STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Rohit Sabharwal,

  Kundan Bhawan,126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana. 






Appellant

Vs.

1. Public Information Officer 

o/o Chief Vigilance Officer, 

Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2. FAA o/o Chief vigilance Officer,

Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.   


Respondents      

AC No. 196/2012 

Present:
Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate, counsel for the Complainant, 
Shri  Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab o/o C.V.O, Local Govt. Pb. 

Chd. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
The appellant vide an RTI application dated 12.09.2011 addressed to the PIO o/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information w.e.f.1.1.09 till date on the following three points:-

1. Please provide certified copies of the complaints and matters whose enquiry has been conducted by the  Office of Chief Vigilance Officers, Local Body Department, Government of Punjab, Chandigarh against the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana;

2. Please provide the certified copies of the Enquiry Report and the Final Conclusion along with other relevant documents regarding the complaints and the matters, as asked in question No.1;

3. Please provide the certified copies of the Recommendations and the Actions taken against the guilty officials by the competent authority after the completion of such enquiry and the matter, as asked in question No.1.

The PIO O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab transferred this application under section 6 (3) (2) of the RTI Act 2005 to the Chief Vigilance Officer, Local Govt. Punjab for supply of requisite information to the appellant directly. Failing to get timely information, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, the appellant filed first appeal with the FAA i.e. Chief Vigilance Officer, Department of Local Govt. Punjab 
vide application dated 2.11.2011 and second appeal with the Commission vide his letter dated 2.12.2011.

In the first hearing in the Commission held on 17.4.12, after perusal of the case file, it was observed that the PIO-cum-Senior Vigilance Officer vide letter dated 13.10.2011 had unnecessarily transferred the RTI application to the Supdt.-1 Branch, Local Govt. Punjab under section 6 (3) (2) of the RTI Act 2005 for the supply of requisite information to the appellant directly, who again transferred the RTI application back to the Senior Vigilance Officer. It was observed that the Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt. Punjab had not provided any information to the appellant till 19.4.12, i.e. date of hearing before the Commission. Sh.Atul Sharma, PIO-cum-Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt. was, therefore, directed to supply correct, complete and duly authenticated point-wise information to the appellant within a period of three weeks. He was also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing and also to explain in writing the reasons for delay in supplying  the information and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the appellant. He was also directed to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20 (1) ( 2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him and hearing was adjourned to 17.5.12, which was postponed to 4.7.12.

During hearing on 4.7.2012,
Shri  Atul Sharma, PIO-cum-Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab handed over the requisite information to the appellant itself in the Commission, when Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Appellant stated that the supplied information was still to be gone through to see if there was any deficiency. 

Shri  Atul Sharma, PIO-cum-Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab, was directed to provide the deficient  information, if pointed out and the case was adjourned to 6.9.2012 for further hearing.
During hearing today, Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the Appellant, expressed satisfaction with provided information, but persisted for imposing penalties under the provisions of the RTI Act, for which show cause notice had already been issued to the PIO-cum-Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab.

From the above, the position that emerges is as under:

· Appellant Shri  Rohit Sabharwal, vide an RTI application dated 12.09.2011, addressed to the PIO o/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh sought an information w.e.f.1.1.09 till date on three points;

· Information was provided to the appellant on 04.07.2012;

· Neither any reply to the show cause notice issued under the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act has been given by Shri  Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab, nor a single word has been averred by him verbally, explaining the reasons for delay in providing the information.

It is thus undisputed that in response to the original application dated 12.09.2011 made by the Appellant to the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh, information on three points was supplied to the appellant on 04.07.12. i.e. after delay of ten months by the PIO, O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.

In view of these facts, it is evidently clear that Shri  Atul Sharma, PIO-cum-Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh, has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of section 7 of the RTI Actl, 2005. He took the RTI application of the appellant in a casual and neglect manner and miserably failed to discharge his official duties entrusted upon him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, Commission, therefore,  imposes a penalty of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) in lump sum upon the PIO -  Shri  Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, Local Govt., Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh, for the considerable and unwarranted delay caused in providing the information.  This amount is to be recovered by the Director, Local Government, Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh, from the salary of Shri  Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time.  An attested copy of the receipt challan shall be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing for its records.

It is not disputed that much delay has certainly taken place before it could be said that complete information available with the respondent, as per the original application, stood provided to the appellant.   It will, therefore, be in the interest of justice to award compensation of Rs.3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only), in favour of the Appellant Sh. Rohit Sabharwal under the provisions of Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005.  This amount of compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority in the Department of Local Government, Punjab, through its Director, Local Government, Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector-17, Chandigarh, in the shape of bank draft within a period of one month.  An attested copy of the acknowledgement obtained from the appellant Sh. Rohit Sabharwal in respect of receipt of compensation by him shall also be delivered in the Commission on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 25.10.12 at 11.00 AM, for confirmation and compliance. 


Copy of the orders be sent to the parties. 








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
i)
Sh.Ashok Gupta,IAS,

Director, 

Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

ii) Sh.Atul Sharma,

Senior Vigilance Officer,

O/o Director, 

Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishna Nand Sharma,

# 45, Street No. 1,

 Jhujar Nagar, 

Near Vaishnu Devi Mandir

Patiala. 







Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

o/o Improvement Trust,

Roopnagar. 






Respondent      

CC No. 365/12

Present:
Shri Krishna Nand Sharma, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Jawahar Lal Sebia along with Sh.Vikas Gupta, Accountant and Sh.Ajit Singh Pardesi, Jr. Assistant, Improvement Trust, Ropar - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER.




Vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Roop Nagar, Complainant Shri Krishna Nand Sharma sought certain information on 16 points for the period from 01.04.2005 till date.  Failing to get any timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission which was received in its office on 08.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 18.4.12. During hearing on 18.4.12, Shri Ram Kumar, Assistant Trust Engineer, appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Roopnagar, had stated that he had already sent the information to the complainant vide letter dated 12.3.12. However, the complainant had stated that the same is completely irrelevant.  In view of this submission made by the complainant, Sh.Krishana Nand, the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Sh. Jawahar Lal Sebia, was directed to ensure that complete, correct and duly authenticated information under his signatures is supplied to the complainant within a period of three weeks, free of cost, under registered cover.  The PIO-cum-Executive Officer was also directed to explain his position in writing through a self-attested affidavit regarding the delay caused in supplying the information and the detriments suffered by the complainant and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 should not be invoked against him, and hearing was adjourned to 4.7.12. During hearing held on 4.7.12,Shri Ram Kumar, Assistant Trust Engineer, appearing on behalf of PIO delivered a copy of information to the complainant in the Commission itself. In view of this, the PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Roopnagar was directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 18.4.12.  The complainant was also directed to peruse the supplied information and point out the deficiencies/ discrepancies, if any, within a week’s time to the PIO and the PIO-cum-EO shall send the additional information to the complainant thereafter within seven days and the case was further adjourned to today for hearing.

Perusal of the case file reveals that Complainant Sh.Krishna Nand Sharma vide his letter dated 25.7.12, addressed to PIO, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar, requested for supply of information on four points, which stand provided to him vide letter dated 8.8.12.

Shri Jawahar Lal, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar, tenders affidavit, wherein he has stated that due to the shortage of staff, the required information could not be supplied to the Complainant well in time.  The plea of the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar, is not tenable. 

It is thus undisputed that in response to the original application dated 19.10.2011 made by the Complainant to the PIO, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar, information on four points was supplied to the Complainant on 08.08.12. i.e. complete information was supplied after delay of ten months by the PIO, O/o Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar.

In view of these facts, it is evidently clear that Shri Jawahar Lal, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar, has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of section 7 of the RTI Actl, 2005. He took the RTI application of the appellant in a casual and neglect manner and miserably failed to discharge his official duties entrusted upon him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, Commission, therefore,  imposes a penalty of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) in lump sum upon Shri Jawahar Lal, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar, for the considerable and unwarranted delay caused in providing the information.  This amount is to be recovered by the Chairman, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar, from the salary of Shri Jawahar Lal, Executive Officer, Ropar Improvement Trust, Ropar and to be deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time.  An attested copy of the receipt challan shall be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing for its records.


Adjourned to 25.10.12 at 11.00 AM for compliance of orders.

Copy of the orders be sent to the parties.








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
i)
Chairman,
Ropar Improvement Trust, 

Ropar

ii)
Director, 

Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Bakhshish Singh,

Vill Sadhewal, P.O. Ganguwal,,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.      




            Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Board of Technical 

Education & Industrial Training,

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.  

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director, 
Technical Education (ITI Wing), Punjab, 

Sector 36-A, Chandigarh



    Respondents

CC No. 1002  of 2012

Present:
Shri   Bakhshish Singh, Complainant in person.


Sh.Harpal Singh, PIO, Industrial Training Wing, along with Sh.Amrik Singh, APIO (Industrial Training Wing) O/o Director, Technical Education, Pb. and Sh.Sandeep Bajaj, Dy. Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education, Punjab - on behalf of Respondents.
During last hearing of this case on 5.7.12, Sh.Sandeep Bajaj, Dy. Director, appearing on behalf of Respondent, stated that the information demanded by the complainant is to be provided by the Director, Technical Education (ITI Wing), Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh.  In view of the submissions made by Shri Sandeep Bajaj, Dy. Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Industrial Training, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh, Director Technical Education & Industrial Training(ITI Wing), Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh, was directed to supply the copy of the certificate of Smt.Harjinder Kaur, Registration No.9713357504, Session  1997-98, within a period of ten days under registered cover, free of cost.  PIO, Office of the Director Technical Education & Industrial Training(ITI Wing), Punjab, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh, was also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing, and case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.

Sh.Harpal Singh, PIO, Industrial Training Wing, O/o Director, Technical Education (ITI Wing), Punjab, states that after searching the record, he has made necessary enquiry in this case and he had been informed by the Principal, Government ITI, Anandpur Sahib, District Ropar, from where Smt.Harjinder Kaur, Registration No.9713357504, Session  1997-98, appeared in the examination, that the eight certificates, including the certificate of  Smt.Harjinder Kaur, Punjabi Steno,  were sent to Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education, Punjab, in 2008 and are are pending for issue  at their level.


PIO, Office of Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Industrial Training, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh, is directed to supply the certified copy of certificate for the Punjabi Steno course of Smt. Harjinder Kaur, Registration No.9713357504, Session  1997-98, for which the result was declared on December 16, 1998, under registered cover within a period of fifteen days.


Sh.Harpal Singh, PIO, Industrial Training Wing, O/o Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, shall also ensure that the requisite information on all the three points of RTI application dated 24.9.2011is supplied to Sh.Bakshish Singh, Complainant as he is the husband of Smt. Harjinder Kaur. 


Both PIO, Office of Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Industrial Training, Sector 36-A, Chandigarh and Sh.Harpal Singh, PIO, Industrial Training Wing, O/o Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, shall be present personally on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 3.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the orders be sent to the parties.








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
i)
Public Information Officer,




O/o Director, 



Punjab State Board of Technical Education
 


& Industrial Training, 



Sector 36-A, Chandigarh


ii)
Sh.Harpal Singh, 




Public Information Officer, 




Industrial Training Wing, 




O/o Director, Punjab State Board of Technical Education

 


& Industrial Training, Punjab,




Sector 36-A, Chandigarh



- for compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Kaur w/o Bakhshish Singh,

Vill Sadhewal, P.O. Ganguwal,

Tehsil Sri Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar-140123.



                     Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Chandigarh.


Chairman, 

Selection Committee-cum-Director, 

SCERT, Punjab, 

SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, 

Chandigarh







Respondents

CC -1006  2012

Present:
Sh.Bakshish Singh on behalf of the complainant.


Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab along with Mr.Satbir Singh, LA SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh – on behalf of the respondent.

Order


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 5.7.12, Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, was directed to supply the complete, correct, appropriate and duly attested information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of fifteen days under intimation to the Commission. 

Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing and case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.

Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, states that complete set of information has been provided to Sh.Bakshish Singh, husband of the Complainant.

Sh.Bakshish Singh, husband of the Complainant has also shown his satisfaction with the provided information.

In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the orders be sent to the parties.








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harjinder Kaur w/o Bakhshish Singh,

Vill Sadhewal, P.O. Ganguwal,

Tehsil Sri Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar-140123.


                     Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Chandigarh.


Chairman, 

Selection Committee-cum-Director, 

SCERT, Punjab, 

SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, 

Chandigarh






      Respondents

CC 1007 of 2012

Present:
Sh.Bakshish Singh on behalf of the complainant.


Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab along with Mr.Satbir Singh, LA SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh;


Mrs.Pankaj Sharma & Mr.Baljit Singh, O/o DPI(SE) – on behalf of the respondents.
Order


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 5.7.12, It was observed that the Supdt.-cum-APIO, O/o Director, Department of Education (SE), Punjab, Chandigarh, forwarded the RTI application of the complainant to Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, who vide his letter dated 26.6.12 sent a reply that the said information is available in the advertisement itself. Regarding point no.4, The Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, sent the reply that no information can be provided for the questions.  It was further observed that the reply of the Director, SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh is not satisfactory.   Therefore, Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, was directed to supply the complete, correct, appropriate and duly attested information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of fifteen days under intimation to the Commission. 

Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing with one complete set of provided information for perusal and record of the Commission. 

Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman, Selection Committee-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, states that complete set of information has been provided to Sh.Bakshish Singh, husband of the Complainant.

Sh.Bakshish Singh, husband of the Complainant has also shown his satisfaction with the provided information.


In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the orders be sent to the parties.








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ranjit Singh Panch,

s/o Shri Khushi Ram, Vill Badali, 

Tehsil Kharar, Distt. Mohali.

       
                                                                    Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food  Civil Supplies &  

Consumer Affairs, S.A.S.Nagar.                                 Respondent

CC No 1293   of 2012

Present:
None for Complainant.

Shri Lavkesh Sharma, DFSC, Mohali along with Sh.Vikram Singh, Inspector - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Complainant vide his RTI application dated 1.11.2011, addressed to PIO, O/o DFSC, SAS Nagar (Mohali) sought photocopy of the Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, on 10.5.12 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 17.7.12, after hearing Shri Kuldeep Singh, DFSO along with Sh.Vikram Singh, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the Respondent , it was observed that no information had so far been supplied to the complainant. Therefore, Sh.Lavkesh Sharma, PIO-cum-DFSC, Mohali was directed to supply correct, complete and duly attested information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of 15 days. 
Sh.Lavkesh Sharma, PIO-cum-DFSC, Mohali was further directed to explain in  writing the reasons by furnishing a self attested affidavit  for delay in providing the correct, complete and duly attested information to the complainant.

Sh.Lavkesh Sharma, PIO-cum-DFSC, Mohali, states that complete information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No.3167 dated 6.9.12 through registered post.  He also tenders self attested affidavit explaining the reasons of delay.  Sufficient reasons have been given by PIO-cum-DFSC, Mohali for justifying the delay.  As such, delay in supplying information is condoned.   PIO-cum-DFSC, Mohali has also placed on record one set of information, i.e. “action taken report on the orders of Director, Food & Supplies, Punjab sent vide letter No. 1 yt  (2473)11/2078, dated 30.8.2011 against Sh.Avtar Singh and Smt.Surinder Kaur, Sarpanch, Badali, for getting two ration cards No.467 in Village Badalai and the other No.12933 in Kharar City.” supplied to the Complainant.  After perusal, it is observed that correct information stands provided to the complainant, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town,

Village Daad, V.P.O. Latton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022




…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police, Litigation,

Punjab, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

Inspector General of Police, Litigation,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





…Respondents

AC 192/2012

Present:
Er. Arun Garg, Appellant in person.


Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI, on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


This case was last heard on 18.7.12 when it was observed that Incharge RTI, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana had given in writing as reply with reference to two points of Appellant’s RTI application dated 20.10.11 that the information sought by the appellant relates to the year 1999 while they have only the record for the last three years with them, therefore, the information sought by the appellant cannot be provided.  At this, the appellant stated that as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, even the information for period older than 20 years can be supplied, then why this information is not being supplied to him.

In view of the submissions made by the appellant, the Respondent PIO-cum-Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana was directed to file an self attested affidavit giving detailed reasons for non availability of record due to which information to the appellant in respect of his RTI application dated 20.10.11 is not being made available to him.


Similarly, PIO-cum-Commissioner of Police Ludhiana was also directed to file submissions for delay caused in supplying the requisite RTI information to the appellant and hearing was adjourned to today for further proceedings.


Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI, appearing on behalf of the Respondents, tenders an affidavit of Mr.Sukhpal Singh Brar, PPS, APIO-cum-Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Local Security, Ludhiana, wherein, it has been mentioned that the appellant Mr.Arun Garg, earlier submitted an RTI application dated 11.10.11, seeking the same information which has been sought in his RTI application dated 20.10.11.  In that case he also filed appeal in the Commission which was heard and disposed of under AC-499 of 2012 by the Commission. It has been further stated that on the night of 12/13.8.2011, due to heavy rainfall, 4-5 feet water accumulated in the basement of the office of Police Commissioner, Ludhiana, wherein record of many branches was destroyed and accordingly DDR No.33 was registered in Division No.5 on 16.8.11. Further it has been stated that sincere efforts were made to locate the record, but of no avail.  


Commission observes that earlier it was stated by the Respondents that the information sought by the appellant relates to the year 1999 while they have only the record for the last three years with them and now it has been stated that due to heavy rainfall, 4-5 feet water accumulated in the basement of the office of Police Commissioner, Ludhiana, wherein record of many branches was destroyed.  


Appellant Mr.Arun Garg states that the Respondents are making vague statements deliberately and not providing the information willfully.


It is evident that appellant vide RTI application dated 20.10.11 sought very simple information i.e. – 

(i) present status and action taken w.r.t. letter No.7903 dated 22.5.2000 written by this office to the Secretary, Punjab State Human Rights Commission, Chandigarh in reference to its office memo no.299/2000-PSHRC-99/6012 dated 4.4.2000 in complaint No.299/2000 filed by applicant Arun Garg of Ludhiana in the matter of illegal detention of all the accused from 28.3.1999 to 31.3.1999 in case FIR No.139 dated 28.3.1999 P.S.Civil Lines/Div.No.5, Ludhiana.
(ii) Details of the correspondence and final result/report of deeper probe asked to SSP Ludhiana vide above stated letter.

But the same has not even provided despite of the fact that almost a year is going to lapse.


PIO-cum-Inspector General of Police, Litigation, Punjab, Chandigarh, is therefore, directed to provide the correct information to the appellant free of cost by registered post within a period of ten days. In case the relevant record is not available, PIO himself shall file a reply by way of an self attested affidavit clarifying the reasons of non availability of relevant record,.

Adjourned to 25.10.11 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
Public Information Officer,



O/o Commissioner of Police



Ludhiana.



- for compliance.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o Sh. Lal Singh,

Village-Chakoki,

Distt-Kapurthala.






….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, Distt-Kapurthala.




…..Respondent

CC No. 3065 of 2011

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Bhupinder Singh, BDPO, Dhilwan along with  Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala and Sh.Gurdevjit Singh, Sarpanch, Village Chakoki -  on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 18.7.12, last opportunity was afforded to Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala to explain in writing his position with reference to show cause notice issued to him vide Commission's order dated 25.11.11. He was  also directed to bring the documents to prove his contention that the record was with Divisional Director, Panchayats, Jalandhar. 
Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala, tenders affidavit wherein it has been mentioned that the complete record of Gram Panchayat, Chakoki remained in the office of Divisional Deputy Director, Panchayats, Jalandhar from 13.6.11 to 22.12.2011 and on receipt of the record, complete information was provided to the Complainant.  He has also presented copy of handing over/taking over report of the record dated 13.6.11 in this regard.
In view of the above, the show cause notice dated 25.11.11, issued to Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala under penalty provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, is dropped.

Since complete information already stands provided to the complainant on 5.1.12, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 







           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

R/o Village-Chakaki,

Distt-Kapurthala.






….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, District: Kapurthala.




…..Respondent

CC No. 3073 of 2011

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Bhupinder Singh, BDPO, Dhilwan along with  Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala and Sh.Gurdevjit Singh, Sarpanch, Village Chakoki - on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. 18.7.12, last opportunity was afforded to Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala to explain in writing his position with reference to show cause notice issued to him vide Commission's order dated 25.11.11. He was  also directed to bring the documents to prove his contention that the record was with Divisional Director, Panchayats, Jalandhar. 
Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala, tenders affidavit wherein it has been mentioned that the complete record of Gram Panchayat, Chakoki remained in the office of Divisional Deputy Director, Panchayats, Jalandhar from 13.6.11 to 22.12.2011 and on receipt of the record, complete information was provided to the Complainant.  He has also presented copy of handing over/taking over report of the record dated 13.6.11 in this regard.

In view of the above, the show cause notice dated 25.11.11, issued to Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala under penalty provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, is dropped.

Since complete information already stands provided to the complainant on 5.1.12, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 







           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Ajmer Singh s/o Shri Hardev singh

VPO Gujjarwal, Tehsil & distt. Ludhiana.                      Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Primary Education Officer,

Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal,

Tehsil & distt. Ludhiana.  

District Education Officer,

(Elementary Education),

Ludhiana.







Respondents

CC No. 1386  of 2012

Present:
Shri   Ajmer Singh, Complainant, in person.

Sh.Charan Singh, BPEO, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


During hearing of this case on 9.8.12, it was observed that neither any information had been provided to the Complainant nor anyone was present on behalf of Block Primary Education Officer, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana.  Block Primary Education Officer, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana was, therefore, directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of fifteen days.  District Education Officer (Elementary Education), Ludhiana was to personally ensure that the sought information vide RTI application dated 16.11.11 was provided to the Complainant immediately.

Sh.Charan Singh, BPEO, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana, seeks some more time for providing the requisite information to the Complainant.


Acceding to his request, Sh.Charan Singh, BPEO, Pakhowal Block at Gujjarwal, Tehsil & District Ludhiana, is directed to supply point-wise, complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of fifteen days.
      Adjourned to 3.10.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ramandeep Sharma,

s/o Shri Megh Raj Sharma,

Gali No.3, Balwant Nagar, 

Bathinda Road,

Kotakpura, Distt. Faridkot.                                             Complainant

Vs. 

1. Public Information Officer,

C-DAC, Industrial Area, Phase-8,

Mohali (Punjab)

2. Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education) Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

3. Chairman-cum-Director, 

SCERT, Punjab,

 SCO No.66-67, 

Sector 17-A, Chandigarh                                               Respondents.

CC No. 1067  of 2012
 Present:
     Mr.Ramandeep Sharma, Complainant, in person.
Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, Earlier Chairperson, SCERT, Punjab, along with Mr.Satbir Singh, Legal Assistant.

Mrs.Surjit Kaur, Dy.Director(Vocational) along with Sh.Baljit Singh, SA, O/o DPI(SE), Chandigarh - on behalf of the Respondents.

ORDER


Complainant Shri  Ramandeep Sharma vide an RTI application dated 13.01.2012, addressed to the Chairman, Selection Committee, O/o DPI, Secondary Education Department (Recruitment Cell), Sector 17, Chandigarh, sought certain information on three points pertaining to 7654 posts advertised in September, 2009 in Education department towards non-teaching and vocational side:-
1. To supply photocopies of the experience of the selected candidates for the post of Purchasing and Store Keeping;

2. Details of marks given to the selected candidates in respect of their experience;

3. How many posts of Purchasing and Store Keeping are vacant and what was the total number of these posts.


Information on point no.3 was provided to the complainant by Superintendent(Recruitment Branch), O/o DPI(SE), Punjab, vide letter dated 9.3.12 and his RTI application was transferred to the Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, Chandigarh under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 vide letter dated 17.4.12 for supplying the information on these first two points directly to the complainant.  Therefore, vide orders dated 3.7.12, Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, was directed to supply the information on Point No.1 & 2, duly attested, under registered cover to the complainant within a period of one week.

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 9.8.12, Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, was directed to supply the information on Point No.1 & 2, duly attested, under registered cover to the complainant within a period of one week 

Mrs. Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh was directed to explain in  writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the Complainant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in not getting the information as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

Mrs. Surjit Kaur, present Chairperson, SCERT, Punjab, SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, Chandigarh, and Mrs.Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT were directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.

Complainant Shri  Ramandeep Sharma was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.

Mrs. Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, hands over one set of information on point no.2 and 3 under her signatures to the Complainant Sh.Ramandeep Sharma in the Commission itself.

Regarding information on point no.1, she states that the files of candidates are in the custody of Government’s approved agency C-DAC, Industrial Area, Phase-8, Mohali and no decision has been taken by the Government for supardari of these files.

In view of the position arising with the above statement of Mrs. Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairman-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, -

i)
Public Information Officer, O/o C-DAC, Industrial Area, Phase-8, Mohali, is directed to supply photocopies of all the experience certificates, duly attested, of the selected candidates pertaining to 7654 posts advertised in September, 2009 in Education department towards non-teaching and vocational side, free of cost, under registered cover, within a period of three weeks;

ii)
Mrs. Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairperson-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, and Mrs.Surjit Kaur, present Chairperson-cum-Deputy Director, SCERT, Punjab, shall ensure that the requisite information on point no.1 is provided by the PIO, O/o C-DAC, Industrial Area, Phase-8, Mohali, to the Complainant immediately;
iii) Mrs. Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairperson-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab; Mrs.Surjit Kaur, present Chairperson-cum-Deputy Director, SCERT, Punjab; and PIO, O/o C-DAC, Industrial Area, Phase-8, Mohali, shall be present personally on the next date of hearing.
iv)
Last opportunity is afforded to Mrs. Neelam Bhagat, earlier Chairperson-cum-Director, SCERT, Punjab, now posted as Dy.Director (Recruitment), Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan, SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, 2nd Floor, Chandigarh, to file reply to the show cause notice issued to her under penalty provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, within ten days.
To come up for further hearing on 25.10.12 at 11.00 AM.




Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 








           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 


      

     (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 06.09.12             


State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
i)
Public Information Officer,

C-DAC, Industrial Area, Phase-8,

Mohali (Punjab)



ii)
Mrs. Surjit Kaur, 

Chairperson, 

SCERT, Punjab, 

SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-A, 

Chandigarh.

ii1)
Mrs.Neelam Bhagat,

Earlier Chairperson-cum-Director, SCERT,

Now Dy.Director (Recruitment),

Sarv Shiksha Abhiyan,

SCO 104-106, Sector 34-A, 2nd Floor,

Chandigarh.

- for compliance.

