STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Nika  Singh s/o Sh.  Hamir Singh 

c/o Harjit Singh s/o Surjan Singh ,

H.No. 1,Street No.1, Thalesh Bagh Colony,

Sangrur.







Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Tehsildar (Sales),

Malerkotla.  Distt. Sangrur.                                             Respondent

CC No. 2079 of 2012

Present:
Shri  Nika Singh complainant in person.

Sh. Mohammad   Aslam, Clerk on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


Shri Nika Singh, complainant vide his RTI application dated 19.4.2012, addressed to the Tehsildar(Sales)-cum-Managing Officer, Malerkotla, sought information for the period from 15.11.1982 to 1.1.1992 pertaining to the allotment of rehabilitation land to the parents of martyrs of Indo-China war of1962, Indo-Pak war of 1965 and 1971 in Malerkotla tehsil and similarly the details of the allotment of remaining land in the villages of tehsil Malerkotla to other persons belonging to scheduled castes and general category through auction and villagewise detail of the remaining rehabilitation land in tehsil Malerkotla. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 24.7.2012 and notice of hearing was issued to the parties accordingly to 25.9.2012 when the case adjourned without hearing to today.



Both the parties have been heard. It is observed that the information as is available in the official record of the tehsil Malerkotla have been provided to the complainant vide letter No.158/RTI dated 31.10.2012. 


The complainant stated that the information is not complete therefore he pointed out deficiencies to the PIO, which have not been replied to so far.  



Perusal of the file revealed that there are sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 



PIO o/o Tehsildar, Malerkotla shall be present with record on the next date of hearing.  



The case is adjourned to 01.01.2013 at 11:00 AM.
.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









               Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012.                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Vikram Singh,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,        
                                                                                          SCO 119-120, Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh.                                                                            Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.                                                                                  Respondent

CC No. 2089  of 2012

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Kesar Singh, Law Officer  on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 19.6.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala sought the following information of his PCS(EB) and allied Services Exam-2009 (Main exam) under Roll No.3099:- 


“Certified copies of my following papers:-

I. General English
-Paper

II. General Study-I
-Paper 

III. General Study-II
-Paper

IV. General Punjabi 
-Paper 

V. Essay 

-Paper”



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 25.7.2012 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued for 25.9.2012 which was adjourned without hearing to today for further proceedings.


Today during hearing, the case file has been perused. It is observed that a letter dated 9.11.2012 have been received in the Commission office wherein the complainant has requested for the closure of the complaint as he has received the requisite information. Hence the case is closed and disposed of. 
.
Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 







 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012.                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  N.K.Sayal,

Member RTI Activists Federation,Punjab,

Sayal Street, Sirhind-140406.                                            Complainant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council,

Sirhind-140406.                                                                 Respondent

CC No. 2090 of 2012

Present:
None for the complainant.

Sh. Prem Parkash, Assistant Municipal Engineer on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER:


Complainant  vide his RTI application dated 16.6.2012, addressed to PIO, O/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind sought certain information on seven points. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 25.7.2012 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued to parties for 25.9.2012 when it was adjourned without hearing to today. 


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter dated 29.8.2012.  Further a letter dated 2.11.2012 has also been received in the Commission office under the signatures of Shri N.K.Sayal, complainant. He has acknowledged the receipt of requisite information from the respondent, PIO o/o Municipal Council, Sirhind vide letter dated 29.8.2012. Since the information stands provided to the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of. 
.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Gurjail Singh, (Ex- Panch), 

Executive Member, 

RTI Activists Federation (Pb)

Vill Behmna (Samana) ,

Distt. Patiala.                                                                           Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o.  District Food Supply Officer,
Nabha, Distt. Patiala.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o.  District Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Patiala.                                                                                 Respondent

AC No. 1009  of 2012

Present:
None for the Appellant.
Sh. Raghunandan, Inspector, Food and Civil Supplies, Nabha on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER:


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 26.11.2011, addressed to the  Food and Supply Officer, Nabha, Distt. Patiala sought certified information pertaining to Ration depots falling in village Chhilanwala, village Daladi (Block Nabha) and of Block Thuhi in Nabha Sub-Division. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 7.2.2012 and approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 23.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.9.2012 when the case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.



The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the Food and Supplies Officer, Nabha deliberately delayed the information to the appellant initially by asking for the photo copy of the BPL card vide letter dated 7.3.2012 and later by asking an amount of Rs. 1204/- as additional fee vide letter dated 22.2.2012 while it is mandatory for the respondent PIO to provide the information free of cost under the provisions of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act,2005 if the same is not provided within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act,2005. 


The appellant is not present today. Shri Raghunandan, Inspector, Food and Civil Supplies, Nabha appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the information running into about 500 pages has already been sent to the appellant vide letter No.1489 dated 15.10.2012, under registered post. 



The appellant is directed to peruse the provided information and point out deficiency if any to the PIO within 7 days who will rectify the same and shall provide remaining information, if so required.  



The appellant is also directed to pursue his case personally or through his representative on the next date of hearing, failing which the case shall be decided in his absence. 



DFSO Nabha is also  directed to be present on next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 01.01.2012 at 11:00 AM. 
.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 







 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012.                                        State Information Commissioner
Copy to:-

District Food and Supplies Officer,

Nabha, Distt. Patiala;

for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Satpal Jindal s/o Sh. Sukhdev Rai,

#21434, Gali No.4, Power House Road,

Bathinda-15100.                                                                         Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller, 

Bathinda.  

First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director Food Civil Supplies & 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Sector 17,

Jeewandeep Building, Chandigarh.                                         Respondents
AC No.1010 of 2012

Present:
None for the Appellant. 


Shri Satpal Singh, AFSO, Phool for the respondent. 
ORDER:

Appellant vide his RTI application dated 27.02.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of District Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Bathinda sought certain information on three points pertaining to the additional D.A given by the government to its employees from 1.1.2006 to 31.12.2011. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 05.04.2012. On this first appeal by the appellant directions were given to D.F.S.C., Bathinda by the Joint Secretary, Food and Supplies vide letter dated 2.5.2012 that the requisite information be sent to appellant within 7 days. However, failing to get information, the appellant approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 23.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.9.2012 when the case was adjourned without hearing to today for further proceedings.


Today during hearing, after perusing case file it is observed that though the information has been sent to the appellant vide letter No.8236 dated 15.11.2012 but the same is not pointwise and is full of cuttings. The PIO-cum- Distt. Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Bathinda is, therefore, directed to provide typed, pointwise, correct, complete and duly attested information to the appellant free of cost under registered cover failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be invoked against him. 


The case is adjourned to 01.01.2013 at 11:00 AM. 

   
Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 









 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                        State Information Commissioner
                          
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sukhdeep Singh Sandhu, 
9, Atwal Colony, Cantt Road,

Jalandhar.                                                                         Appellant
Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala .







Respondent

AC No. 1017   of 2012

Present:
Shri  Sukhdeep Singh Sandhu Appellant in person.

Sh. Kesar Singh, Law Officer  on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER:


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 07.02.2012, addressed to APIO, O/o Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala sought the following information:-

“Merit list alongwith marks obtained by each candidate who appeared for interview on 19/20.2.2004 for appointment in PCS(EB) by nomination, in batch 1996 (Reconduct) from Register A-1.”   


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority vide letter dated 11.06.2012 and later approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 25.07.2012 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 25.9.2012 when the case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that a letter No.5541 dated 11.9.2012 has been received in the Commission office with a copy of the same addressed to the appellant Shri Sukhdeep Singh Sandhu in which APIO has mentioned that the RTI application of Shri Sukhdeep Singh Sandhu dated 07.02.2012 was received in their office on 9.2.2012 vide which he had sought the copy of the merit list of the process of 1996 batch of Register A-1 (Tehsildar candidates), who were interviewed by the PPSC on 19th and 20th February,2004 for appointment of PCS(EB).  Shri Sukhdeep Singh Sandhu, appellant was informed vide PPSC letter dated 7.3.2012 that in the process of 1996 batch of Register A-1 candidates, the result of 6 posts was declared and the result in two C.W.Ps i.e. C.W.P.No. 12620 of 2003 filed by Shri Anil Kumar Garg Vs State of Punjab and in CWP No. 521 of 2004 filed by Smt. Kiran Jain Vs Punjab State, was kept in the sealed cover vide Punjab and Haryana High Court’s order dated 13.02.2004 and 04.02.2004 respectively. Similarly in another C.W.P.No.5826 of 1998 filed by Sukhwinder Singh Dhillon Vs Punjab State decided on 27.05.1999 the Hon’ble High Court directed the Punjab Public Service Commission to keep one vacancy reserve for him. As the merit list of all the candidates who appeared and those selected is prepared jointly and the result of two candidate in the above mentioned writ petitions have been directed to be kept in sealed cover by the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court therefore, the merit list of the appeared/selected candidates along with marks obtained by them in the interview in reconduct process for the year 1996 from Register A-1 for the selection to the PCS(EB) for which interview was held on 19/20.02.2004, cannot be disclosed. The letter of the PPSC, Patiala written to the appellant further says that the appellant also filed first appeal before the Appellate Authority on 18.04.2012 which after due consideration and hearing the appellant was disposed of on the similar grounds on 26.06.2012. Hence, the PPSC is unable to supply to the appellant copy of the merit list of Tehsildar candidates who appeared for interview on 19/20.02.2004 on Register A-1 through the reconduct process of 1996 and of those who were selected.  



Both the parties have been heard. The appellant has stated that since the selected candidates, excepting those whose result have been kept in the sealed cover, have since joined as PCS(EB) officers long back, there should be no harm in disclosing the merit list of the appeared and appointed candidates, alongwith the marks obtained by them. After hearing both the parties the Commission comes to the conclusion that before final orders are passed, the respondent-PIO, Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala shall first file an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate/Notary Public on the next date of hearing explaining the reasons for none supply of information to the appellant. The following points should specifically be clarified in the said affidavit:-

(i) When all other candidates have since joined as PCS officers, excepting the two whose result have been kept in the sealed cover and one candidate for whom one vacancy have been kept reserved, what is the specific reason for not disclosing merit list alongwith marks obtained by other appeared/selected candidates.
(ii) Whether there are any specific directions/orders from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court?

(iii) When the Hon’ble High Court after seeing the merit list of those candidates, who have filed the writ petitions, returned the merit list of appeared/selected candidates to the PPSC, were any written directions given?

(iv) Whether the merit list of all other candidates, other than three candidates, who filed writ petitions, was supplied to the State Government, when selected one were given appointments?

(v)  PIO-PPSC shall cite the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, if any such directions on the result/merit list for the appeared, selected and appointed candidates were given.    

Appellant shall also file written submissions in support of his contention on or before next date. 
PIO along with Ms Kusum Vector, Under Secretary, PPSC, Patiala shall be personally present on the next date of hearing.

The case is adjourned to 05.12.2012 at 11:00 AM.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


                            ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012.                                        State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

(i) Public Information Officer,
o/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala. 

(ii)
Ms Kusum Vector,

Under Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission, 

Patiala.
-For compliance. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) 

Surinder Pal,

H. No. 539/112/3,

St. 1-E,

New Vishnu-Puri,

New Shivpuri Road,

PO – Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana 

 






…Appellant 

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana.






          

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Commissioner of Police, 

Ludhiana. 






    …Respondents
     
   





AC No.  824/12 

Present:
None for the Appellant.

Shri Satinder Singh, Sub Inspector and Shri Santosh Kumar,ASI for the respondents 

ORDER

Appellant vide his RTI application dated 27.2.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of Commissioner of police, Ludhiana, sought information on Eight points relating to Fire-arms deposited in police stations or with arms-dealers in Ludhiana District pursuant to Election Code of Conduct in the wake of assembly Election in Punjab on 30.01.12. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with Commissioner of Police-cum-First Appellate Authority, Ludhiana vide his letter dated 20.4.2012 and preferred 2nd appeal with the Commission, received in it on 12.6.12.  This case was earlier being heard by  Sh.Surinder Awasthi, as State Information Commissioner and was later transferred to the undersigned for hearing. The parties were directed to appear on 25.9.2012 for further hearing, however case was adjourned without hearing to today for further proceedings. 


The case file has been perused. It is observed that the information has already been provided by the PIO vide letter No.388 dated 4.7.2012 and on being pointed out deficiencies by the appellant reply was again sent to him vide letter No.1430 dated 30.7.2012. Today a reference has been received from the appellant in which he has expressed his inability to appear before the Commission because of his Ph.D Class in Kurukshetra University, Kurukshetra. The appellant has pointed out that the respondent PIO has denied certain details with personal antecedents of individuals without explaining reasons that how it would jeopardize the security & safety of the licence holders of weapons and under which section of the RTI Act the PIO claims exemption from disclosure of requested information. 


On this Shri Santosh Kumar,ASI appearing on behalf of the respondent has pointed out that details of certain individuals was denied to the appellant due to certain security reasons in view of ADGP Security’s letter. PIO is therefore directed to produce this letter along with reply on the next date of hearing and is also directed to send the remaining information to the appellant within a period of 10 days without any further delay. 



The appellant is also directed to appear personally or through his representative on the next date of hearing so that his doubts if any on the provided information could be cleared by the respondent-PIO, otherwise it has to be presumed that appellant have nothing to say further. 

Both the parties are directed to attend the hearing on 02.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh.



   (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012.


State Information Commissioner.
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Sarmukh Singh 

B-1109, New Partap Nagar, 

G.T.Road, 

Amritsar-143001.                                                        Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions

(Secondary Education), Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Building,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar.                                               Respondent

CC No. 1478 of 2012

Present:
None on behalf of both the parties.

ORDER



Complainant vide his RTI application dated 17.10.2011 and reminder dated 28.12.2011, addressed to PIO, Office of DPI(Secondary Education), Punjab, Chandigarh, sought information pertaining to selection of handicapped S.S.Masters selected by the Departmental Selection Committee during the year 1993-94 as per advertisement dated 19 August, 1992. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission in a complaint on 30.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 21.08.2012.



This case was heard on 21.8.2012. However, none appeared on behalf of respondent PIO office of DPI(SE), Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali, therefore same was further fixed on  25.9.2012 for hearing and was  adjourned to today. 



The case file has been perused. It is observed that neither  information has been provided nor PIO office of the DPI(SE), Punjab or his representative is  either  present to-day or in the hearing held in the past. 



Hence, there are sufficient grounds which are required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act,2005. Therefore, the PIO o/o DPI(SE), Punjab and Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, Director of Public Instructions, Punjab are directed to furnish their respective affidavits explaining the reasons for refusing the access to information sought by Complainant. 



Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, Director of Public Instructions, Punjab, Punjab School Education Board Building, Sector 62, Mohali and PIO, O/o D.P.I.(Secondary Education), Punjab, (Punjab School Education Board Building), Sector 62, Mohali, are further  directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing alongwith records. 


It is further directed that failing to file affidavits explaining the reasons for refusal to sought information shall attract the penalty provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 


Adjourned to 03.01.2013 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 









    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



       ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                               State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-

1. Shri Kamal Kumar Garg, 

Director of Public Instructions, Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Building, 

Sector 62, Mohali. 

2. PIO, O/o D.P.I.(Secondary Education), Punjab, 

Punjab School Education Board Building, 

Sector 62, Mohali.


-For necessary compliance. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Satwant Bir Singh,

B-2/1122, Near Ashoka Model School,

Bathinda Road, Kotkapura, 

Distt. Faridkot.                                                             Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.    

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur.

                 

                                               Respondent

CC No. 1488  of 2012

Present:
Shri  Satwant Bir Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Shangara Singh, Naib Sadar Kanungo and Shri Parkash Singh Senior Assistant, Ferozepur - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



Complainant vide his RTI application dated 20.3.12, addressed to PIO-cum-DDPO, Ferozepur, sought certain information pertaining to selection of Patwaris on ad hoc basis pursuant to letter No.11342/DA/AC dated 29.12.83 written by the then D.D.P.O, Ferozepur to the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he approached the Commission by filing a complaint on 30.5.12, and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties to 21.8.2012. 


This case was last heard on 21.8.2012 when the directions were given to PIO-cum-DDPO, Ferozepur to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of ten days. He was further directed to provide a copy of the letter No.261/SK dated 9.4.84 written by the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur to DDPO, Ferozepur relating to appointment of Adhoc Patwaris. PIO-cum- DDPO, Ferozepur and PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur were also directed that failure on their part may attract the penalty provisions envisaged under the RTI Act, 2005 and the case was adjourned to 25.9.2012 when the case was adjourned without hearing to today.



The case file has been perused. Both the parties have been heard. It is observed that the entire information has been provided except the photo copy of the letter No.11342/DA/EC dated 29.12.1983.  PIO-cum-DDPO, Ferozepur vide letter No.6087-88 dated 3.9.2012 has informed the complainant with a copy of the same addressed to the Commission that the said letter is not available in the office record. I am of the considered view that the information as is available in the office record of both the offices i.e. Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur and D.D.P.O., Ferozepur have been provided to the complainant, the case is, therefore, closed and disposed of. 


 Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



                    ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjit Singh s/o Sh. Joginder Singh,

V.P.O. Bhanoharh, (fgzv s/ vkeykBk GB'jV),

Distt. Ludhiana-141102                                              Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/O Inspector, Food Supplies,

Mullanpur, Distt. Ludhiana.                                           Respondent.

CC No. 1944    of 2012. 

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Mrs.Damanjit Kaur, AFSO, Mullanpur, Gurdip Singh,LA  - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER



Complainant vide his RTI application dated 16.1.12, addressed to PIO, Office of AFSO, Mulanpur, District Ludhiana, sought certain information relating to his family members on the Ration Card for the year 1998/99. Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 13.7.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through Video Conference was issued to the parties to 22.8.2012



On the last date of hearing i.e. 22.8.2012 Mrs Rajnish Kumari, District Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs Controller, Ludhiana (East) was directed to ensure that complete, correct and duly authenticated information is provided to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of three weeks. It was also directed that failing to provide the sought information to the complainant may attract the penalty provisions as envisaged in the RTI Act,2005 and the case adjourned to 25.9.2012 when the case was adjourned without hearing to today. 



The case file has been perused and it is observed that a letter No.6955 dated 19.9.2012 addressed to the Commission with a copy of it endorsed to the complainant clearly mentions that the record pertaining to Ration Cards for the year 1998, is not available in the office record of A.F.S.O., Mullanpur as the new Ration Cards for village Bhanohar were issued in the year 2000, therefore the record pertaining to the Ration Cards issued earlier did not exist now. 

 Further Shri Lovekesh Sharma, PIO-cum-District Controller, Food and Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Ludhiana has filed an affidavit in stating therein that in the instant application filed by the applicant to provide him the attested copy of Ration Card of Shri Pritam Singh s/o Sh. Bachan Singh along with his family members issued in the year 1998/99, Assistant Food & Supplies Officer, Mullanpur vide Memo.No.2012/876 dated 18.9.2012, has reported that  the same information  is not available at Mullanpur Centre due to issuance of new Ration Cards of village Bhanoharh during the year 2000.

In view of the above facts and since the information which  existed in the record, stands provided and no more information is available in office record, the case is closed and disposed of.  



Copy of the order be sent to both the parties.










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     
( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012                                 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Devinder Kumar Sethi

s/o Sh. Ram Rakha Sethi,

Mohalla Arora Rasta,

Sultanpur Lodhi

Distt. Kapurthala.
   



    

 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE),

Punjab School Education Board, Building,

Sector 62, Mohali.





        
 …Respondent

CC- 1258/12 

Present:
Shri Davinder Kumar Sethi complainant in person. 

Mrs. Narinder Kaur,PIO-cum-Superintendent, 
Shri B.S.Bal,APIO-cum-Senior Assistant and Shri Tajinder Singh, Senior Assistant for the respondent. 

ORDER:



Vide application dated 17.11.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Devinder Kumar Sethi sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Rules and regulations governing appointment as District Education Officers / Dy. District Education Officers. 

2.
Seniority list of school lecturers for district Kapurthala and Jalandhar.  Particulars of the appointments to the posts of DEOs / Dy. DEOs made in these areas during last 5 years.

3.
Attested copy of Pay Revision Notification w.e.f. 01.01.1978 along with Pay-fixation rules.

 

On the last dated of hearing i.e. 25.9.2012 Shri Sukhtej Raj, Superintendent (Establishment-I Branch)-cum-PIO was directed to be present on the next date of hearing along with a copy of the information supplied to the Complainant for information and record of the Commission and case was adjourned to today. 



Today the case file has been perused. It is observed that the requisite information has been provided by the respondent to the complainant vide letter No.66513-15 dated 8.11.2012, letter No.7/85-2012-Services-1(4) dated 9.11.2012 and 1/31-2012-Estt.-1(1) dated 15.11.2012. Respondent has further brought the copy of Rules and Regulations governing appointment of DEO/Dy. DEO. Mrs. Narinder Kaur PIO-cum- Supdt. o/o DPI (SE) Pb., is therefore directed to send copy of these Rules by Regd. Post to the complainant. 

Since the other information stands provided to the complainant, the case is closed and disposed of.  

 







Sd/-
Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 16.11.2012

         State Information Commissioner

Copy to :
Mrs. Narinder Kaur PIO-cum- Supdt. 

o/o Director of Public Instructions,(SE)

 Pb. Punjab school Edu. Board Bldg.

Sector 62, Mohali.

- for compliance. 

