to the BPL beneficiaries of village Jatiwal.   Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 03.01.2012, received in the Commission’s office on 13.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


A fax message has been received from the Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Jatiwal – Sh. Kewal Singh stating that he is unable to attend the hearing today because of a call for Punjab Bandh and therefore, some other date may be given. 


On the other hand, Sh. Vikas Mehsempuri, advocate, appearing on behalf of the complainant states that the complete requisite information, though provided, has not been authenticated by the respondent PIO.
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Therefore, BDPO, Machhiwara; and Sh. Kewal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Jatiwal are directed to provide the requisite information, complete in all respects to the complainant, duly authenticated within a period of 15 days, under registered cover.    A copy of the information supplied should also be sent to the Commission for its records.

 
To come up for hearing on 06.06.2012.

      Sd/-                                                                              Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

Copy to:
Block Development & Panchayat Officer,



Machhiwara (Distt. Ludhiana)



Sh. Kewal Singh,



Panchayat Secretary,



Gram Panchayat Jatiwal,



Block Machhiwara,



Tehsil Samrala,



Distt. Ludhiana.



For necessary compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurdeep Singh 

H. No. F-20/337, Near Baba Mir Shah &

Gurudwara Teg Bahadur Sahib,

Nehru Colony,

P.O. Khanna Nagar, Amritsar.




   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Jandiala Guru (Distt. Amritsar).



               …Respondent

CC No. 151 of 2012

Order

Present:-
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Supdt. 


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 12.09.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-BDPO, Jandiala Guru, District Amritsar sought information relating to medical reimbursement bill of Rs. 11,943/- of Smt.Daljeet Kaur, ETT Teacher and record of staff of ETT teachers in Block Jandiala Guru, for the period 01.01.2009 till date.   Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 03.01.2012, received in the Commission’s office on 12.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Complainant is not present today.  However, Sh. Sukhraj Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a written acknowledgment from the applicant-complainant on the letter dated 26.03.2012 regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

                   Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Rajni,

C/o Sh. Pawan Kumar

s/o Sh. Balak Ram,

Near Prince Modern School,

Railway Station,

Dina Nagar,

Gurdaspur-143531.






   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Gurdaspur.



             


  …Respondent

CC No. 165 of 2012

Order

Present:-
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Karnail Singh, Superintendent.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 01.12.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Gurdaspur sought information relating to recruitment of ETT teachers under the Handicapped category in District Gurdaspur.   Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 14.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Karnail Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the RTI application of the complainant was received in their office on 06.12.2011 and vide letter dated 19.12.2011, she was advised to deposit a sum of Rs. 10,624/- towards additional fee / document charges.  He further stated that neither the requisite fee has been deposited nor anything else heard from the complainant and instead, she filed a complaint with the Commission.  He also submitted that the information is ready with them but the same could not be 
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provided for non-deposit of the additional fee / document charges as demanded from her. 


Respondent-PIO is directed to bring complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the Commission on the next date of hearing when, after hearing the complainant who is not present today, a decision will be taken as to whether the same is required to be provided to her free of cost or on payment of the charges. 


Complainant is also directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing, failing which the decision will be taken in her absence.


To come up for hearing on 06.06.2012.

                   Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Rajni,

C/o Sh. Pawan Kumar

s/o Sh. Balak Ram,

Near Prince Modern School,

Railway Station,

Dina Nagar,

Gurdaspur-143531.






   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o Chief Executive Officer,

Zila Parishad,

Gurdaspur.



             


  …Respondent

CC No. 201 of 2012

Order

Present:-
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Karnail Singh, Superintendent.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 01.12.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Gurdaspur sought information relating to recruitment of ETT teachers in District Gurdaspur.   Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 14.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Karnail Singh, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the RTI application of the complainant was received in their office on 06.12.2011 and vide letter dated 19.12.2011, she was advised to deposit a sum of approx. Rs. 12,000/- towards additional fee / document charges.  He further stated that neither the requisite fee has been deposited nor anything else heard from the complainant and instead, she filed a complaint with the Commission.  He also submitted that the information is ready with them but the same could not 
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be provided for non-deposit of the additional fee / document charges as demanded from her. 


Respondent-PIO is directed to bring complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the Commission on the next date of hearing when, after hearing the complainant who is not present today, a decision will be taken as to whether the same is required to be provided to her free of cost or on payment of the charges. 


Complainant is also directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing, failing which the decision will be taken in her absence.


To come up for hearing on 06.06.2012.

                   Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. A.K. Jaiswal,

Journalist,

246/27, New Kundanpuri,

Civil  Lines,

Ludhiana.







   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority,

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC No. 181 of 2012

Order

Present:-
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Ravinder Kumar, APIO, O/o GLADA, Ludhiana; and Sher Singh, Superintendent, PUDA,  Mohali.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 25.11.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA), Ludhiana sought information on 11 points, mostly relating to Sh. Jeet Ram, Estate Officer.   Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 11.01.2012, received in the office of Commission on 16.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


We have perused the case file and have heard S/Sh. Ravinder Kumar, APIO, O/o GLADA, Ludhiana; and Sher Singh, Superintendent, PUDA,  Mohali, present on behalf of the respondent.


A fax message has been received from the complainant stating therein that due to a call for Punjab Bandh today, he is unable to attend the hearing.   He has also stated that incomplete and very little information has been provided to him till date and therefore, the same may be got made available to him from the respondent PIO.


Sh. Sher Singh, Supdt. Appearing on behalf of PUDA, Mohali delivers copies of two letters bearing No. 31765 dated 27.12.2011; and No. 2285 dated 
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10.02.2012 vide which information on all points has been sent to the complainant, except for the details of deduction of income-tax made from the salary of Sh. Jeet Ram, the Estate Officer.


Since the complainant is not present today, provided information could not be shared with him.  PIO, office of Chief Administrator, PUDA,  Mohali; and PIO, office of GLADA, Ludhiana are once again directed to ensure that complete, correct and duly authenticated information is once again sent to the complainant, within 15 d     ays.   Complainant is directed to file his observations to the PIO on the provided information. 


Complainant is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information and the matter will be decided accordingly, in his absence. 


To come up for hearing on 07.06.2012.

                   Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

Journalist,

Plot No. 40, village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.







   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o Senior Supdt. Of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, 

Ludhiana.






               …Respondent

CC No. 182 of 2012

Order

Present:-
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Inspector.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 08.10.2011 addressed to the PIO, sought information on the following two points: -

(i)
No. of JEs working with P.S.E.B. who were caught red handed by the Vigilance Department, Punjab while accepting bribe, for the period from 2002 to 2011 including their names and copies of the respective FIRs;

(ii)
Whether the court case against Sh. Sikandar Singh, JE, who was caught from Sub-Divisional Office, Focal Point, Ludhiana, is in progress or has the same been cancelled during investigations?

 
Failing to get any response within the period of 30 days as per Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 30.12.2011, received in the office of Commission on 16.01.2012; and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Complainant is not present today.  However, a fax message has been received from him expressing his inability to attend the hearing because of a call for Punjab Bandh.
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Sh. Karnail Singh, Inspector, appearing on behalf of respondent, delivers copy of a letter dated 21.03.2012 addressed to the Commission wherein it has been mentioned that information on point no. 2 has been sent to the complainant but information on point no. 1 cannot be provided in terms of the decision of the Central Information Commission in No. 236/1C(A)-2006 dated 11.09.2006 because the information sought is not specific.   However, a copy of the above said decision has not been annexed with the letter. 


We have perused the RTI application filed by the complainant and observe that so far as the number and names of the JEs working with Punjab State Electricity Board who were caught red handed by the Vigilance Department, Punjab while accepting bribe, for the period between 2002 to 2011 is concerned, this information is very clear and specific and hence the PIO is directed to provide this information to the complainant within a period of 15 days with a copy of the same to the Commission for its records.  
However, in our opinion, no public interest is involved in seeking copies of the FIRs registered and hence request of the complainant for this information is declined.


Complainant is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing for having his views on provided information, failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the information and the matter will be decided accordingly, in his absence. 


To come up for hearing on 07.06.2012.

                     Sd/-                                                         Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh, Journalist,

P.No. 4, Village: Bholapur,

PO: Sahibana, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana- 14441123.





            Complainant

Vs

. Public Information Officer,






o/o GLADA, Ludhiana.






  Respondent

CC No. 183 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of complainant.



Shri Ravinder Kumar, APIO, on behalf of respondent.

Order

 

The complainant vide an RTI application dated 22-07-2011 addressed to the PIO of office of GLADA, Ludhiana sought an information on six points relating   to the construction of flats by GLADA followed by reminders dated 22-09-2011 and 11-11-2011. He also filed a complaint with the Commission received in its office on 16-01-2012.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



A fax message has been received today from the complainant wherein he has mentioned that though he has been provided information by the GLADA on 26-03-2012 but the same is incomplete, therefore, I may be given an opportunity to represent my case on the next date of hearing. Shri Ravinder Kumar, APIO appearing on behalf of Estate Officer, GLADA states that the point-wise information has been sent on 12-03-2012 and again information running into 518 pages has been provided to the complainant which is complete in all respects. 
Contd…p/2
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-2-
Complainant is therefore directed to file his observations with reference to the provided information to the PIO within seven days and  the PIO of office of GLADA is directed to ensure that complete, correct duly attested information is provided to the complainant then, again. Complainant is also directed to be present, in person, on the next date of hearing, failing which the case would be closed in his absence, without affording opportunity. 


Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 07-06-2012 at 11.00 AM at Chandigarh.  

                    Sd/-                                                             Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jang Singh,

House No. 1317/2, Gali No..3,

Opp.Thakur Computer Centre,

Shimlapuri, Ludhiana- 141003.



            Complainant

Vs

. Public Information Officer,






o/o.District Education Officer (Elementary),

Ludhiana.





           
  Respondent

CC No. 193 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Jagdeep Singh on behalf of complainant.


Shri Sarbjeet Singh, Dy.DEO, on behalf of respondent.

Order

The complainant filed an RTI application dated 06-11-2011 addressed to the PIO of office of District Education Officer (Elementary) Ludhiana and sought his information on four points. Failing to get any response as mandated under the provisions of RTI Act, he filed a complaint with the commission which was received in its office on 17-01-2012. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Heard both the parties. We have observed that though the information has been provided by the PIO vide letter dated 29-02-2012, but the same is highly incomplete. Shri Sarbjeet Singh, PIO-cum- Deputy DEO is, therefore, directed  to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant within a period of 15 days under intimation to the 
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Commission. He shall be present on the next date of hearing with a copy of 

supplied information and shall also make a written statement explaining the reasons for delay in providing the information.


Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 13-06-2012 at 11.00 AM at Chandigarh.

                   Sd/-                                                            sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.B.Mehra,

House No. 1055, Sector-15,

Panchkula.



          



  Complainant

Vs

. Public Information Officer,






o/o. Punjab Small Industries & Export Corpn.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17B,

Chandigarh.







  Respondent



CC No. 3171  of 2011
Present:-
Shri R.B.Mehra, complainant, in person.
Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO, Shri Amrik Singh, APIO o/o PSIEC and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Inspector, Vigilance Bureau, Ludhiana, on behalf of respondent.
Order

 
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 14-02-2012, the PIO, Shri JS Randhawa-cum-GM, PSIEC was directed to supply the complete and correct, duly signed information within three weeks. Also the PIO of Vigilance Bureau, Ludhiana was directed to be present on the next date of hearing i.e. today.


Both the parties have been heard. A letter dated 27-03-2012 has been received from the APIO  o/o MD. PSIEC wherein it has been mentioned that the complainant had demanded the record pertaining to the vigilance inquiry conducted by the SSP, Vigilance Bureau, Ludhiana.  Now since his office has received the entire record back from the Vigilance Bureau on 19-03-2012, therefore, the complete set of photocopies of the required record has been sent to the complainant.


We observe that the supplied information is complete and correct, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.


.  

         Sd/-                                                                       Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal Garg s/o Sh. Pritam Chand Garg,

House No. 92, Gali No. 4,

Mubarak Colony, Sangrur-148001.



            Appellant
Vs

.
 Public Information Officer,






o/o.(i) Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Food & Supplies, Mini Sectt.,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.
(ii) FAA Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Food & Supplies, Mini Sectt.,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.








                             Respondent

AC No. 1320   of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of appellant.



Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

Order

On the last date of hearing on 24-01-2012 the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Food & Supplies was directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant under registered post within a period of three weeks. It was also made clear that if complete information is not supplied to the appellant, the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of RTI Act could be invoked against the PIO. Though the appellant is not present in person today, but it is observed that the information which has been provided to the appellant vide letter 14-03-2012  is complete so far as point No. 2 of the RTI application is concerned.  However, the provided
Contd…p/2
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 information on point No. 1 is vague and irrelevant. Strict view is, therefore, taken for casual approach adopted by the PIO, in providing correct information to the 
Appellant, by simply shedding  the responsibility to dealing officials.

Shri N.S.Brar, PCS, Additional Secretary, Food & Supplies is, therefore, directed to ensure to supply the correct information to the appellant duly authenticated within a period of two weeks. He is also directed to explain in writing the reasons for delay in supplying the correct information to the appellant despite repeated hearings, though RTI application is dated 03-09-2011. He will justify each day’s delay and shall also  provide name and tenure of PIOs who remained posted during this period.

Adjourned and fixed for hearing on 13-06-2012 at 11.00 AM at Chandigarh.
         Sd/-                                                                       Sd/-
(Narinderjit Singh)



            (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal Garg s/o Sh. Pritam Chand Garg,

House No. 92, Gali No. 4,

Mubarak Colony, Sangrur-148001.



            Appellant
Vs.
 Public Information Officer,






o/o.(i) Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Food & Supplies, Mini Sectt.,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.

(ii) FAA Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Food & Supplies, Mini Sectt.,

Sector-9, Chandigarh






  Respondent

AC No. 1321  of 2011
Present
None on behalf of appellant as well as respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 24-01-2012, PIO of office of Director, Food and Supplies Department was directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of three weeks by registered post. It was also made clear that if complete information is not supplied to the appellant, the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of RTI Act could be invoked against the PIO.

 The appellant is not present in person, and a telephonic message has been received from him saying that he is unable to attend the court due to Punjab Bandh and seeks adjournement stating that he has not yet been provided any information by the PIO.

Contd…p/2
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The PIO of office of DFS is, therefore, directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information within a period of two weeks by registered post under intimation to the Commission. PIO of office of Director, Food and Supplies shall explain in writing reasons for delay in supplying the information to appellant as per provisions of RTI Act, 2005, till now. He will also explain in writing as to why provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) not invoked against him/ public authority for willfully delaying and denying the information and loss and other determents suffered by the appellant, as RTI application stood transferred to him since 19-01-2012.
Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 13-06-2012 at 11.00 AM at Chandigarh. 

Sd/-                                                          Sd/-
(Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012


CC: Director Food and Supplies, Punjab, Jiwan Deep Building,


       Sector 17, Chandigarh for necessary compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amrit Lal Garg s/o Sh. Pritam Chand Garg,

House No. 92, Gali No. 4,

Mubarak Colony, Sangrur-148001.



            Appellant
Vs

.
 Public Information Officer,






o/o.(i) Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

          Amritsar.

(ii) Director, Food & Supplies Punjab,

Jiwan Deep Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







Respondent

AC No. 1322  of 2011
Present
None on behalf of appellant as well as respondent.

ORDER

None is present on behalf of both the parties i.e. the appellant and the respondent.  However, a telephonic message has been received in the commission office from the appellant, Shri Amrit Lal Garg, saying that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the supplied information. He further requests that the case may be closed.


Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
         Sd/-                                                         Sd/-

(Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)
State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karan Singh s/o Sh. Ajmer Singh,

# 1, Street No. 5, Jhill Road,

Guru Nanak Nagar, Tripari ,

Patiala.




           


 Complainant

Vs

. Public Information Officer,






o/o. Director General School Education,

Punjab, SCO No. 104, Sector 34,

Chandigarh.








  Respondent

CC No. 93 of 2012

Present:-
None on behalf of complainant.


Shri S.S.Hundal, on behalf of respondent.

Order

 
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 01-03-2012, on the mutual consent of both the parties, the complainant was allowed to inspect the record and respondent- PIO was directed to supply the copies of the record as identified by the complainant.


Shri Sukhpal Singh Hundal, appearing on behalf of respondent-PIO states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant as identified by him and produces a photocopy of the receipt on which the complainant has signed and stated that he has received the information.

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

.  

                 Sd/-                                                              Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri,

# B-1, SBS College of Engg. & Technology,

Ferozepur.






                  Appellant
Vs

. Public Information Officer,






o/o.(i) Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of

Engg. & Technoloy. Ferozepur.

(ii) FAA: Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Technical Education & Industrial Training,

Mini Sectt., Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








  Respondent

AC No. 1393  of 2011
Present:-
Shri Kulbhushan Agnihotri, appellant, in person.
Shri T.S.Sidhu, Principal-cum-First Appellate Authority, SBS College of Engg. & Technology,Shri Parminder Pal Singh, former-PIO, Shri Vishal Arora, PIO, Shri R.P.Singh, PIO, Shri Balwinder Singh, APIO o/o DTE and Shri Satinder Singh, and Sr.Asstt. o/o Principal Secy. Technical Education, on behaf of respondent.
Order

 
On the last date of hearing i.e. on13-03-2012, PIO of Shaheed Bhagat Singh College of Engineering & Technology, Ferozepur was directed to provide the complete and correct information to the appellant, duly attested, on all the four points within a period of two weeks. Both, Shri RP Singh, PIO and Shri TS Sidhu, Principal, SBS College of Engg. & Technology were directed to be present in person and to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act be not invoked against them for willfully delaying and denying the information.


Today, both the PIO, Shri RP Singh and Shri TS Sidhu, Principal are present and have submitted their written statement explaining  the reasons for the delay caused in supplying the complete information. 
Contd…p/2

AC No. 1393 of 2011


-2-

` It is observed that the complete information on point No. 1,2 and 3 has been supplied,  whereas partial information is supplied on point No. 4. 
PIO and First Appellate Authority are therefore, directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant. And if required  record may be got inspected to appellant as to identify  the relevant information required by him and same be supplied to his satisfaction. 
Thereafter,PIO and Principal, SBS College of Engineering and Technology, Ferozepur, shall also furnish  affidavits duly attested by Notary Public/ Magistrate on or before the next date of hearing to the effect that no more information, on point No. 4, is available as per office record and therefore no information on point no. 4 can be supplied  further.

Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 25-04-2012 at 11.00 AM at Chandigarh.

.             

                  Sd/-                                                            Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjinder Singh Kamboj,

Room No. 302-303, New Judicial Complex,

Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.





            Complainant

Vs

. Public Information Officer,






o/o.Director General of Police, Punjab,

Police Headquarters, Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








  Respondent

CC No.  99 of 2012

Present:-
Noon on behalf of appellant.


HC Parshotam Lal, on behalf of respondent.

Order

HC Parshotam Lal, appearing on behalf of respondent of office of Director General of Police, Punjab states that the complete information, in all respect, under registered post,  has already been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 828, dated 27-02-2012 and PIO has not further received any observations  on the supplied information from Complainant while this case was adjourned on last date of hearing for today for  knowing his views only. 
 since neither  the complainant is present nor any thing contrary has been heard from him till today, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

.  

                  Sd/-                                                            Sd/-           

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Singh s/o Sh. Nachhattar Singh,

R/O Lehal Kalan, Tehsil Lehra,

Distt. Sangrur.





                 Complainant

Vs

.
 Public Information Officer,






o/o.Principal,

Government Senior Secondary School,

Lehal Kalan, Dist. Sangrur.






  Respondent

CC No. 3771 of 2011
Present:-
None on behalf of complainant as well as respondent.

Order

 
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 21-02-2012,  PIO was directed to provide information on point No. 2,4 and 5 of the RTI application of the complainant dated 19-11-2011 within a period of seven days with a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for record. A letter dated 24-02-2012 under the signatures of Principal, Govt. Sr.Sec. School, Lehal Kalan has been received in the Commission office by which the information on point No. 2,4 and 5 has been supplied to the complainant.


Neither the complainant is present nor any thing has been heard from his side till today. We observe that the supplied information is complete and correct and the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
                  Sd/-                                                            Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 28.03.2012
