STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Varinder Kumar

s/o Sh. Krishan Kumar,

Plot No. 5, Geeta Colony,

Rajpura Town,

Tehsil Rajpura

Distt. Patiala.




 


   --Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Nagar Council, 

Rajpura.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Nagar Council,

Rajpura.






   
--Respondents

AC No.  2 of 2012

Order
Present:-
Appellant Sh. Varinder Kumar in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Amarjit Singh, AME, assisted by Sh. Sushant Batish, advocate.


Vide RTI Application dated 18.08.2011 addressed to the PIO-EO, Municipal Council, Rajpura, the applicant-appellant sought information on four points relating to his shop constructed in the part of house no. 2-E/1 purchased by him vide registered sale deed dated 27.12.2007.  The said application was transferred by the PIO to the Asstt. Engineer, Municipal Council, Rajpura under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 on 26.08.2011 for providing the information to the complainant directly. 


Failing to get any response within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant-appellant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. Municipal Council, Rajpura vide letter dated 18.11.2011 and still when no information was provided, the instant second appeal was filed with the Commission, received in the office on 14.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Both the parties have been heard and the case file has been perused.  It is observed that no information has been provided to the appellant by the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura till date.
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Sh. Sushant Batish, advocate, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO requests for an adjournment.


In view of the submissions made by the respondent, Sh. Charanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rajpura is directed to supply complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of two weeks, under intimation to the Commission.   He is further directed to furnish an affidavit duly attested by the Magistrate / Notary Public, on the next date of hearing, while appearing in person, explaining the reasons for the delay in supply the information to the appellant.


He will also explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1), 20(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant and for the detriments suffered by the applicant in getting the information.


Adjourned for further hearing on 16.05.2012.

                   Sd/-                                                         Sd/-         

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Shiv Shankar Tiwari,

Satya Jeevan Kusth Ashram,

Lajpat Nagar,

New Delhi-110065.




 

         --Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Chandigarh.



First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






   
--Respondents

AC No.  4 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Sushil Kumar, Supdt.-cum-PIO along with Kuldip Singh, Under-Secretary, First Appellate Authority. 


Vide RTI Application dated 26.05.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary, Punjab, the applicant-appellant sought information on the following points: -

(i)
Names of the Acts / Rules / Orders etc. where discriminatory provisions exist, along with references of the section, sub-section etc. thereof;

(ii)
Contents of the discriminatory provisions;

(iii)
Actions taken to remove the discriminatory provisions. 

(iv)
Impediments / Reasons, if any, in removing the discriminatory provisions;

(v)
Actions taken on the letter of the Govt. of India referred in the opening para here above, and if no action has been taken so far, reasons thereof; 

(vi)
Actions proposed to be taken and approximate time frame by which these provisions will be removed.


Failing to get any response within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant-appellant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. Chief Secretary, Punjab vide 
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letter dated 26.07.2011 and still when no information was provided, the instant second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 was filed with the Commission, received in the office on 28.12.2011 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Respondent PIO and the First Appellate Authority have been heard.  The case file has been perused and it is observed that till date, no reply has been sent to the appellant by the respondent PIO / First Appellate Authority.  Also, no information has been provided to the applicant. 


However, respondent PIO and the First Appellate Authority state that information sought by the applicant / appellant is to be provided by different Public Authorities and therefore, the appellant should have applied to the concerned Public Authorities for getting the information.   They further stated that appellant has been informed to approach the concerned Public Authority vide letters dated 10.06.2011 and 11.08.2011.


In view of the above, the appellant is directed to send his observations to the appellant, in writing, regarding the two letters written by the respondent office.  He is also directed to be present in person or through his authorized representative on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he is not interested in pursuing his RTI application and the matter would be decided accordingly. 


S/Sh. Sushil Kumar, Supdt.-cum-PIO along with Kuldip Singh, Under-Secretary, First Appellate Authority shall also be present in person on the next date fixed and shall explain in writing the Public Authority to whom the information sought by the applicant-appellant relates directly so that the appellant can be directed accordingly for seeking the information and decision to transfer of the application of the appellant to those Public Authorities for supplying the information directly to the appellant, can be taken, if required. 


Adjourned for further hearing on 22.05.2012.

                     Sd/-                                                         Sd/-         

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sham Lal Singla,

# B-325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.




 

         --Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Headmaster, Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur.



First Appellate Authority,

o/o Headmaster, Prem Sabha High School,

Sangrur.






   
--Respondents

AC No.  5 of 2012

Order
Present:-
Appellant Sh. Sham Lal Singla in person.



For the respondent: Sh. P.C. Jain, Secretary.


Heard both the parties.


In the hearing dated 29.02.2012 in CC No. 3599/11, respondent had stated that the Prem Sabha Senior Secondary School, Sangrur is not an aided school and so they are not bound to supply the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.   He had further submitted that another similar case being AC 5/12 had been filed by the same applicant and hence both the cases i.e. CC 3599/11 and AC 5/12 be clubbed together.  Respondent was also directed to produce documentary evidence in support of their claim that their school is purely a private one and is not funded by the Govt. 




Today, Sh. P.C. Jain, Secretary who has appeared on behalf of the respondent PIO, has been heard.  HE states that their school is aided only up to Xth class and their Secondary Section is not aided by the Government.  He, however, could not produce any evidence in support of his contention of the school being a purely private institution and it is observed that the school is getting Govt. aid.    He further stated that the requested information has been provided to the appellant, complete in all respects, whereas on the other 
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hand, the appellant states that information relating to AC No. 5/12 has been provided but no information has been given in CC No. 3599/11.


Therefore, the appeal case AC 5/12 is disposed of and closed. 

                   Sd/-                                                          Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Satish Chander,

Superintendent,

O/o Additional Secretary to the Chief Minister,

H.P. 

Dharamshala, Kangra-176215.


 

         --Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Chandigarh.



First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Chandigarh.







   --Respondents

AC No.  11 of 2012

Order
Present:-
For the appellant: Sh. Barun Jaswal, advocate.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Sohan Singh, Supdt.-APIO along with Gurdass Singh, Deputy Director. 


Vide RTI Application dated 08.08.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of the Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh, the applicant-appellant sought information on the following points: -

(i)
Copy of the enquiry report submitted on 26.10.1984 by Sh. J.S. Randhawa, the then General Manager, District Industries Centre, Jalandhar, with regard to shortage of Rs. 2,112.88 against the applicant;

(ii)
Copy of charge sheet served on the applicant on account of alleged shortage of Rs. 2,112.88.

(iii)
Copy of reply submitted by the applicant to the said charge-sheet;

(iv)
Copies of statements of the applicant as well as other witnesses got recorded during the course of aforesaid enquiry.

(v)
Copies of noting-sheets where the said enquiry report had been dealt with in the Directorate of Industries, Punjab whereby the applicant had been awarded punishment vide Order No. Admn-3/12/39-2/10961-A dated 30.09.1985.
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Failing to get any response within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant-appellant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 16.09.2011 and still when no information was provided, the instant second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 was filed with the Commission, received in the office on 28.12.2011 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


APIO present states that information on points no. 1 to 3 was supplied on 04.11.2011.  So far as information on point no. 5 i.e. copy of the statement of the applicant as well as other witnesses during the aforesaid enquiry is concerned, the same has been provided except two witnesses, as the same is not traceable.   Similarly, copies of the noting sheets are sought under point no. 5 of the RTI application could not be supplied to the appellant for want of relevant files which are not traceable despite best efforts. 


Sh. Barun Jaswal, advocate, appearing on behalf of the appellant seeks one more adjournment, which is granted. 


In the meanwhile, PIO, office of the Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to supply the remaining information to the appellant within a period of three weeks, by searching the records once again.  


Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Joint Director, Industries and Commerce, Punjab is also directed to explain in writing, while appearing in person on the next date, the reasons of delay in supplying the complete information to the appellant. 


Adjourned for further hearing on 23.05.2012.

                    Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Mohan Lal

s/o Sh. Sadhu Ram,

Flat No. 2, Sohi Tower,

Near Preet Palace,

Baltana-140604.




 

         --Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Headmaster, Govt. High School,

Ghanaur,

Tehsil Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.



First Appellate Authority,

o/o Headmaster, Govt. High School,

Ghanaur,

Tehsil Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.




   --Respondents

AC No.  14 of 2012

Order
Present:-
Appellant Sh. Mohan Lal in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Charanjit Singh, SS. Master along with Sh. Vikas Kumar, clerk. 


Vide RTI Application dated 04.10.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of the Headmaster, Govt. High School, Ghanaur, the applicant-appellant sought information on the following points: -

(i)
Information regarding payment of GPF interest accrued, due to late payment of GPF to me;

(ii)
ACP-32 arrears effective from 01.04.2009 to 31.10.2010;

(iii)
Revised Pay arrears up to 31.10.2010 which has already been sanctioned by AG Office, Chandigarh;

(iv)
Service book up dates after inclusion of all the above arrears and to send the updated Service Book to AG office Chandigarh for pension revision. 


Failing to get any response within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant-appellant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 04.10.2011 and still when no information was provided, the instant second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 was filed with the Commission, received in the office on 
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29.12.2011 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Vikas Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent states that information on point no. 2 has already been supplied whereas the remaining information on point no. 1, 3 and 4 shall be provided within a week’s time positively.    Appellant acknowledges receipt of information on point no. 2 and further states that one week’s time be given to the respondent PIO for supplying the remaining information.


We, therefore, direct the Headmaster, Govt. High School, Ghanaur, to supply the remaining information to the appellant, within a week’s time, with a copy of the same to the Commission, for its records. 


Adjourned for further hearing on 23.05.2012.

                   Sd/-                                                           Sd/-
        (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

C.C. 
The Headmaster, Govt. High School,

Ghanaur,

Tehsil Dhuri, 

Distt. Sangrur.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Shiv Shankar Tiwari,

Satya Jeevan Kusth Ashram,

Lajpat Nagar,

New Delhi-110065.




 

         --Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Chandigarh.



First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Chandigarh.






   
--Respondents

AC No.  19 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Sushil Kumar, Supdt.-cum-PIO along with Kuldip Singh, Under-Secretary, First Appellate Authority. 


Vide RTI Application dated 26.05.2011 addressed to the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary, Punjab, the applicant-appellant sought information on the following points: -

(i)
List of the NGOs along with their postal addresses, telephone numbers, fax numbers, e-mail addresses, websites etc.;

(ii)
Copy of the projects / schemes of the NGOs directly benefitting the LAPs;

(iii)
Quantum of financial assistance i.e. grants-in-aid, loan, in kind or cash, advanced to the NGOs in each financial year; 

(iv)
No. of LAPs employed on (i) full time, (ii) part time basis by the individual NGOs in each year; 

(v)
No. of LAPs directly benefitted by the work of NGOs; 

(vi)
List along with relevant details of foreign NGOs e.g. (i) addresses in India; and (ii) in their respective countries, their telephone numbers, fax numbers, e-mail addresses, websites, quantum of funds spent in India on specific projects for the LAPs;

(vii)
Details of the control exercised by the Govt. on the works and funds spent in India by the foreign NGOs working for the LAPs.

(viii)
Details of the Social Welfare audit being conducted of the NGOs both Indian and Foreign, to discipline their working. 
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 (ix)
Measures being taken to ensure that there is no misuse / misappropriation of financial assistance / funds spent by the NGOs referred above, both Indian and foreing;

(x)
Copy of audit paras / objections in utilization of funds, if any, raised and replied, indicating as to (i) which are yet to be replied; and (ii) which have not been dropped. 


Failing to get any response within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the applicant-appellant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. Chief Secretary, Punjab vide letter dated 26.07.2011 and still when no information was provided, the instant second appeal under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 was filed with the Commission, received in the office on 30.12.2011 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Respondent PIO and the First Appellate Authority have been heard.  The case file has been perused and it is observed that till date, no reply has been sent to the appellant by the respondent PIO / First Appellate Authority.  Also, no information has been provided to the applicant. 


However, respondent PIO and the First Appellate Authority state that information sought by the applicant / appellant is to be provided by different Public Authorities and therefore, the appellant should have applied to the concerned Public Authorities for getting the information.   They further stated that appellant has been informed to approach the concerned Public Authority vide letters dated 10.06.2011 and 11.08.2011.


In view of the above, the appellant is directed to send his observations to the appellant, in writing, regarding the two letters written by the respondent office.  He is also directed to be present in person or through his authorized representative on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he is not interested in pursuing his RTI application and the matter would be decided accordingly. 


S/Sh. Sushil Kumar, Supdt.-cum-PIO along with Kuldip Singh, Under-Secretary, First Appellate Authority shall also be present in person on the next date fixed and shall explain in writing the Public Authority to whom the information sought by the applicant-appellant relates directly so that the appellant can be directed accordingly for seeking the information and decision to transfer of the application of the appellant to those Public Authorities for supplying the information directly to the appellant, can be taken, if required. 


Adjourned for further hearing on 22.05.2012.

          Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-
     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

                           (www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gopal Krishan Batta,

B-1-600/4A,

Kundan Pura, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.



 

         --Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o (i) Industrial Training Centre, Satnampura,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

(ii) FAA: -do-






   
--Respondents

AC No.  28 of 2012

Present:-
Shri Gopal Krishan Batta, appellant, in person.
Shri Veer Singh, Principal and Shri Harcharanjit Singh, Group Instructor, on behalf of respondent-PIO.

Order

Appellant vide an RTI application dated 28-04-2011 addressed to the PIO-cum- Principal, Industrial Training Centre, Phagwara sought an information on six points. Failing to get any response as mandated under section 7(1) of RTI Act, he filed a first appeal with the first appellate authority vide letter dated 18-06-2011 and second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 02-01-2012.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the  parties.


We have perused the case file and have observed that the letter dated 23-02-2011 has been written by PIO to the appellant, that the said information could not be provided under the provisions of Section 8(h) of the RTI Act and thereafter another letter was written by the same public authority on 13-07-2011 vide which an amount of Rs. 2530/- was asked for from the appellant as additional fee/ processing charges for supplying the photocopies of the record numbering 1265 pages. From this letter of PIO and after hearing both the parties, we have come to the conclusion that the information has not been provided in time and has been delayed unnecessarily without any solid grounds. . The enquiry has already been completed. 
Contd…p/2
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The PIO-cum-Principal, ITC is, therefore, directed to supply the complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of 15 days, free of cost, as mandated under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act through courier/ registered letter, failing which the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act shall have to be invoked.  Shri Harcharanjit Singh, DDO shall be present in person on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 29-05-2012 at Chandigarh.

          Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-          

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.S.Mahey,

1028, Bootan Mandi,

Jalandhar- 144003.



 

         --Appellant





Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o (i)_ Managing Director, PSIEc,

Udyog Bhavan, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh.

(ii) FAA-do-






   
--Respondents

AC No.  978 of 2011
Order
Present:-
Shri R.S.Mahey, appellant, in person.
Shri Amarjit Singh and Shri Darshan Lal Garg, Estate Officers and Shri Amrik Singh, APIO on behalf of respondent.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 26-12-2011, appellant was advised to go through the affidavit as submitted by respondent-PIO which was submitted to say that provided information is correct and complete and no more information can be provided and the case was accordingly adjourned for hearing  for today.

The appellant in compliance with the directions given on that day has submitted his observations on an affidavit filed on 22-03-2012. 
We have discussed the entire details of the information supplied , contents of  affidavit and the observations filed by appellant,  with the representatives of respondent-PIO and have observed that  the appellant has not been provided complete and correct information yet.  PIO of o/o MD, PSIEC as well as Shri Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-1and Shri Darshan Lal Garg, Estate Officer-II shall, therefore, ensure that the remaining information complete in all respects as discussed is provided to the appellant within a 

Contd…p/2
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period of 15 days, failing which the provisions under Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act shall have to be invoked against them for 

willfully denying and delaying the information to the appellant and for loss and other determents suffered by him.


Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 18-04-2012 at Chandigarh. 
            Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-        

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri S.L.Singla,

House No. 325, Guru Nanak Colony,

Sangrur.



 

         Complainant




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur.






   
--Respondent
CC No.  3599 of 2011
Order
Present:-
Shri S.L.Singla, complainant, in person


Shri P.C.Jain, Secretary, Prem Sabha High School,


Sangrur, on behalf of respondent-PIO.


On the last date of hearing i.e.on 29-02-2012, on the request of respondent-PIO, another case No. AC-05 filed by the appellant was clubbed with case No. CC-3599/2011 and the respondent-PIO was asked to produce documentary evidence, if any, in support of their claim that the school is purely a private body and is not funded by the Government.
Today,the respondent-PIO has supplied the information in AC-05 and the case has since been disposed of and closed, whereas the information in CC-3599/2011 remains yet to be supplied.

After hearing both the parties, we direct the respondent-PIO to furnish the photocopies of cash book, as asked for by the complainant in his RTI application, within a period of 15 days.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 30-05-2012 at Chandigarh.

          Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-        

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpreet Singh s/o Sh. Balwinder Singh,

House No. 421, Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar,

Near Amritsar bye-pass Road,

Tarn Taran, Distt. Tarn Taran.

 

         Complainant.




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).




   
--Respondents

CC No.  46 of 2012

Order
Present:-
None is present on behalf of complainant.


Shri Kulwinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondent-PIO.


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 25-10-2011 addressed to the PIO of office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, sought an information on five points relating to the Veterinary Pharmacists working in the Department. Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days, as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, he filed a complaint with the Commission received in its office on 02-01-2012.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


None is present on behalf of complainant. The complainant has mentioned in his complaint that no information has been supplied to him on points 2 and 3. We have perused the case file and observed that for providing information on point No. 2, an additional fee/ processing charges amounting to Rs. 364/- has been demanded from the complainant whereas information 
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on point No. 3 has already been sent. Section 7(6) of the RTI Act clearly mentions that if no information is provided within a period of 30 days, the same is to be provided free of cost.

We direct Shri Jagmohan Singh, PIO-cum-DCFA to supply the entire information point-wise, duly authenticated, free of cost, to the complainant within a period of two weeks under intimation to the Commission failing which the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act could be invoked against him. He shall personally be present, with one spare copy of the information supplied, on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 30-05-2012 at Chandigarh.

          Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-          

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satbir Pal Singh,

House No. 1512, Phase: 3B2,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).


 

        Complainant




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal Shivalik Public School,

Ropar.






   
--Respondents

CC No.  2347 of 2011
Present:-
Shri Mohit, Jaggi, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.
Shri Baljit Singh Atri, Principal, Shri Kamaljeet Singh and Shri Balbir Singh, on behalf of respondent-PIO.
Order


The representatives of respondent-PIO state that it was not in their knowledge that the Shivalik Public School, Ropar, has been declared as a public authority under the Right to Information Act, 2005 by the then State Information Commissioner vide his orders dated 09-12-2011 because the order prior to passing order on 09-12-2011, was kept reserved. As no representative of Shivalik Public School  appeared before the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. on 27-12-2011 also, we have come to know about the orders dated 09-12-2011 today only. 

In view of the statement made by the respondent-PIO, he is directed to comply with the orders dated 09-12-2011,copy of which is supplied to the PIO today in the court, and again directed to provide relevant information to the complainant within a period of three weeks under intimation to Commission .


Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 30-05-2012 at Chandigarh.

            Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-         

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmail Singh s/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

Ajit Nagar, Opp.Aman Dharam Kanda,

Patiala Road, Bhawanigarh,

Distt.Sangrur.





          Complainant




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Patiala.






   
--Respondents

CC No.  3749 of 2011
Order
Present:-
None is present on behalf of complainant.
Ms. Anupam Bhaskar, DFSC and Shri Gurmeet Singh, LA, on behalf of respondent-PIO.



On the last date of hearing i..e.16-02-2012, respondent-PIO was directed to supply the information to the complainant within a period of three weeks. In compliance of these orders, DFSC, Patiala  is present, in person, and states that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant and places on record the receipt dated 21-03-2012, duly signed by the complainant, Shri Gurmail Singh, in lieu of receiving the information demanded under RTI application.,



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



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Naresh Kumar s/o Sh. Ram Lubhaya,

B-34-39/37, Main Road, Snadhu Nagar,

Near Mandal Gurdwara, Ludhiana.

 

 Complainant.




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ropar.






   
--Respondents

CC No.  1343 of 2011
Order
Present:-
Shri Naresh Kumar, complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of respondent-PIO.


Furtherance to the order dated 27-12-2011 passed by the then State Information Commissioner (Shri Kulbir Singh ) case was transferred
  to this Bench on his retirement and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

None is present on behalf of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi, Distt. Ropar, neither any information has been provided to the complainant so far as per his statement given today before the Commission. Respondent-PIO, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi is, therefore, directed to supply duly authenticated information, complete in all respects, to the complainant within a period of two weeks failing which action under the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, would be initiated against him for his willfully delaying and denying the information and for the loss and other determents suffered by the complainant. Reasons for delay in supplying the information shall be explained by PIO-cum-BDPO, Nurpur Bedi, in writing and he will be personally present on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 31-05-2012 at Chandigarh.

            Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-         

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

CC:
BDPO, Nurpur Bedi, Distt. Ropar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwant Singh,

Secretary, Lok Education,

Primary K-Block, Guru Har Sahai,

Distt. Ferozepur.



 

    Complainant.




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Child Development & Project Officer,

Guru Har Sahib, Distt. Ferozepur.



   
--Respondent
CC No.  2653 of 2011
Order
Present:-
Shri Yogesh Kumar Aneja, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.


None is present on behalf of respondent-PIO.



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 22-12-2011 directions were given to the respondent-PIO i.e. CDPO, Guru Har Sahai to provide information to the complainant within a period of 15 days, failing which penalty would be imposed upon the PIO and compensation would be awarded to the complainant in view of the show cause notice issued vide orders dated 08-12-2011 and case was fixed for further hearing for today.


Shri Yogesh Kumar Aneja, Advocate, appearing on behalf of complainant, states that no information has been provided so far. The PIO, CDPO, Guru Har Sahai, is therefore directed to supply complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant further within a period of 15 days , free of cost, as mandated under Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 under intimation to the commission. He /she is also directed to be present, in person, on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information. 
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PIO is further directed to refund the additional fee/ processing charges amounting to Rs. 3600/-  sent by complainant through bank draft.

Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 31-05-2012 at Chandigarh.

             Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-       

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh,

House no. 2314, Phase-11,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).



 

     Complainant




Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Food & Supplies Controller,

Kapurthala.






   
--Respondents

CC No.  3746 of 2011
Order
Present:-
Shri Ranjit Singh, complainant, in person.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Legal Assistant, Shri Gurpreet Singh, Inspector and Shri Mohinder Singh, Panchayat Officer, o/o BDPO, Nadala, on behalf of respondent-PIO.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 16-02-2012,  PIO o/o DFSC, Kapurthala, to whom RTI application was addressed, and BDPO, Nadala, were directed to supply the requisite information i.e. copies of the bills vide which the payments have been received and bricks supplied to Gram Panchayat, Khaleel, Tehsil Bhulath, Distt. Kapurthala duly authenticated within a period of two weeks. The representative of PIO has brought the information, but the complainant is insisting that the information should be attested by the PIO-DFSC herself. Smt. Rajneesh Kaur, DFSC, Kapurthala, is therefore, directed to supply the duly authenticated information under her signatures to the complainant within a period of 15 days.

Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 31-05-2012 at Chandigarh.

            Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-         

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shrimati Gurdev Kaur w/o Sh. Bachittar Singh,

VPO: Lehra Dhulkot,

Distt. Bathinda. 






Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,

o/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Leather Dev. Corpon.,

2nd floor, 17 Bays Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




   
--Respondents

(2) FAA: -do-
AC No.  42 of 2012

Order
Present:-  
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Gurdev Singh, Sr.Assistant, on behalf of respondent.



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 29-02-2012, the appellant was not present. She was, therefore, supplied the requisite information vide letter No. 58, dated 19-02-2011, and the case was further adjourned for hearing today.


The appellant is not present today again.  The PIO has a copy of letter dated 24-02-2012 vide which the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and her signatures, dated 09-03-2012, have been taken on the said letter. Since the appellant is not present on two occasions continuously, neither anything contrary has been heard from her with regard to the supplied information, the case is disposed of and closed.
          Sd/-                                                                     Sd/-          

     (Narinderjit Singh)



  (B.C.Thakur)

State Information Commissioner

State Information Commissioner

Dated: 22.03.2012

