STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rattan Lal s/o Sh. Chiman Lal,

Rattan Medicos, Bareta,

Distt. Mansa- 151501.





--Complainant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Transport Officer,

Mansa- 151505.






--Respondent

CC No. 3432 of 2011

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Sahil Bagga, Clerk o/o D.T.O. Mansa on behalf of respondent.

Order



On the last hearing i.e. 16.3.2012 the PIO –cum- DTO Mansa Shri Devinder Singh, PCS  whio was present in person has stated that he could not supply the requisite information as he was recently posted as Sub Divisional Magistrate, Budhlada, due to Vidhan Sabha elections and was given an additional charge of DTO, Mansa. Therefore he sought one week’s time to provide complete information to the complainant. Hence the submission made by the PIO-cum- DTO Mansa was acceded  to and the  case   was adjourned to today for hearing. 



Shri Sahil Bagga, Clerk o/o DTO Mansa appearing on behalf of PIO delivers a copy of letter no. 3338 dated 2.5.2012, vide which the requisite information stands  supplied to the complainant. Neither the complainant is present nor anything has been heard from his side. As such as  the information now stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.    








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rachhpal Kalyan,

s/o Shri Nachhatar  Kalayan,

r/o L.I.G. 1138, Model Town, Phase-I,

Bathinda-151001                                                              
…Complainant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab,

S.C.O. No. 47-48, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh.                                                                      
 …Respondent

CC No. 299   of 2012
Present:

Shri Rachhpal Kalyan, complainant in person.

Shri Parvesh Kumar Assisttant o/o Labour Commissioner Punjab, appearing on behalf of respondent.

Order




The complainant vide an RTI application dated 8.11.11 addressed to the Public Information Officer –cum- Labour Commissioner, Punjab sought an information on 10 points relating to the inspection of Petrol Pumps carried out by the Labour department. On the receipt of said RTI application, the PIO o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab vide letter dated 28.11.2011 transferred it under section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 to all Assistant Labour Commissioners and Director of Factories, Punjab for supplying the said information to the complainant directly. As per the instructions of Govt. of India , Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of  Personnel & training New Delhi circular letter no.10/2/2008-IR dated   where more than one public authority is concerned for  supplying of said information the information seeker is supposed to directly approach the concerned PIO. Similarly Chief Information Commission, Punjab in judgment dated 28.1.2010, in complaint No. 05 of 2010  and in full Commission judgment in CC 2903 of 2011 dated 13.1.12, also decided that the appellant was required under law to approach the PIO of the concerned public authority which holds or controls the information.
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Since the information seeker in this case has sought the information which pertains to the entire state of Punjab and now this RTI application stands transferred to the concerned Public Authorities/PIO’s o/o Labour Commissioner, Punjab vide letter dated 28.11.2011. The complainant is therefore directed to approach those Public Authorities/PIOs for obtaining the requisite information.  Failing to obtain the same from the concerned Public Authorities, he has the remedy to file an appeal to the concerned Ist Appellate Authority under section 19(1) of the RTI Act 2005 and still not satisfied either with the supplied information or failing to get the requisite information, he shall be at liberty to approach the Commission in 2nd appeal under section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005. With these directions this complaint case is disposed of.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat  Pal Sharma,

# 3623, Street No. 1, Durgapuri,

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.





…Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

(Zone-D), 
Ludhiana.







 

First Appellate Authority,-cum-
Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.







...Respondents
AC - 1081/2011
Present:

Shri Sat Pal Sharma Complainant in person.




Shri Hartej Singh, Supdt. Licence Br., o/o M.C.Ludhiana,

Shri Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, M.C. Ludhiana

On behalf of the respondent PIO.

Order



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2010, addressed to the PIO o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana has sought information on 5 points. The case was last heard on 9.2.2012 when directions were given to Shri Hartej Singh, License Supdt. and Shri Raj Kumar Municipal Town Planner to remain present on the next date of hearing and to explain reasons for not supplying the complete and correct  information to the appellant.  




After hearing both the parties, it is observed that complete information on point no. 2, 3, 4 has been supplied to the appellant, whereas information on point no. 1 and 5 is co-related which of course has also been provided by Municipal Town Planner, Ludhiana, that the letter mentioned at sr. no. 1 of the RTI application was never received in his office. The perusal of Diary /dispatch register shows that the letter no. 8544 dated 20.8.2010 written by S.D.M. (West) Ludhiana has been sent to Teh Bajari Branch vide letter no. 314 dated 31.8.2010 .Shri Naveen Malhotra, Superintendent, Teh  Bajari Branch is therefore directed to supply the relevant 
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information mentioned at point no. 1 and 5 of the RTI application dated 19.10.2010 to  the appellant within a period of one week free of cost. 

Shri Ranjiv Kumar, presently posted Supdt. Licence Br.,(Zone-D)   Shri Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner and  Shri Naveen Malhotra, Supdt. Teh Bajari Br. o/o M.C. Ludhiana are directed to be present on the next date of hearing.

To come up on 15.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M for further hearing. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harish Chandra Rikhari,

s/o B.D.Rikhari, r/o H.No. 1211,

Sector 8-C, 

Chandigarh.                       



             ...Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Jalandhar.                                                      

 …Respondent

CC No. 315   of 2012
Present:

Shri Rohit Sud, Advocate Counsel for the complainant

Shri Harish Chandra.




Shri Parampal A. M.T.P, -cum- APIO o/o M.C.Jalandhar




for the respondent PIO.
Order
     


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 20.10.2011, addressed to the PIO o/o M.C. Jalandhar sought information on 3 points pertaining to the encroachment on various footpaths in the city. Failing to get any response within a period of thirty days as per section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 31.1.2012, and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

 A copy of letter no. MTP/58 dated 27.4.2012 addressed to the complainant has also been received in this office vide which requisite information has been provided to the complainant. Both the parties have been heard. It is observed that the information stands supplied to the complainant who has shown his satisfaction with the same. The case is therefore, disposed of and closed.


      Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswant Singh, s/o Shri Meja Singh,

Member Gram Panchayat, 
Bhangala,Tehsil Patti, 

Distt. Tarn Taran.

                       

   …Complainant

Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Regional Director,

Rural Development & Panchayats, 

Punjab, Jalandhar.                                                                 …Respondent

CC No. 321   of 2012
Present:
Shri Mangal Singh s/o Shri Kandhara Singh co-complainant present in person.


Ms. Jasvir Kaur Sr. Asstt. o/o Div. Dy. Director rural Dev. & Panchayats, Jalandhar on behalf of respondent PIO.  

Order




The complainant filed an RTI application dated 2.12.2011 addressed to Divisional Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Jalandhar for seeking an information on 14 points pertaining to the inspection of the Civil Works done in village Bhangala Tehsil Patti, District Tarn Taran by the S.D.O. Panchayati Raj Patti on 25.2.2011 , the report of which was sent by SDO Panchayati Raj Patti to the Divisional Deputy Director Rural Development & Panchayats Jalandhar vide letter No. 238, dated 8.11.11 with reference to their letter No. 1273 dated 11.8.2011. Failing to get timely response as per section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 1.2.2012, and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Both the parties have been heard. It is observed that after the receipt of said RTI application the Regional Deputy Director , Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Jalandhar directed the S.D.O. Panchayati Raj Patti and BDPO Valtoha to supply the information to the complainant directly.  Now a letter no. 1192 dated 30.4.2012 has been received in the Commission under the signatures of Divisional Deputy Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Jalandhar in which it has been mentioned that requisite 
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information has been supplied to the complainant by the S.D.O. Panchayati Raj Patti vide letter no. 108, dated 27.4.2012.


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









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmeet Singh s/o Shri Om Parkash,

R/o Goniana Road, Street No. 8,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                              …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Distt Transport Officer,

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                …Respondent

CC No. 326  of 2012
Present:
None on behalf of complainant.

Shri Neeraj Kumar Clerk o/o DTO Mukatsar Sahib on     behalf of Respondent PIO.


Order




The complainant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to the PIO –cum- DTO Fatehgarh Sahib has sought certain information pertaining to the fancy numbers PB-30H-0011 to  PB 30 H-0053. Failing to get any response as mandated under section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 1.2.2012, and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Shri Neeraj Kumar clerk o/o DTO Mukatsar Sahib appearing on behalf of respondent delivers a copy of letter no. 1755-54 dated  27.4.2012, addressed to the complainant vide which requisite information has been sent to him. He also delivers a copy of the letter under the signatures of the complainant wherein he has requested the commission for closing his case since he has got the requisite information. 

In view of this submission the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1178, Sector 14, 
Hissar.            
                                                                     …Appellant

Vs. 

State Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, 
Chandigarh.  

FAA o/o Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, 
Chandigarh.                                                                      …Respondents
AC No. 165   of 2012
Order
Present:
For the appellant: Sh. S.M. Bhanot.

For  the respondent: S/Sh. Jaswinder Singh, APIO, I.T. Dept.; Rakesh Kumar, Supdt.-PIO; Ramesh Kumar, Personnel Dept. PIO; and T.P. Singh, Sr. Asstt. Personnel Dept.


Applicant-appellant Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta, vide application dated 28.10.2011 addressed to the respondent PIO, sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005:  

(I)
What decisions have been taken by the office of Chief Secretary for effective implementation of the RTI Act?  Please provide me the certified copy of all such decisions taken since 01.01.2008.

(II)
Has the office of Chief Secretary issued any directions / circulars to the various departments related to publishing of proactive disclosure mandated under the RTI Act?  Please provide me copy of all such directions / circulars issued since 01.01.2008.

(III)
Please provide me the certified copy of the affidavit(s) submitted by the Chief Secretary in CWP 8209 of 2007 and the Contempt Petition related to this petition of the Punjab and Haryana High Court.

(IV)
Please provide me the certified copy of all the proceedings of the meetings of the Punjab Cabinet of Ministers held since 01.01.2008. 

(V)
Please provide me the certified copy of the policy of regularization of contractual, ad-hoc or other temporary employees framed by the Government of Punjab.

(VI)
Please provide me the certified copy of the file pertaining to the policy of regularization of employees containing the initiation of proposal, file noting, deliberations, opinions, final decision and all the other documents related to the policy. 

(VII)
Please provide me the certified copy of the notifications / ordinances / orders / policies issued by the State Government since February, 2010.  As per the RTI Act, these were required to be published online.  If all these have been published, provide me the name and link of the website, where this information is published.


Failing to get any response from the PIO as provided under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, Dr. Gupta filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority, on 09.12.2011.

Not satisfied with the information / communications dated 05.12.2011 and 10.01.2012 received from the respondent PIO, the instant Second Appeal has been filed before the Commission, on 31.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.  

Respondents handed over copies of a few documents towards the information sought, to Sh. S.M. Bhanot who sought time to study the same, and the same was granted.  Both the parties have been heard, provided information was also discussed even point-wise.  

 
Appellant is directed to file his observations / point-wise deficiencies, if any, on the point-wise provided information with the respondent-PIO, within a week’s time.  Respondent-PIO thereafter shall respond back to the appellant on that, by removing the deficiencies / discrepancies in the information.


Adjourned to 29.05.2012.





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sat Pal Manro,

# 223, B. No. 33, Peer Khana Road,

Near Tiwari Di Kothi, 
Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana-141401.

                       
…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Food & Supplies, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.                                                          …Respondent

CC No.  318 of 2012
Order
Present:
Complainant Sh. Sat Pal Manro in person.


For the respondent: Ms. Rimpy Sharma.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 25.11.2011 addressed to the respondent-PIO sought information on 5 points pertaining to the recruitment of Inspectors Grade II filled during session 2009-10 and 2010-11 (1289 posts + 330 vacant posts).


Failing to get the information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint before the Commission on 31.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Ms. Rimpy Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the requisite information had been provided to the complainant vide their letters No. 905 dated 16.12.2011 and No. 5 dated 02.02.2012.  However, the complainant states that the supplied information is incomplete.   Therefore, he is directed to file his observations / point out deficiencies in the information to the respondent PIO within a week.  Thereafter, the respondent-PIO Ms. Hargunjit Kaur, Joint Secretary (Food & Supplies), office of the Director, Food & Supplies, Punjab is directed to provide the deficient information and remove the discrepancies pointed out, if any, within one week, by registered post, free of cost, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 06.06.2012,









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Enclave,

Village: Nichi Mangli,

P.O.: Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.



…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

District Transport Officer, 

Bathinda.




 


…Respondent

CC - 3669/2011

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.


None for the respondent. 


In the earlier hearing dated 02.02.2012, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, DTO Bathinda stated that the information sought by the complainant is voluminous and the same cannot be provided.  He further stated that they had written a letter to the complainant to inspect the records on any working day, under the provisions of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 and identify the information required.


Today, no one is present on behalf of the respondent.  However, the complainant states that he had visited the office of respondent but no inspection was allowed and no information has been provided to him so far.

 
It is noted that when no information came to be provided to Sh. Gurbax Singh in response to his application dated 05.12.2011, he had an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act.

 In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Additional State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.    The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act, after hearing the complainant and the Distt. Transport Officer, Bathinda who are directed to appear before him on 28.05.2012.

 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO, if any, is complete, relevant and correct. 
 
Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 05.12.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.

With the above noted observations, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbax Singh, 

Premier Enclave,

Village: Nichi Mangli,

P.O.: Ramgarh, District: Ludhiana.



…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

District Transport Officer, 

Gurdaspur.




 


…Respondent

CC - 3247/2011

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Singh Randhawa, M.V.I. 

In the earlier hearing dated 09.02.2012, a telegram had been received from the complainant intimating that he was unable to attend the court as he was going to Nanded Sahib; and had requested for an adjournment, which was granted.


Today, Sh. Baldev Singh Randhawa, MVI, Gurdaspur, appearing on behalf of the respondent, states that complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has been provided.  Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh who is also present, endorses the statement of the respondent.


Since complete satisfactory information stands provided, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh,

S/o Shri Ajmer Singh,

R/o Village: Aandianwali,

P.O.: Reond Kalan,

Tehsil: Budhlada, District: Mansa.




…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Gram Panchayat, 

Aandianwali, P.O.: Reond Kalan,

Tehsil: Budhlada, District Mansa.



 
…Respondent

CC - 3685/2011

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary.


In the earlier hearing dated 02.02.2012, no one had appeared on behalf of the respondent and accordingly, Sh. Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Andianwali was directed to provide complete and correct information to the complainant within a period of three weeks.   He was further directed to appear personally in today’s hearing. 


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Lal Singh, Panchayat Secretary is present today and tenders an acknowledgment dated 26.04.2012 from the complainant Sh. Gurdeep Singh regarding receipt of complete, correct and satisfactory information and requesting the Commission to close the case.


The submissions made by the respondent-PIO have been perused and no part of the delay has been found to be intentional or deliberate.   Therefore, invocation of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against the respondent-PIO is not warranted.  Moreover, keeping in view the fact that complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant has been provided and he has also requested the Commission for closure of the matter, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Amravati,

Wd/o Late Shri Gurdarshan Lal,

39-F, Kitchlu Nagar, 

Ludhiana – 141001.






…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.




 


…Respondent

CC - 3107/2011

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Ravinder Sharma.


For the respondent: Sh. Gurmukh Singh clerk.


In the earlier hearing dated 09.02.2012, Sh. Harpreet Singh. Estate Officer had appeared on behalf of the respondent and had sought some more time to provide the pending information to the complainant, as he had only taken over on 01.02.2012.  He was accordingly, directed to provide the remaining information within a period of three weeks. 


Today, Sh. Gurmukh Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tenders copy of a letter No. 1368 dated 13.03.2012 addressed to the complainant whereby the deficient information has also been provided.


Sh. Ravinder Sharma, present on behalf of the complainant, expresses his satisfaction over the information provided.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilance Citizen Forum,

# 3344, Chet Singh Nagar, 

Ludhiana – 141003.






     …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






 
…Respondents

AC -1134/2011

Order

Present:
For the appellant:  Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur.


For the respondent: Sh. Dharam Singh, S.E.


In the earlier hearing dated 09.02.2012, Sh. Dharam Singh, S.E. appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted an affidavit duly attested by Executive Magistrate wherein it had been mentioned that information running into 296 pages and 342 pages had been supplied to the appellant twice.   He had also enclosed copy of a letter dated 03.02.2012 addressed to the SHO, Sarabha Nagar Police Station, Ludhiana for registration of an FIR as the missing file  was not traceable. 


Today, Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur has appeared on behalf of the appellant, however, without any authority letter in her favour.  


Sh. Dharam Singh, S.E. appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted a letter / reminder dated 19.04.2012 addressed to the SHO regarding registration of an FIR, as the missing file was not traceable.

I have perused all the documents available on file, fax message dated 2nd May, 2012 of the appellant and have also heard the respondent Sh. Dharam Singh, S.E. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and have observed that information available with the respondent PIO was provided to the appellant despite the same being quite voluminous and only information pertaining to missing file could not be supplied for which two letters were written by the respondent PIO to the S.H.O., Police Station, Sarabha Nagar and copy of DDR was given by SHO.  Accordingly, also an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate was filed by Sh. Dharam Singh, S.E. regarding the missing of a file. 


For the above reasons, it can be safely concluded that there was no intentional delay on the part of the PIO in any manner in providing the information; as such there are sufficient grounds to prove that invoking of any of the penal provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 against the PIO / Public Authority are not called for.


With these facts, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd’/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal, 

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.           
                                                             …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o. District Transport Officer,

Moga. 

FAA o/o State Transport Commissioner,,

Punjab, Jeewandeep Building, 

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.                                                                          …Respondents

AC No. 159   of 2012

Order

Present:
Sh.Jasbir Singh appellant in person.



None appeared on behalf of the respondents.



The appellant vide  an RTI application dated 06.04.2009 addressed to  the PIO-cum-District Transport Officer, Moga had sought certain information. Failing to get any response, he filed a first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Chandigarh and then a second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 31.01.2012.



Sh. Kulbir Singh, SIC, in his order dated 1.11.2011 passed in AC No.909 of 2011 observed that the First Appellate Authority has acted as only a post office by sending a letter to the respondent PIO/public authority asking him to provide the requisite information.  



In the circumstances, SIC remanded the case to the FAA with the directions to decide the matter in accordance with relevant provisions of the RTI Act after giving all concerned an opportunity of being heard.



On perusal of the case file, it is observed that despite the order dated 1.11.2011 of the Commission; no action has been taken by First Appellate Authority o/o State Transport Commissioner Punjab, resulting in Second Appeal before the Commission. It is further pointed out that PIO-cum-DTO has also not provided any information till date.



The Commission cannot take a lenient view of the matter as it will constitute infinite, which, in the opinion of the Commission, could not have been the intent of the RTI legislation.



Taking the matter in its entirety, this appeal is once again remanded to the First Appellate Authority, o/o State Transport Commissioner Punjab, Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17A, Chandigarh. Both the parties i.e. the appellant and the D.T.O.Moga are directed to appear before the FAA on 15.05.2012 at 11.00 A.M. The FAA is directed to afford a thoughtful and considerate hearing to both the parties and ensure that the requisite information is provided to the applicant-appellant latest within a period of 30 days from the said  date, i.e. 15.05.2012 at all costs. If need be, the proceedings may be conducted on day-to-day basis to achieve this goal.



It is made clear that non-compliance of the directions of the Commission shall entail initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the First Appellate Authority as well as the PIO concerned and even the provisions of section 20 (1)  (2) and Section 19 (8)(b) of the RTI Act 2005 shall also be invoked against the erring official/officer, if warranted, without affording any further opportunity of adducing any defence. First Appellate Authority is also directed to fix the responsibility of the erring PIO-cum-DTO for not supplying the information in time.



Aggrieved by the order thus passed by the First Appellate Authority, if any, the Appellant, shall be at liberty to approach the Commission by filing a Second Appeal under under Section 19 (3) of the RTI Act 2005.



With the above observations, the present appeal is hereby disposed of.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1. First Appellate Authority, o/o State Transport Commissioner Punjab Jeevandeep Building, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh;

2. Distt. Transport Officer, Moga

for compliance as directed above.

Copy to:
    Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Deptt. of Transport for information and necessary action.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Kavita Verma, 

# 235, Type -3,

Power Colony, 

Roopnagar-140001.                                                        
     …Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy, 

Simran Nagar,  

Roopnagar.

FAA   Director, 

Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy,                                                                      Simran Nagar, 

Roopnagar.                                                                    
…Respondents

AC No. 160  of 2012

Order

Present:
1. Sh. Avtar Krishan on behalf of the appellant;

2. Sh. Shailinder Sharma Advocate for the respondent PIO o/o Director Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy, Simran Nagar, Roopnagar.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 08.12.2011 addressed to the PIO O/o Director, Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy, Simran Nagar, Roopnagar sought certain information on five points. Failing to get any response within a period of thirty days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of RTI Act 2005, she filed an appeal with the Commission received in its office on 31.1.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Both the parties have been heard. Sh. Shalinder Sharma Advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent states that the respondent is purely a private organization and is not getting any grant - either from the State Govt. or from the Central Govt. Therefore, it is not a public authority. On the other hand, Sh. Avtar Krishan appearing on behalf of the appellant states that the Institution is running on a leased Govt. land and is getting 100% rebate from the Income Tax Department. Both the parties are, therefore, directed to file their respective claims supported by documentary proofs in support of their respective versions before the next date of hearing so that the matter as to whether the Sahibzada Ajit Singh Academy, Simran Nagar,  Roopnagar is a public authority or not could be decided. Both the complainant and Respondent PIOs shall also send one copy of replies filed by them to each other so that counter replies are also filed on the same date.



To come up for hearing on 07.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri. M.S.Gill,

5/IV, Janta Enclave, 

Dhandra Road,

P.O. Basant Avenue, 

Ludhiana-41013.                                                           
    ...Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, 

Sector 62,

S.A.S. Nagar-160062.  

FAA  

Director, 

Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, 

Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar-160062                                                     
…Respondents

AC No. 166 of 2012

Order

Present:
Sh.M.S.Gill, appellant in person;



Sh.Manjit Singh Clerk o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats,

Sector 62, SAS Nagar,Mohali.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 30.08.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali sought an information pertaining to the inquiry entrusted to the DDPO, Ludhiana against the Sarpanch,  Gram Panchayat, Janta Enclave, Ludhiana. On this  RTI application, the Law Officer o/o  Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali vide letter dated 16.09.2011 wrote to the DDPO Ludhiana for sending the inquiry report within a period of seven days.  A copy of the said letter was also endorsed to the appellant mentioning therein that the said inquiry report  has so far not been received from the DDPO Ludhiana. Not satisfied with the reply, the appellant filed the first appeal with the Director Rural Development & Panchayats,
Sector 62, SAS Nagar, Mohali, who afforded three opportunities of hearing to the appellant, i.e. on 05.12.2011, 19.12.2011 and 16.01.2012 for apprising him on the status of inquiry entrusted to the DDPO, Ludhiana against the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Janta Enclave, Ludhiana but the appellant never appeared before the First Appellate Authority nor did inform him. Thereafter, the appellant filed a second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 31.1.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. Sh.Manjit Singh Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent states that a second reminder has again been issued to the DDPO, Ludhiana vide letter NO.4674 dated 19.04.2012 for sending the inquiry report  being conducted against the Sarpanch, Janta Enclave, Ludhiana but no reply has  so far been received from the DDPO, Ludhiana.



In view of these facts, Sh. J.S.Ahluwalia, Law Officer – cum-PIO o/o Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Sector 62, SAS Nagar,Mohali is directed to supply RTI information to the appellant, free of cost, under Registered cover within two  weeks positively. He is also directed that an officer not below the rank of APIO, well conversant with the facts of the case, should be present on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of supplied information. The appellant is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing so that his version on the supplied information could be ascertained.



To come up for hearing on 27.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 02.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

