STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Mahajan

Lane No. 2, Rampura,

Near SDM Court,

Pathankot



    

 
            …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Principal Secretary,

Technical Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Chandigarh.




        
 

   …Respondent
CC- 2465/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Surinder Mahajan in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO; and Jaswinder Singh, APIO


The applicant Sh. Surinder Mahajan, vide RTI application dated 18.04.2012 addressed to the Principal Secretary, Govt. of Punjab, Department of Technical Education, sought information on three points.  The said RTI application of the complainant was transferred by the APIO to the PIO, M.C. Technical Institute, Jalandhar for directly providing the information to the applicant.  


Complainant also filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 28.08.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the requisite information was sent to the complainant by the Principal, M.C. Technical Institute, Jalandhar vide Memo. no. 2454 dated 31.05.2012.  However, the complainant stated that the information provided is incorrect, incomplete and misleading.   Therefore, I am of the considered view that there are reasonable grounds to enquire into the matter. 


During the proceedings, respondents were explained as to what is exactly the requirement of Sh. Mahajan.  Respondents agreed to provide the relevant information to the complainant within a fortnight.


Adjourned to 21.11.2012.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ward No. 15, Pacci Gali,

Dhuri

(Distt. Sangrur)


    

 
              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Food, Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Sangrur.
2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director,


Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,


Sector 17,


Chandigarh.


        
 

          …Respondents

CC- 2474/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sanjeev Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor.


Applicant vide his RTI application dated 13.01.2012 addressed to the respondent sought copies of the documents submitted by B.S. Agro, Kajhlan on the basis whereof its capacity had been enhanced from one ton to 2.5 ton.  He also sought the copies of action taken on the application of the party.  


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 29.08.2012, when no information was provided.


The perusal of the case file reveals that there are reasonable grounds to enquire into the matter, in terms of Section 18(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 and notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.


Sh. Harjit Singh, present on behalf of the respondent submitted that no such document was available in their records.  The complainant suggested that it could be available with the Head Office of the respondent at Chandigarh.   Sh. Harjit Singh stated that they had checked up with the Head office and this record was not available with them either.  However, he was not able to place on record any document in support of his contention.  As such, PIO, office of Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh is also impleaded as a respondent who shall be present on the next date along with the relevant records for examination / inspection by the Commission. 


Adjourned to 21.11.2012.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ward No. 15, Pacci Gali,

Dhuri

(Distt. Sangrur)


    

 
              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Distt. Food, Civil Supplies &

Consumer Affairs Controller,

Sangrur.
2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o District Manager, PUNSUP,


Sangrur.


        
 

             …Respondents 

CC- 2475/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sanjeev Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor.


Applicant vide his RTI application dated 12.01.2012 addressed to the respondent sought to know the Khasra number of the land in which sheller of Shri Ram Agro, Bhasor is situated which had been rented out to Onkar Rice Mill, along with a copy of the site plan.  He has further sought to know if anything is due to the respondent from the Onkar Rice Mills.  Another point sought is the year in which JP Rice Trader was established, along with a copy of the site plan and the exact location including Khasra number of the land where it is located.  


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 29.08.2012, when no information was provided.


The perusal of the case file reveals that there are reasonable grounds to enquire into the matter, in terms of Section 18(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 and notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.


During the proceedings, it transpired that it is necessary to implead District Manager, PUNSUP, Sangrur as a respondent, which is ordered accordingly who shall be present on the next date along with the relevant records for examination / inspection by the Commission. 


Adjourned to 21.11.2012.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sanjeev Kumar

s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ward No. 15, Pacci Gali,

Dhuri

(Distt. Sangrur)


    

 
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Dhuri.





        
 

   …Respondent
CC- 2481/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sanjeev Kumar in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Paramjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Malerkotla (holding additional charge at Dhuri); and Surinder Kumar, Junior Asstt. 


Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, vide his RTI application dated 18.05.2012 addressed to the respondent sought a copy of the review order/advice given by the Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur in respect of mutation of land in favour of Vijay Kumar Singla, received in respondent office under No. 3547 dated 26.03.2007 and was sent to office of Kanungo, Dhuri vide letter no. 924 dated 28.03.2007.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission on 29.08.2012, when no information was provided and notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.


The perusal of the case file reveals that there are reasonable grounds to enquire into the matter, in terms of Section 18(2) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Sh. Paramjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that he is not aware of the facts of the case and he has only been asked to put in appearance.  Complainant submits that no information has been provided to him so far. 


The respondent PIO has failed to appear before the Commission despite notice which is against the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  As such, Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar-cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 21.11.2012.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001

   

    

 
     …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o I.G.P. (Provisioning) Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1168/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. S.M. Bhanot.



For the respondent: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.


Applicant Sh. Parbodh Chander Bali, vide his application dated 16.05.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1 sought information on five points pertaining to publicity hoardings, sign boards etc. atop Police buildings, booths etc. in the State of Punjab.    It is further stated that the respondent, vide letter dated 12.06.2012 informed appellant that the information concerns more than one PIO and should be sought from individual PIOs.

First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 24.06.2012, while the Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 27.08.2012 stating that virtually no information has been provided. 


During hearing today the perusal of the file reveals that three lines order has been passed by the First Appellate Authority in the matter while sought for information of appellant is on five points.  It is pertinent to mention here that orders passed by the appellate authority are of quasi judicial nature where each point of RTI application is to be covered by passing a speaking order. However for no exact response, the appellant has approached the Commission in Second Appeal.  In this view of the matter, this case is replicated back to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Additional Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

 The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct.   

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

In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to Shri M.K.Tewari,

Addl. D.G.P. (Administration)-

-cum-First Appellate Authority, 

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector-9, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Ramesh Chand Thakur,

s/o Sh. Sunder Singh Thakur, 

# 1740/32-C,   Bank Colony, 

Near Bhatia School, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana.        
                                                                        …Appellant

Vs. 

     1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,                                                                        

      O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana






…Respondents

AC No. 1030/12
Order

Present: 
Appellant Sh. Ramesh Chand Thakur in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Ajay Sood, Joint Commissioner; Rajinder Sharma, ATP; and Surjit Singh, Draughtsman.


In the earlier hearing dated 12.09.2012, respondent was directed to supply complete, correct and duly authenticated information on points no. 4, 5 and 7 to the appellant, free of cost under a registered cover.  Also, Sh. Ajay Sood, Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Zone ‘D’, Ludhiana was directed to appear before the Commission in person in today’s hearing.


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, Sh. Ajay Sood has put in appearance.  He stated that he is holding additional charge and has no direct concern with the information sought.  As such, Sh. Ajay Sood is exempted from appearance in further proceedings of the case.  Respondents, however, sought another three weeks’ time to provide the requisite information to Sh. Thakur.


It is observed that no reply to the show cause notice has been submitted.  


On the next date fixed, the Municipal Town Planner-cum-PIO Sh. Raj Kumar shall appear personally and make written submissions.  In the meantime, respondent is once again directed to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information on points no. 4, 5 and 7 to the appellant, free of cost under a registered cover.  


Adjourned to 21.11.2012.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Sajjan Singh s/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Vill. Ranwal, P.O. Dinanagar,

Tehsil  & Distt. Gurdaspur.                                                     
   …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

(PUNSUP), 
Gurdaspur.                                                         


 …Respondent
CC No. 2120/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sajjan Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ajit Lal, Senior Auditor; O/O DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur. Shri Diljit Singh, Dy. D.M. PUNSUP, Gurdaspur.  

Shri Parveen Jain, Distt. Manager-cum-FAA o/o PUNSUP, Gurdaspur.

Order

The complainant Shri Sajjan Singh stated that he has filed two RTI applications dated 18.12.2010 and 23.12.2010, no information has been provided as demanded vide his second RTI application dated 23.12.2012, whereas he has received the information regarding his RTI application dated 18.12.2010.  PIO Shri Diljit Singh, Dy. D.M. PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, now posted, is therefore, directed to supply the information as asked for in 2nd application of the applicant within a period of 10 days. He will also ensure that the complete and correct information has been provided to him.

 In the earlier hearing, a show cause notice was issued to the  PIO Shri Ajit Lal, Sr. Auditor, o/o D.M. PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, who has filed an affidavit  to this effect, which is taken on record.

Adjourned to 21.11.2012.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Harmeet Singh,

# 909, Thalesh Bagh Colony,

Nabha Gate, Sangrur-148001.                                   

   …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil supplies Corporation,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,                                                                         

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh          




  
 …Respondents
AC No. 1039/12
Order

Present: 
Appellant Sh. Harmeet Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Dampreet Walia, PIO; and Sh. R.M. Suri.


Appellant, vide his RTI application dated 04.05.2012 addressed to the respondent sought information on six points relating to recruitment to the kpost of Additional Manager (Human Resources).  Failing to get within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 05.06.2012 and Additional Managing Director, PUNSUP-cum-First Appellate Authority, vide order dated 25.06.2012 directed the PIO to provide the information to the appellant through registered post and send back a report to him.   However, subsequently, the present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 30.07.2012 pleading non-receipt of any information.   Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.  


This case was fixed for hearing on 19.09.2012 when it was adjourned to date i.e. 18.10.2012.



Both the parties have been heard and the case file perused. 


Appellant stated that only incomplete information has been provided to him so far. 


Sh. Dampreet Walia, presently designed as the PIO, submitted that he has joined only about a month back and that Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn.) was the PIO at the relevant time. 


The respondent PIO has failed to appear before the Commission despite notice which is against the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  As such, Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn)-cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure her personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, by way of an affidavit duly notarized, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent shall also provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant per registered post, free of cost, under intimation to the Commission, within a fortnight.


Adjourned to 21.11.2012. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Inder Mohan Singh,

No. 3486, Sector 46-C,

Chandigarh-160047.         

                          

   …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil supplies Corporation,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,                                                                         

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh          




  
 …Respondents
AC No. 1042/12
Order

Present: 
Appellant Sh. Inder Mohan Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Dampreet Walia, PIO; and Sh. V.K. Goyal, APIO.


Appellant, vide his RTI application dated 29.07.2011 addressed to the respondent sought information on 8 points.  Failing to get within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 01.03.2012 and Additional Managing Director, PUNSUP-cum-First Appellate Authority, vide order dated 12.04.2012 directed the PIO to obtain the relevant information / documents from the Administration Branch and send the same to the appellant through registered post and send back a report to him.   However, subsequently, the present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 30.07.2012 pleading non-receipt of any information.   Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.  


This case was fixed for hearing on 19.09.2012 when it was adjourned to date i.e. 18.10.2012.


Both the parties have been heard and the case file perused.  It is observed that information on points no. 4 to 8 already stands provided.  However, information on points no. 1 to 3 is pending.


Respondent is directed to provide the relevant information to the appellant within a period of 10 days under intimation to the Commission.  The appellant shall, thereafter, point out if there are any discrepancies which the respondent shall remove within the next fortnight.  


Adjourned to 21.11.2012. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri  Inder Mohan Singh,

No. 3486, Sector 46-C,

Chandigarh-160047.         

                          

   …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Civil supplies Corporation,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,                                                                         

O/o Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation,

PUNSUP, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh          




  
 …Respondents
AC No. 1043/12
Order

Present: 
Appellant Sh. Inder Mohan Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Dampreet Walia, PIO; and Sh. V.K. Goyal, APIO.


Appellant, vide his RTI application dated 23.09.2011 addressed to the respondent sought action taken on his application dated 27.07.2011 submitted to the Additional Managing Director, PUNSUP including the relevant notings.    Failing to get within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 01.03.2012 and Additional Managing Director, PUNSUP-cum-First Appellate Authority passed an order and directed the PIO to send the requisite information / documents to the appellant through registered post and send back a report to him.   However, subsequently, the present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 30.07.2012 pleading non-receipt of any information.   Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties.  


This case was fixed for hearing on 19.09.2012 when it was adjourned to date i.e. 18.10.2012.


Both the parties have been heard and the case file perused.  No information has so far been provided to the appellant.


Sh. Dampreet Walia, presently designed as the PIO, submitted that he has joined only about a month back and that Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn.) was the PIO at the relevant time. 


The respondent PIO has failed to appear before the Commission despite notice which is against the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  As such, Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn)-cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte. 


PIO is further directed to ensure her personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 21.11.2012. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.10.2012



State Information Commissioner
