STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. S.L. Singla,

No. 325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Education Officer (SE)

Sangrur



        
 

  
    …Respondent

CC- 3599/11

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. S.L. Singla in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Sushil Kumar, Clerk.

 
The complainant  Shri S. L. Singla, vide an RTI application dated 26.09.2011 addressed to the PIO –cum- DEO (SE) Sangrur sought an information on 3 points pertaining to the funds maintained by Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School, Sangrur for last five years in three different accounts as mentioned  in RTI application. Failing to get any response, he made a complaint to the Commission vide application dated 22.11.2011. Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 24.01.2012.


On the perusal of record it was found that RTI application was transferred by the Distt. Education Officer, (S.E) Sangrur vide letter dated 20.10.2011 to the Principal, Prem Sabha Sr. Sec. School, Sangrur for supply of requisite information.

A number of hearings has taken place in the case.   The perusal of the case file clearly indicates that complete information as per the application dated 26.09.2011 stands provided to Sh.  S. L. Singla.  In the hearing dated 17.10.2012, it was recorded that only A-Rolls remained to be provided to the complainant.


Today, a communication has been received from the respondent intimating the Commission that the relevant records pertaining to the information sought have been lost on 19.11.2012 and a DDR in this respect has been registered at the PS Sadar, Dhuri.  A copy of the DDR has also been produced.   It has further been contended that no further information can now be provided to the applicant-complainant in response to his application dated 26.09.2011 in view of the incident of loss of records. 


It has also been observed that Sh. S.L. Singla has been unnecessarily dragging the matter for a long period and in fact, the information had already been provided to him.   It further appears that the respondent is being harassed at the hands of the applicant-complainant as he is nurturing a grudge against the respondent because he   happens to be an ex-employee of the respondent Public Authority.


This is a noble legislation.   Section 7(9) of the Act provides as follows: 

“7(9)
 An information shall ordinarily be provided in the form in which it is sought unless it would disproportionately divert the resources of the public authority……………..”


At this juncture, the applicability of the above said provision is clearly visible.  The Act is meant for the benefit of the public at large and no misuse of any provision can be permitted at any cost.


As such, keeping in view the fact that now no further information can be provided to the applicant in response to his application, coupled with the fact that already a great deal has been both said and written in the matter, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.








Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Naresh Kumar

B-34-39/37, Mai Road,

Sadhu Nagar,

Near Mandal Gurudwara,

Ludhiana


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nurpur Bedi (Distt. Ropar)

        
 

  
    …Respondent

CC- 1343/11

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Devinder Kumar, BDPO; and Sh. Surjit Kumar, Panchayat Secretary.


In the hearing dated 17.10.2012, Sh. Rana Partap Singh had appeared before the Commission along with Sh. Surjit Kumar, Panchayat Secretary and both of them were directed to ensure their personal presence in today’s hearing. 


Today, a letter no. 1675 dated 08.10.2012 has been received from Sh. Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi stating that he was holding additional charge at Nurpur Bedi from 05.09.2012 to 27.09.2012 when Sh. Rana Partap Singh took over the charge from him.   However, today Sh. Devinder Kumar, BDPO has come present and stated that Sh. Rana Partap Singh has been transferred and that he (Sh. Devinder Kumar) has taken over charge only on 25.10.2012.


Perusal of the file clearly indicates that the relevant information has already been provided to the complainant vide various communications and the last one by registered letter dated 18.10.2012.


The perusal of the detailed facts and circumstances further reveal that no part of the delay in providing the information can be termed as deliberate or intentional.   As such, it is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty. 


Complainant was not present in the earlier hearing nor is he present today.  It appears he is satisfied with the information provided.


As such, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurcharan Singh

s/o Late Sh. Budh Singh,

Raikot Road, Ajitsar Nagar,

Mandi Mullanpur-141101

(Distt. Ludhiana)

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana



        
 

  
    …Respondent

CC- 1930/12

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Harmit Singh.


In the earlier hearing dated 17.10.2012 wherein the complainant Sh. Gurcharan Singh was also present personally, it was recorded that though complete information had been provided by the respondent PIO, the complainant had pointed out certain discrepancies and the respondent had assured the same would be removed by the next date fixed. 


Today, Sh. Harmit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that complete information now stands provided to the complainant per registered letter no. 6679 dated 17.09.2012.


The complainant is not present today.


In this case, original application for information was filed on 13.02.2012.  As such, the respondent PIO shall, on the next date, file a duly sworn affidavit stating that complete information as per records stands provided to the applicant-complainant and that no more information is pending which could be provided in response to his application. 


PIO is further directed to explain in writing the reasons for causing such a delay providing the information which is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   


PIO is further directed to ensure the personal presence of APIO on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any. 


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. R.K. Aggarwal,

No. 1121, Sector 7,

Panchkula


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,

Ludhiana




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1013/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Harmit Singh, clerk.


In the earlier hearing dated 17.10.2012, respondent had some more time to provide complete satisfactory information to the appellant, which was granted with the consent of the appellant. 


Today, Sh. Harmit Singh has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  However, no further information has been provided to Sh. Aggarwal.


Despite clear directions of the Commission, the requisite information has not been provided to the appellant nor has any communication been received from the PIO.   This is clearly in utter disregard to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 as also the directions of the Commission. 


In view of the above, Sh. Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana-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 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.


Reply to the show cause notice is directed to be tendered in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit positively before the next date fixed.   Also the status of the information sought be communicated to the Commission.


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Avtar Singh Azad,

Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

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: Sh. Vijay Sharma, Principal, ITC MC Technical Institute, Jalandhar along with Sh. Rashpal Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


In this case, 
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.  Since the perusal of the complaint indicated sufficient grounds requiring the matter to be looked into by the Commission, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 18.10.2012. 


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that the requisite information was sent to the complainant by the respondent vide communications dated 17.01.2012, 18.01.2012 and 24.01.2012.  Similarly, another case being CC No. 3701/12 wherein identical information had been sought by the same applicant-complainant Sh. Surinder Mahajan was also disposed of by this bench on 09.02.2012.   


Today, Sh. Vijay Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that complete information as per the application dated 18.04.2012 already stands provided to Sh. Mahajan and that no further information is available on records which could be provided in accordance with the application for information.   However, the complainant states otherwise. 


In the circumstances, respondent shall make written submissions explaining the reasons for the delay caused and that complete information as available in the records has been provided to the complainant and no more information which could be provided, is available on records.


The complainant shall also make written submissions in support of his contention that complete information has not been provided to him. 


Respondent PIO shall appear personally on the next date fixed along with complete relevant records for perusal of the Commission.


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



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

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Charanjit Singh, Supdt.

ORDER:

In the earlier hearing dated 18.10.2012, PIO when Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor was present on behalf of the respondent, Respondent No. 2 was impleaded as a party who was directed to present the entire relevant records for perusal of the Commission.   However, the directions of the Commission have not been complied with. 


Today, a communication dated 20.11.12 has been received from the complainant Sh. Sanjeev Kumar regretting his inability to attend the hearing today.


Sh. Charanjit Singh, Superintendent is present on behalf of the respondent.   However, no information has so far been provided to Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, the applicant-complainant. 


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to present the entire relevant records before the Commission on the next date fixed for the perusal of the Commission.   He will further submit an affidavit stating therein the reasons for the delay in providing the information. 


PIO shall be personally present on the next date of hearing and is thus afforded an opportunity of being heard. 


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



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:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor on behalf of respondent no. 1; and Sh. Harinder Singh, Sr. Auditor, PUNSUP on behalf of respondent no. 2. 


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.   Since the perusal of the case file revealed that there were reasonable grounds to enquire into the matter, in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for 18.10.2012 when Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor was present on behalf of the respondent, Respondent No. 2 was impleaded as a party who was directed to present the entire relevant records for perusal of the Commission.   Sh. Harinder Singh has appeared on behalf of Respondent No. 2.   He stated that they had not been provided a copy of the application for information submitted before respondent no. 1.   On his request, a copy of the application for information dated 12.01.2012 submitted by Sh. Sanjeev Kumar has been handed over to him. 


Today, a communication dated 20.11.12 has been received from the complainant Sh. Sanjeev Kumar regretting his inability to attend the hearing today.


Sh. Harjit Singh, Auditor is present on behalf of respondent no. 1.  However, no information has so far been provided to Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, the applicant-complainant. 


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIOs to present the entire relevant records before the Commission on the next date fixed for ascertaining the reasons for not providing information within stipulated period so that next course of action could be taken.   They will further submit their respective affidavits stating therein the reasons for the delay in providing the information. 


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



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:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, Dhuri.


Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, vide his RTI application dated 18.05.2012 addressed to the respondent sought a copy of the advice report sent 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.  Since the perusal of the case file revealed that there were reasonable grounds to enquire into the matter, in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for 18.10.2012 when Sh. Paramjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that he was not aware of the facts of the case and he had only been asked to put in appearance.  Complainant submitted that no information had been provided to him till then. 


Also in the last hearing, a show cause notice had been issued to Sh. Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, Dhuri to which no explanation has been tendered as yet though Sh.  Manjit Singh is present today and seeks more time to provide the relevant information. 


The approach of the respondent is very casual and against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, Sh. Rajesh Tripathi, SDM-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. 


APIO shall present, on the next date fixed, complete relevant records for perusal of the Commission so that next course of action could be considered.   He will further submit an affidavit stating therein the reasons for the delay in providing the information. 


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



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: S/Sh. Parveen Jain, DM; Daljit Singh, presently PIO; and Ajit Lal, Senior Auditor, former PIO.


In the earlier hearing dated 18.10.2012, it was recorded: -

“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.”


Today, Sh. Sajjan Singh again lamented that the requisite information has so far not been provided by the respondent, adding that unsolicited information has been supplied to him and point-wise complete, correct and specific information along with relevant documents has not been supplied.


Respondents present had no answer to various queries of the Commission. 

 
In the circumstances, therefore: - 

(i)
Sh. Ajit Lal, former PIO-cum-Sr. Auditor, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur is directed to file an self attested affidavit explaining in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the Complainant;

(ii)
Sh. Daljit Singh, PIO, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur is directed to file an self attested affidavit explaining in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the Complainant;
(iii)
The above noted officials namely S/Sh. Parveen Jain, DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, Daljit Singh, presently PIO; and Ajit Lal, former PIO-cum-Sr. Auditor, O/o DM, PUNSUP, Gurdaspur, shall be present in person on the next date of hearing with complete record for perusal of the Commission.


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to: (1)
Sh. Parveen Jain,



Distt. Manager,



PUNSUP,



Gurdaspur.


   (2)
Sh. Daljit Singh,



Public Infomration Officer,



PUNSUP,



Gurdaspur.


  (3)
Sh. Ajit Lal,



Sr. Auditor (former PIO)



PUNSUP,



Gurdaspur.


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

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 respondent: Sh. Kuljinder Singh.


In the instant case, Sh. Ramesh Chand Thakur, vide his RTI application dated 05.12.2011 addressed to the respondent sought certain information on seven points pertaining to Khasra No. 50 at Haibowal Kalan.  


When no information was provided within the prescribed time limit of 30 days, he filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 24.02.2012 and the second appeal has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 27.07.2012 stating that no information had been provided. 


In the hearing dated 12.09.2012, it was observed that information only on point no. 3 stood provided. 


In the subsequent hearing dated 18.10.2012, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, M.C. Ludhiana was directed to provide the requisite information to Sh. Thakur as per point no. 4, 5 and 7 of the application.   He was also required to appear personally in today’s hearing.


None of the directions of the Commission have been complied with.


One more opportunity is granted to Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, MC, Ludhiana to provide the requisite information on point no. 4, 5 and 7 of the application.  He is further directed to file an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay and for not providing information on point no. 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of the application.


The respondent PIO has failed to provide the requisite information and none of the directions of the Commission have been complied with which is against the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  As such, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, MC, Ludhiana 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.


In the meantime, Sh. Raj Kumar is directed to ensure that the pending information is provided to the applicant-appellant within a period of 10 days, under a registered cover.


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:



Sh. Raj Kumar, 

Municipal Town Planner, 

Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana

-For compliance.  

 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: Ms. Shiksha Bansal, former PIO; 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 post 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.   


In the earlier hearing dated 18.10.2012, appellant stated that incomplete information had been provided to him.   Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn) who was the designated PIO at the relevant time; and to provide any pending information to the appellant within a fortnight.


Today, during the hearing, it transpired that complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant has been provided i.e. on 31.10.2012, as information on point no. 6 was not provided earlier. Thus information sought by appellant has been provided to him in piece meal form i.e. vide letter no. RTI/DA-13)-12/641 dated 14.9.2012 and RTI/ PIO (842) 12/18583 dated 31.10.2012, though RTI application was filed by appellant on 4.5.2012. No action on RTI application was taken by Mrs. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn), during the period she remained PIO even she paid no attention to order passed and direction given by Sh. Amarjit Singh AMD-cum-First Appellate Authority vide order dated 25.6.2012 directing the PIO to provide information within  15 days. 



 Written submissions  made by Ms. Shiksha Bansal, the former PIO, in response to the show cause notice issued to her on 18.10.2012, have been duly considered and  have been found to be of no  relevance. 


Keeping in view the fact that there hasr been a delay of over six months in providing the information, the Commission, in exercise of the  powers conferred on it under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, imposes a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) upon Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn) for causing inordinate delay of over six months in providing the information.


The amount of penalty is to be deducted from the salary payable to her and deposited in the government treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time where after a receipted photocopy of the challan be presented to the Commission for records.


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 10.01.2013 at 

11.00 A.M.









Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. P.S. Gill,Managing Director,

PUNSUP, Sector 34,Chandigarh.

2.
Ms. Shiksha Bansal, the former PIO,

AMD, PUNSUP, Sector 34,Chandigarh.

To ensure compliance as noted hereinabove.









Sd/-

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



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: Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn)-cum-former PIO; 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 for 19.09.2012 when the case was posted to 18.10.2012.  


In the earlier hearing dated 18.10.2012, it was observed that information on points no. 4 to 8 stood provided.  However, information on points no. 1 to 3 was pending which was directed to be provided to the appellant within a period of ten days.


Today, it transpired that now complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands provided.   The appellant, however, lamented that there has been inordinate delay in providing the information and hence penal provisions of the Act be invoked against the respondent PIO.


As reportedly Sh. Dampreet Walia, Law Officer who is now the designated PIO, has joined only towards end of September, 2012, he is directed to file an affidavit by the next date fixed clarifying the name, designation and present posting of the official(s) who remained designated as the PIO during the relevant period, from the date of the application for information so that the erring official(s) could be identified and action taken against them in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Dampreet Walia,

Law Officer,

PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



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:
Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn)-cum-former PIO; 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 and 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 for 19.09.2012 when the case was posted to 18.10.2012.  


In the earlier hearing dated 18.10.2012, it was observed that no information had been provided to the appellant and accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Asstt. Manager (Admn) as she was the designated PIO at the relevant time.


Today, complete information as per the application dated 23.09.2011 has been provided to the appellant in the presence of the Commission.  The appellant seeks time to study the same which is granted.  He, however, lamented that there has been inordinate delay in providing the information and hence penal provisions of the Act be invoked against the respondent PIO.


As reportedly Sh. Dampreet Walia, Law Officer who is now the designated PIO, has joined only towards end of September, 2012, he is directed to file an affidavit by the next date fixed clarifying the name, designation and present posting of the official(s) who remained designated as the PIO during the relevant period, from the date of the application for information so that the erring official(s) could be identified and action taken against them in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 10.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Dampreet Walia,

Law Officer,

PUNSUP,

Sector 34,

Chandigarh.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 21.11.2012



State Information Commissioner
