STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar Singla

s/o Sh. Kheru Ram,

Ward No. 6,

Near village Library,

Lehragaga

(Distt. Sangrur)
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Director,

Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3338/12

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the Respondent: Shri Kulwant Rai Sharma, Superintendent. 

ORDER:


Vide RTI application dated 06.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Raj Kumar Singla sought the following information on two points: -

1.
Quota of sugar being allocated to families per ration card per head along with rates thereof; 

2.
Centre-wise allocation of sugar during 2010-11 and 2011-12.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012 and after perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 28.12.2012 when none was present either on behalf of the complainant or for the respondent-PIO.

Therefore, show-cause notice was issued to the PIO, office of the Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh  under the provision of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty, for non-supply of information and also with an opportunity of being heard. 
PIO was further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and made written submissions and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing. 

The record of the respondent-PIO has been perused. It is observed that PIO-cum-DFSC, Sangrur vide letter No.7297 dated 13.9.2012 had written to the complainant for the deposit of an amount of Rs.240/- as additional fee/documents charges so that requisite information could be supplied. Similarly letter dated 26.9.2012 was also written by the Assistant Director office of Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs Department, Punjab, Chandigarh to the Complainant for the deposit of Rs.288/- as additional fee/documents charges as the information was running into 144 pages. Further detailed written submissions have been filed by Ms Simarjot Kaur, Deputy Director-cum-PIO, (Food Distribution Branch) O/O Commissioner, Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab wherein she had mentioned that despite writing two letters dated 19.9.2012 and 26.9.2012 no additional fee have been deposited by the Complainant so far though the information has been prepared by the Department and the same have been brought to the Commission today i.e. 06.02.2013 and even on the last date of hearing i.e. 28.12.2012. 

I have perused the entire case file. It is observed that the additional fee/documents charges rightly demanded by the Department of Food Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab on two different occasions in time. Further neither the Complainant was present on the last date of hearing nor today and at the same time he has not deposited the additional fee/documents charges. 


Complainant is advised to seek this information, if he so desire, from the PIO-cum- Director, Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab (Food Distribution Branch), Sector 17, Chandigarh. 

If after obtaining the requisite information the Complainant is still dissatisfied with the same, he is at liberty to approach the first appellate authority in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 whereafter he has the remedy of approaching the Commission in second appeal, as per provisions of Section 19(3) of the Act. 


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

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar Garg

Ward No. 12, 

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Basti,

Lehragaga (Distt. Sangrur)

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Lehragaga (Distt. Sangrur)


        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3345/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Sandhura Singh, Tehsildar.


Sh. Ramesh Garg, vide his RTI application dated 22.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, had sought various information  pertaining to Mutation No. 11760 regarding partition of land, along with a copy of the order of Asstt. Collector I Grade.



The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 28.12.2012, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent and no intimation had been received from him.   As such, a show cause notice was issued to the Tehsildar, Lehragaga.


A fax message dated 25.01.2013 has been received from the complainant stating that information on point no. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 8 of his application has not been provided by the respondent.  


Though Sh. Sandhura Singh, Tehsildar has come present, no reply to the show cause notice has been submitted for which one last opportunity is afforded to him.   He stated that he was not in possession of a copy of the application for information submitted by Sh. Ramesh Garg, the applicant-complainant.  As such, a copy of the same has been handed over to him in the Commission.


On the next date fixed, apart from written explanation in response to the show cause notice, entire relevant records shall be presented before the Commission for its perusal.


Tehsildar, Lehragaga shall be personally present on the next date.


Adjourned to 12.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jiwan Garg,

s/o Sh. Om  Parkash Garg,

House No. B-1/473-A,

Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road,

Sunam-148028 (Distt. Sangrur) 


        

     …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Hqrs.

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Hqrs.

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 



    
  …Respondents
AC- 996/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jiwan Garg in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Parshottam Kumar, HC.


The present second appeal has been preferred by Sh. Jiwan Garg, received in this office on 19.07.2012 whose earlier appeal AC 53/12 had been head by this Bench and the matter had been relegated to the First Appellate Authority vide order dated 29.02.2012.   Sh. Garg is aggrieved of the order dated 30.04.2012 passed by the first appellate authority and as such, has filed this Second appeal before the Commission.   Sh. Garg has averred that even on remand of the case to the first appellate authority, copies of police diaries / Zimnies in FIR No. 155 of 02.07.2011 sought by him have been declined.


It is observed that the first appellate authority had sought the opinion of the District Attorney and thereafter, declined the said information in terms of Section 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005.   The concluding part of the order dated 30.04.2012 passed by the first appellate authority reads as follows: -

“………….the undersigned is of the considered view that the information sought cannot be supplied u/s 8(1)(h) of the RTI Act, 2005 as well as the provision contained in Sub-Section (2) of Section 172 Cr. P.C. and is hereby denied.”

It has also been stated in the order dated 30.04.2012 that the investigation in the matter is still under way. 


Today, Sh. Garg has made written submissions citing a catena of judgments of the various courts in cases identical to the present one.  A copy of the same has been handed over to Sh. Parshottam Kumar who has come present on behalf of the respondents. 


In the circumstances, respondent PIO – Sh. Vikram Pal Singh Bhatti, IPS, AIG Pers-II, office of the Director General of Police, Punjab, Chandigarh shall file a detailed written response to the latest averments made by the appellant today.


Sh. Garg has further contended that simply stating that Section 172(2) of the Cr. P.C. restricts parting with such information, does not absolve the respondent from his responsibility to provide the information under the RTI Act, 2005 in the absence of putting forth any categoric provision contained in the Cr. P.C. to this effect.


In view of the foregoing, respondent PIO shall base his submissions on all the objections taken by the appellant Sh. Garg, with an advance copy to the applicant-appellant Sh. Garg.


Adjourned to 12.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Bakhshish Singh

Village Sadhewal, P.O. Ganguwal,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar

   

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Board of Technical

Education & Indl. Training, 

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Technical Education (ITI Wing), Punjab,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh.



        
 

   
…Respondents

CC- 1002/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Dr. A.S. Arunachala, Registrar; and Sh. Sandeep Bajaj, Dy. Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education. 


In the case in hand, vide RTI application dated 24.07.2011 addressed to the respondent, the applicant sought certificate for the Punjabi Stenography course of Smt. Harjinder Kaur, Registration No. 9713357504, Session 1997-98 result whereof had been declared on December 16, 1998.


In the maiden hearing dated 05.07.2012, Sh. Sandeep Bajaj, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had submitted that the information was to be provided by the Director, Technical Education (ITI Wing), Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh, which was ordered accordingly. 


In a subsequent hearing dated 07.11.2012, it was brought to the notice of the Commission by the complainant that though he had received the certificate, the same was incorrect as it contained marks obtained as 209/400 instead of 209/300. 


Today, respondents submitted that the corrected certificate has been mailed to the applicant-complainant as per the directions of the Commission.  Written submissions have also been made by Dr. AS Arunachala, the Registrar-PIO putting forth that the error was inadvertent which has since been corrected.   He has further assured the Commission that still more care shall be exercised in future while dealing with such matters. 


Since complete information as per the application dated 24.07.2011 stands provided to the applicant-complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh



       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lachhman Kumar

s/o Sh. Raghbir Chand,

C/o Krishna Rice Mills,

Gali No. 7,

Tapa,

Distt. Barnala

   

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o PUNSUP,

Barra Street,

Patiala Gate,

Sangrur-148001


        
 

   
…Respondent

CC- 2576/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Harinder Singh, Sr. Auditor-PIO


Shri Lachhman Kumar vide RTI application dated 06.06.2012 addressed to the PIO-cum-District Manager, Punjab State Civil Supplies Corporation, Ltd. (PUNSUP), Barra Street, Patiala Gate, Sangrur had sought the following information:-

“Copy of account of Firm Krishna Rice Mills, Tappa VRN03521052217 for the period from 01.04.1993 to 31.03.1996 containing details of Paddy milled, dates of all payments made to said firm, rice received by department, cheque dates, balance amount with department with any, paddy issued to firm, tax deducted at source, etc.”


Failing to get information within the mandated period of 30 days under the provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant filed complaint before the Commission, received in it on 05.09.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.11.2012 when it was observed the information sent by the respondent to the complainant vide letter no. 4696 dated 25.09.2012 was incomplete and as such, a show cause notice was issued to Sh. Harinder Singh, PIO-cum-Senior Auditor who was directed to make written submissions in the form of an affidavit and to appear before the Commission in the hearing dated 02.01.2013.   However, none of the directions of the Commission had been complied with.     Neither Sh. Harinder Singh had put in appearance nor had any written response received from him.


One last opportunity was afforded to the respondent PIO to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and make written submissions in the form of an affidavit explaining the delay caused.


Today, Sh. Harinder Singh submitted that he had taken over recently.  Upon perusal of the case file, he had gone through the copy of information dated 05.09.2012 and the same was found to be incomplete.  As such, he stated, once again the complete information has been mailed to the applicant-complainant under the cover of their Memo. no. 9261 dated 11.01.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.   The perusal of the documents makes it clear that complete information as per the application dated 06.06.2012 has been provided by the respondent.


Written submissions have also been made by the respondent-PIO citing various reasons such as heavy workload, shortage of staff, lack of proper infrastructure etc. leading to the delay.   He has, however, assured the Commission that he will exercise still more care while dealing with such matters, in future.   No malafide is suspected on the part of the respondent PIO for the delay in providing the information as no part of it can be termed as deliberate or intentional.   Therefore, the show cause notice issued to the PIO is dispensed with and accordingly, no order as to any penalty. 


Complainant was not present in the earlier hearing dated 02.01.2013 and same is the case today.   Nothing to the contrary has been heard from him.  Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided.


Therefore, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswinder Singh

s/o Sh. Mehar Singh,

M/s Navdeep Traders,

SCO-18, Mandi Mullanpur-141101

(Distt. Ludhiana)

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana (West) 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, 

Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1242/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Rakesh Gupta, advocate.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC, Ludhiana; and Jasbir Singh, Jr. Auditor. 


In this case, vide RTI application dated 16.04.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1, Sh. Jaswinder Singh had sought the following information pertaining to  inquiry and decision in his  complaint sent on 02.02.2012: -

1.
Certified copies of payment of paddy, commission and labour etc. delayed to the Commission Agents (Arthias) of Ludhiana Distt. Along with reasons of delay submitted b y the concerned Inspectors/AFSO/DFSO;

2.
Certified copies of inquiry done in the complaint dated 02.02.2012 and letter of Director, Food & Civil Supplies, vide Memo. NO. SA (Banking)-B-4/2012/203 dated 15.02.2012 including decision on complaint and statements recorded.


Not satisfied with the reply received from the receipt PIO vide Memo. no. 2935 dated 05.05.2012, Sh. Jaswinder Singh filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 15.06.2012 whereafter response dated 22.08.2012 had been received from the respondent but it was alleged that no information had been provided.    The Second appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 07.09.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 08.11.2012 when it was recorded that information on point no. 1 had not been provided.   Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the PIO - Sh. Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC, Ludhiana (West) who was directed to make written submissions in the form of an affidavit.


In the hearing dated 02.01.2013, no explanation had been submitted by the respondent PIO.   Taking into account that the application for information was submitted as early as 16.04.2012 and complete information had not been provided even after a lapse of over eight months due to which the appellant had suffered monetary detriments, compensation to the tune of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) was awarded in favour of the applicant-appellant. 


Today, communication bearing no. 990 dated 30.01.2013 has been received from the respondent, informing that complete information as per the original request of the appellant stood provided vide Memo. No. 60 dated 07.01.2013 a copy whereof has also been annexed.   The amount of compensation has also been paid to the appellant by means of demand draft no. 755735 dated 05.02.2013 drawn on State Bank of India, Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 


Sh. Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC-cum-PIO has made written submissions in response to the show cause notice which are taken on record.   Perusal of the facts and circumstances enumerated therein suggests that no part of the information could be termed as deliberate or intentional.   No malafide is suspected on his part for the delay in providing the information.    As such, this is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty. 


Since complete information as per the application dated 16.04.2012 stands provided to the appellant and the amount of compensation paid, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Beant Kinger,

Municipal Councillor,

Ward No. 20,

H. No. B-18/792

Pandian Street,

Malerkotla (Sangrur)
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Secretary, Punjab,

Chandigarh.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3341/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Makhan Singh, Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistants; and Parshottam Kumar, HC.


Vide RTI application dated 23.04.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Beant Kinger had sought the following information: -

1.
Copy of application sent to your office against Mr. Izhar Alam (former DGP, Punjab) regarding his involvement in Wireless scam including the name of the complainant.  Provide name and address of the Inspecting Officer as also the amount involved.

2.
Attested copy of the proceedings in the above case, copy of FIR registered against the culprits (accused) with their details.   Copies of the statements of the culprits.

3.
Present status of the proceedings in the above case.

4.
Pension status of the culprits involved in the above case. 


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012 alleging non-provision of the requisite information.


In the earlier hearing dated 04.01.2013, 
Sh. K.S. Thakur, Supdt.-APIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Department of Home Affairs & Justice, Punjab, had tendered written submissions vide Memo. no. 17 dated 01.01.2013 which were taken on record.   Similarly, APIO-cum-AIG (Pers-2), office of the DGP, Punjab, Chandigarh, had submitted copy of Memo. no. 65-66 dated 03.01.2013 addressed to the complainant Sh. Beant Kinger which was also taken on record. 


Respondents were directed to send a copy each of the above said two letters to the complainant also, if not already done, by registered post.    While information on point no. 2 and 3 had been forwarded by the respondents to the applicant-complainant, information on point no. 1 and 4 had been declined citing the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India dated 03.10.2012, whereby, in the absence of pleadings to the effect of involvement of larger public interest, third party information cannot be provided.   Complainant was advised to make written submissions in the light of the contentions of the respondents.


Complainant was not present in the earlier hearing dated 04.01.2013 and same is the case today.   Nothing to the contrary has been heard from him either.   Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided.


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

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gulzar Singh

s/o Sh. Ram Kishan,

VPO Gaura,

Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.
   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Malerkotla.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Malerkotla (Sangrur)

        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 1547/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Tehsildar.


Vide RTI application dated 28.06.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Gulzar Singh had sought copies of field book, valuation resolution etc. pertaining to land comprising various Khasra numbers specified by him.   He had further sought a copy of the first post-consolidation Jamabandi for the year 1952-53. 


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 1091 dated 01.08.2012 had explained to the applicant the factual position in the matter. 


Sh. Gulzar Singh wrote to the District Revenue Officer, Sangrur vide his letter dated 15.08.2012, who, vide Memo. No. 1267/RTI dated 22.08.2012 directed the Tehsildar, Malerkotla to provide the requisite information.


The Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012.


Sh. Gurmukh Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, stated that the applicant-appellant had been duly informed of the facts and reiterated his earlier stand that copies of Jamabandi for the post-consolidation period can be obtained by him on application from the Patwari Halqa.    Thus no more information in response to the application dated 28.06.2012 remains to be provided by the respondents.


Appellant was not present in the earlier hearing dated 04.01.2013 and same is the case today.   Nothing to the contrary has been heard from him either.   Apparently, he is satisfied with the information provided.


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

Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ajaib Singh

s/o Sh. Bant Singh Uppal,

VPO Mehlan,

Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1573/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Ajaib Singh in person.



For the respondents: Miss Rekha Rani, Sr. Asstt. 


Sh. Ajaib Singh, vide RTI application dated 08.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought the following information regarding direct appointment / recruitment of Class-I and Class-II Officers in terms of the Policy for Sportspersons made applicable during the year 1988:-

1.
Name of posts advertised in which seats under Sports quota were reserved; 

2.
No. of posts;

3.
No. of posts reserved for sportsmen as per Policy of Punjab Govt. 

4.
No. of posts filled under Sports quota;

5.
Achievement of the candidates selected under sports quota – whether having Gold / Silver / Bronze Medals;

6.
Name and Address of the candidates selected under Sports quota. 


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 4413 dated 24.07.2012 wrote to the applicant to specify his requirement of information. 


First appeal with respondent No. 2 had been filed on 27.07.2012.   Respondent no. 1, vide Memo. No. 4723 dated 07.08.2012 had again advised Sh. Ajaib Singh to specify the particulars, which he did vide his registered letter dated 18.08.2012.  In response thereto, respondent, vide Memo. No. 5709 dated 19.09.2012 had provided certain information. 


The Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 31.10.2012.


Vide letter no. 8461 dated 20.12.2012, respondent had informed the Commission that the requisite information stood provided to the applicant per their Memo. dated 19.09.2012.


During the proceedings in the earlier hearing on 04.01.2013, it transpired that though part information had been provided to the applicant-appellant, the addresses, gradation in sports and copies of the sport-certificates submitted by the candidates had not been provided.


On the request of the respondents, another opportunity was afforded to make good the deficient information to the applicant-appellant within a fortnight.


Today, Miss Rekha Rani, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that gradation in sports and copies of the sport-certificates submitted by the candidates were required to be returned to the Government immediately on conclusion of the interviews and as such, no information on these counts can be provided.   However, she further stated that addresses of the candidates had been duly communicated to the appellant vide Memo. no. 9022 dated 15.01.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.


Sh. Ajaib Singh, the applicant-appellant expressed his satisfaction over the information provided and stated that he had no objection if the case is disposed of. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of, in view of the fact that complete information as per the records stands provided.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Nika Singh

s/o Sh. Hamir Singh,

C/o Sh. Harjit Singh s/o Sh. Surjan Singh,

H. No. 1, Street No. 1,

Thalesh Bagh Colony,

Sangrur.


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar (Sales)

Malerkotla (Sangrur)


        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 2079/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Tehsildar. 


Shri Nika Singh, complainant, vide RTI application dated 19.04.2012 addressed to the Tehsildar (Sales)-cum-Managing Officer, Malerkotla, had sought information for the period from 15.11.1982 to 01.01.1992 pertaining to the allotment of rehabilitation land to the parents of martyrs of Indo-China war, 1962; and Indo-Pak war, 1965 & 1971, in Tehsil Malerkotla.  He had further sought the details of the allotment of remaining land in the villages of Tehsil Malerkotla to other persons belonging to Scheduled Castes and General Category, through auction; and village-wise details of the remaining rehabilitation land in Tehsil Malerkotla. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.07.2012.


In the hearing dated 04.01.2013, Sh. Nika Singh had tendered two documents (copies whereof had been taken on record) revealing that some land had been allotted to the dependents of the martyrs of Indo-China war, 1962, while the respondents had communicated to him that no such land had ever been allotted.    In the light of this fact, a show cause notice was issued to the – Sh. Rajesh Tripathi, Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Malerkotla who was further directed to be personally present in today’s hearing.  


Neither any explanation in response to the show cause notice has been received from Sh. Tripathi nor has he cared to appear as directed by the Commission.   This is in utter disregard to the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and the directions of the Commission. 


In the interest of justice, however, one last opportunity is granted to the PIO Sh. Rajesh Tripathi to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice and also to appear personally on the next date fixed and explain the matter.


Shri Gurmukh Singh, Tehsildar, Malerkotla is also directed to appear in person on the next date along with complete record. 


Complainant is also directed to appear in person on the next date and state his case.


Adjourned to 12.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to: 

Sh. Rajesh Tripathi,

Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Malerkotla (Distt. Sangrur)

Shri Gurmukh Singh,
Tehsildar, 

Malerkotla. 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbinder Singh Walia,

No. B-22, Old Sabzi Mandi,

Kapurthala.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation Ltd.

SCO 74-75,

Sector 17-B,

Bank Square,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation Ltd.

SCO 74-75,

Sector 17-B,

Bank Square,

Chandigarh. 




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1560/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Harbinder Singh Walia in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Pawan Kishore, Supdt.-PIO; Harmit Singh, Acctt.; Harish Bajaj – Warehouse Manager; and Gurpreet Singh, Tech. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 30.01.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Harbinder Walia had sought information on three points pertaining to disposal of 2001-02 rain affected and luster lost wheat of the Corporation. 


First appeal with respondent no. 2 was filed on 13.04.2013.


Perusal of the case file reveals that respondent, vide letter no. 192 dated 12.03.2012 and 23.05.2012 had advised the applicant-appellant to appear before it on 19.03.2012 and 11.06.2012 respectively. 


Another letter dated 11.06.2012 written by the applicant to respondent no. 1 also states that he had visited the office but was not allowed to inspect the records properly.   Similarly, another letter dated 20.06.2012 from the applicant to the respondent mentions that he had, during inspection of records, identified certain documents which had not been provided to him.


The Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012. 


In the hearing dated 04.01.2013, the respondents had submitted that as the references quoted by the applicant-appellant did not appear to be relevant and the information sought by him was not clear, they, vide communication dated 13.03.2012, had invited him for inspection of the records in the presence of APIO and the dealing officials and thereafter to identify the documents required by him.    It had further been submitted that during the inspection of the relevant records by the applicant on 20.06.2012, he too had observed that the references given by him did not match with the relevant records.   He, however, had expressed his satisfaction over the assistance provided by the respondents. 


Today, the respondents submitted copy of Memo. no. 12558 dated 23.01.2013 addressed to the appellant whereby the information received from the District Manager, Patiala is stated to have been forwarded to him.   Apart therefrom, written submissions dated 05.02.2013 have also been made by the PIO which are taken on record. 


Today, Sh. Walia stated that noting portion of the file wherein HO Letter No. PWC/Commercial/Export/58707-72103 dated 20.02.2003; and No. 2371-2385/03 dated 10.04.2003 had not been provided to him by the respondents. 


In the circumstances, respondent PIO is directed to provide the appellant, the point-wise complete requisite information, duly attested, free of cost, per registered post, within a month’s time.  He is further directed to file an affidavit on the next date fixed, stating that  complete information as per the records has been provided to the applicant-appellant and there is no further information pending which could be provided in response to his application dated 30.01.2012. 


Written submissions will also be made by S/Sh. Harish Bajaj, Warehouse Manager; and Harmit Singh, Acctt. shall also make their respective written submissions in the matter, in the form of affidavits stating the reasons for non-supply of information till date.

Adjourned to 14.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-
(1) Shri Harish Bajaj,

Warehouse Manager, 



O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation Ltd.

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B, Bank Square,

Chandigarh. 

(2) Shri Harmit Singh,

Accountant
O/o Punjab State Warehousing Corporation Ltd.

SCO 74-75, Sector 17-B, Bank Square,

Chandigarh. 


-For Compliance. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gaurav Arora, Advocate,

E-407, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar

   

    

 
      
   …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Judge (Senior Division)

Amritsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Civil Judge (Senior Division)

Amritsar 




        
 
…Respondents

AC-757/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Gaurav Arora in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Jaspal Singh (COC); and Kulwant Singh, Reader. 

In compliance with the directions of the Commission, written submissions dated 06.02.2013 have been made by Sh. Varun Nagpal, Addl. Civil Judge (Senior Division), Mohali; and dated 02.02.2013 by Jagdeep Sood, Judge, Small Cause Court, Amritsar  respectively, which are taken on record.   A copy of the written submissions received has been handed over to the appellant who, throughout the proceedings today, kept on insisting on a signed copy of the same, agitating that the photocopy provided to him carries no authenticity.   He has also tendered written submissions of date which are also taken on record.


Both the parties were heard quite at length.


Appellant shall file his objections, if any, to the written submissions of the respondents, within 10 days from today, failing which, further proceedings in the matter shall be taken accordingly.


Adjourned to 14.03.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 06.02.2013



State Information Commissioner
