STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Parshotam Betab, Advocate,

Chamber No. 2, Distt. Courts,

Farodkot. 
                                                                            …Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

O/O District Transport Officer,

Faridkot.    
                                                                                                      …Respondent

                                             Complaint Case No.1621 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO.


Shri Parshotam Betab, complainant, vide an RTI application dated 04.01.2013    addressed to the respondent-PIO, sent by registered post on 31.01.2013,  sought the following information pertaining to Registration of Vehicles in DTO office Faridkot:-

1. How many applications were received for registration of new vehicles from December 1, 2012 to 31 January, 2013 in the office of DTO, Faridkot?

2. How many RCs have been issued to these applicants?

3. Date of receipt of each application and date of delivery of each RC. 


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, received in it on 23.04.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


Today, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that Sh. N.S. Brar, PCS, who was holding additional charge of DTO, Faridkot has since been relieved of the additional charge and now Sh. Rajesh Tripathi has been named as the DTO, Faridkot designate.   Sh. Singh further stated that the despite best efforts, they have not been able to lay hands on the relevant file pertaining to the information sought by the applicant-complainant.


Since the DTO designated is yet to take charge as such, with a view to facilitate the information to the applicant-complainant, Sh. Bhupinder Singh, ADTO shall be treated as ‘Deemed PIO’ in terms of Section 5(4) and Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the purposes of this case.    He is directed to present the entire relevant records pertaining to the information sought along with an action taken report on the RTI Application of Sh. Betab.


Adjourned to 20.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ashok Kumar,

# 1374, Ram Nagar,

Kalka, Distt. Panchkula.                                                                 ….Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O General Manager,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.                                                                                          …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1639 of 2013

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ashok Kumar in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Ajaib Singh, Supdt; Gurvinder Singh, Jr. Asstt. and Ms. Monica, clerk. 


Shri Ashok Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 14.02.2013 addressed to the respondent-PIO, sought the following information pertaining to Conductor No.C-59, PPO No.3494 of PRTC retired on 30.06.2012:-

1. Copies of record of overtime during the service of Conductor No.C-59 and  intimate how many payment of overtime has been made to me and also intimate the remaining amount;

2. Intimate the benefits (i.e. gratuity, leave encashment, GP fund etc.) after the retirement of Conductor No.C-59, due to him;

3. Intimate total retiral benefits given to Conductor No.C-59 and what amount is pending. Also intimate my PF account number. 


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, received in it on 25.04.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Respondents have handed over the point-wise complete requisite information according to RTI application dated 14.02.2013 to Sh. Ashok Kumar, who, upon perusal thereof, expressed his satisfaction.


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










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Buta Singh Bairagi, Advocate,

Baba Banda Singh Bahadur Bhawan,

Vill. Raqba, 

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                               …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O District Education Officer, 

(Secondary Education), 

Moga.                                                                                              …Respondent

Complaint Case No.  1660   of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Shri  Buta Singh Bairagi, complainant vide an RTI application dated 03.09.2012  addressed to the respondent-PIO sought certified copies of information pertaining to the implementation of Right to Education Act, 2009 in District Moga relating to following broad categories:-


School Mapping:

(i) Has School Mapping been done in District Moga?

(ii) Who did school Mapping?

(iii) When was school mapping done?

(iv) In which area was the school mapping exercise carried out?

(v) What was the result of school mapping? 

(vi) Please provide a full report of the School Mapping exercise.

Household Survey:

(i) Has a Household Survey been done of the entire Moga district?

(ii) Who did household Survey?

(iii) When was the Household Survey done?

(iv) Where was the Household Survey done?

(v) What was the result of the household survey?

(vi) Please attach the full report of the exercise. 


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, received in it on 29.04.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Despite sufficient notice, no one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from it.   It is observed that the RTI application had been filed as early as 03.09.2012 and despite lapse of over nine months, the requisite information has not so far been provided to the applicant-complainant.    Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI legislation.


Therefore, PIO –cum-Dy.D.E.O(SE), Moga is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


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


PIO is further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.    

If Shri Pritam Singh, DEO(SE), Moga is the PIO, he will appeal in person before the Commission on the next date with complete relevant records pertaining to the case along with day-to-day action taken report on the RTI application of Sh. Bairagi or otherwise the concerned PIO shall be directed. Name and designation of the PIO as well as First Appellate Authority be communicated in writing in reply to Para 3 of the notice of hearing dated 15.5.2013 which reads as under:-

“3.
You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing, with an advance copy to the Appellant / Complainant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO and shall disclose the name and designation the P.I.O. and the First Appellate Authority”.


Adjourned to 03.07.2013 at 11.00 AM.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

(1) Shri Pritam Singh,




(REGISTERED)
District Education Officer(SE),

Moga. 

(2) Public Information Officer-cum-


(REGISTERED)
Deputy District Education Officer (SE)

O/O District Education Officer(SE), 

Moga.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Jasvir Singh s/o Sh. Narata Singh,

Vill. Gobindgarh 

P.O. Jugiana,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                          …Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

o/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, 

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, 

Ajitgarh.                                                                                      …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1666 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Vikramjit Singh, Record Keeper.


Shri  Jasvir Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 25.03.2013     addressed to PIO O/O Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Ajitgarh, sought following information on two points:-

1. What action has been taken by the Department on the Complaint diarised at No. 49 dated 03.01.2013 against Shri Nirmal Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Gobindgarh District Ludhiana?

2. Certified copy of the action taken report. 

PIO-cum-Deputy Director Panchayats, vide letter No.2623 dated 16.4.2013 intimated the complainant that complaint Diary No.49 dated 3.1.2013 was not received in their Branch. However complaints against Nirmal Singh, Sarpanch were sent to the Inquiry Officer. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 29.04.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Memo. No. 3756 dated 06.06.2013 addressed to the Commission has been received from the respondent under the signatures of DDPO (HO)-cum-PIO wherein it is asserted that the complaint dated 03.01.2013 stated to be submitted by Sh. Jasvir Singh was never received in their office.   It is further submitted that all other similar applications received form him had been sent to the DDPO, Ludhiana to enquire into the matter and submit his report.   It is further contended in the above communication dated on 10.05.2013, Sh. Jasvir Singh came present in their office and tendered a fresh complaint against Shri Nirmal Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Gobindgarh District Ludhiana which too has been forwarded to the DDPO, Ludhiana for doing the needful.   As such, it is pleaded, the complete information as on date stands provided to Sh. Jasvir Singh.


Since complete information stands provided by the respondent to the applicant-complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Hansa Singh, s/o Shri Gurdas Singh,

r/o Wahla, now Vill. Sultani,

P.O. Behrampur, 

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.                                                              ....Complainant

Vs. 

Public  Information Officer,

o/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, 

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, 

Ajitgarh (Mohali).                                                        

 ….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1678 of 2013

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Hansa Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Singh, Asstt. 


Shri Hansa Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 04.12.2012  addressed to Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Ajitgarh, sought action taken report on the application dated 21.9.2012 pertaining to case of de-notification of Panchayat Wahla Block Dorangla District Gurdaspur.  


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, received in it on 23.04.2013.


Since the perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which were required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Inderjit Singh, Asstt., appearing on behalf of the respondent, has tendered copy of Memo. No. 17278 dated 07.06.2013 along with enclosures, containing the complete requisite information as sought by the applicant-complainant Sh. Hansa Singh, per his RTI application dated 04.12.2012.  A copy of the said communication has also been handed over to the applicant-complainant.


Perusal of the same suggested that complete relevant information in accordance with the RTI application stands provided to Sh. Hansa Singh, who also concurred with the view of the Commission. 


Since the requisite information has since been provided to the applicant-complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri    Karnail Singh, 

# 2/207, Ward No. 3,

Gali No. 5, Sarabha Nagar,

Malout, 

Distt. Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                

....Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public  Information Officer,

O/O Tehsildar, 

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Sri Mukatsar Sahib.                                                                 ….Respondents

Appeal Case No. 1004   of 2013

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Karnail Singh in person.



For the respondents: Sh. Kanwarjit Singh, Patwari.


Shri Karnail Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 05.02.2013, addressed to PIO, Office of Tehsildar, Sri Mukatsar Sahib, sought certain information on five points. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Sri Mukatsar Sahib vide letter dated 22.03.2013 and later approached the Commission in second appeal, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005, received in it on 26.04.2013  and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Sh. Karnail Singh, the applicant-appellant submitted that the requisite information has not so far been provided to him.


Sh. Kanwarjit Singh, Patwari, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered a letter no. 597 dated 10.06.2013 from the Tehsildar-PIO, which is taken on record.  It is however, noted that neither the PIO has provided any information to the appellant nor has the First Appellate Authority passed any speaking order on the first appeal preferred by the applicant-appellant.


In the interest of justice, Sh. Ravinder Bansal, Teshildar-PIO, Muktsar is afforded another opportunity to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information duly attested, free of cost, per registered post within a week’s time.


Sh. Paramjit Singh, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar shall ensure that Sh. Ravinder Bansal, Tehsildar-PIO provides pointwise the requisite information duly attested to the applicant under the signatures of PIO-cum-Tehsildar within a week’s time and also appears before the Commission personally on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 20.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Paramjit Singh, IAS
(REGISTERED)

Deputy Commissioner,


Muktsar.

2.
Sh. Ravinder Bansal,
(REGISTERED)

Tehsildar,


Muktsar.


For compliance, as recorded hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kewal Krishan Jindal,

H. No. 667, Model Town,

Phase – 1, 

Bathinda








    .…Appellant







Vs

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o The Director Local Govt., Punjab,

S.C.O. 131 -132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17 – C, 

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o The Director Local Govt., Punjab,

S.C.O. 131 -132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17 – C, 

Chandigarh



     

       

..…Respondents

Appeal  Case No.  246  of 2013

Order

Present:    
Appellant Sh. Kewal Krishan Jindal in person.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Sanjeev Kumar; and Rajiv Kumar, Sr. Asstt. 
 
The RTI application is dated 01.10.2012.  The information demanded pertains to a complaint against Sh. Jagdish Singh Johal, Asstt. Local Govt. Branch, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector-9, Chandigarh.  First appeal with the First Appellate Authority is dated 19.12.2012. Second appeal with the Commission is dated 23.01.2013.


The respondent-PIO office of the Director, Local Govt., Punjab through a letter no. 6543 dated 20.02.2013, which had been received in the Commission vide Diary no. 4183 dated 22.02.2013, had claimed that the RTI application of the appellant – Sh. Kewal Krishan Jindal was transferred to PIO office of Local Govt., Pb., (LG – 1 Branch), Civil Sectt., Pb., Chandigarh. However, the respondent-PIO had failed to mention on which date the RTI application of the appellant was received in the office of Director, Local Govt., Punjab.


Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Sr. Asstt., who appeared  on behalf of the respondent, in the Commission on 05.03.2013, had also failed to come-out with satisfactory answer that when RTI application of the appellant was received in the office of Director, Local Govt., Punjab.


The appellant – Sh. Kewal Krishan Jindal, through a letter, had intimated the Commission that he was unable to attend hearing on 05.03.2013 and had also requested for taking action against the respondent-PIO concerned.



It is to mention here that this case has earlier been heard by Shri Chander Parkash, State Information Commissioner on 5.3.2013, 4.4.2013, 10.5.2013 and was allotted to this bench, after transfer on 17.5.2013 and accordingly notice of hearing was issued for today i.e. 11.6.2013. 



Today during hearing, respondents submitted that the requisite information has since been provided to Sh. Jindal
 under the cover of their Memo. No. 1337 dated 22.04.2013 a copy whereof has also been placed on record.  


The matter was discussed at length in the presence of both the parties when Sh. Kewal Krishan Jindal, the appellant agreed that the complete information stood provided to him. No other point was pressed for, by any one.  


After perusing the provided information vis-à-vis RTI application, it is observed that complete information based on record, stands provided to the appellant. As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwant Singh,

No. 54, Ward No. 8,

New New Bus Stand,

Raikot,

Distt. Ludhiana.

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Pakhowal,

Distt. Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC-576/13

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.

Advocate on behalf of Sh. Balbir Singh, BDPO, Pakhowal; and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Supdt. Assisted by Sh. Ashish Kaushal, advocate, for respondent no. 1.

None on behalf of respondent no. 2. 


In the present case, Shri Kulwant Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 05.10.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Pakhowal, District Ludhiana, had sought certain information on 13 points. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-District Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana vide letter dated 30.11.2012.  D.D.P.O., Ludhiana transferred the application dated 30.11.2012 to PIO-cum-BDPO, Pakhowal u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 7918 dated 28.12.2012 with the direction to provide information to the appellant direct at his own level.  However, still getting no information, appellant approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in its office on.


In the hearing dated 23.04.2013, during the hearing, it was observed that despite lapse of over five months, no information had been provided by Shri Balbir Singh, Executive Officer-cum-BDPO, Panchayat Samiti, Pakhowal to the appellant since the application for information had been submitted on 05.12.2012.   It was recorded that such an attitude of respondent PIO was against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005. 


It was further observed that the respondent-PIO-cum-BDPO, Pakhowal had not filed any written reply to Para 3 of notice dated 25.03.2013, which reads as under:-


“3.
You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing, with an advance copy to the Appellant / Complainant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO and shall disclose the name and designation the P.I.O. and the First Appellate Authority”.


As such, Sh.  Balbir Singh, Executive Officer-cum-BDPO, Panchayat Samiti, Pakhowal was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.   


In addition to the written reply, Sh.  Balbir Singh, Executive Officer-cum-BDPO, Panchayat Samiti, Pakhowal was also given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty.   Sh.  Balbir Singh, PIO/Executive Officer-cum-BDPO, Panchayat Samiti, Pakhowal was further directed to ensure his personal presence in today’s hearing along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which, it was made clear, further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings under the provisions of Section 20(2) of RTI Act, 2005 could be taken.   Besides, he was also directed to supply correct, complete, duly attested, point-wise information under his signatures to the appellant, free of cost within a period of 10 days under registered letter. 


On 20.5.2013, the information had been brought to the Commission which was without any covering letter.   Moreover, the information had also not been compiled point-wise.  


Vague submissions in response to the show cause notice had been made by the BDPO vide affidavit dated 20.05.2013.   The affidavit, however, is taken on record. 


One last opportunity was granted to the BDPO, Pakhowal to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, according to his RTI application dated 05.10.2012, free of cost, per registered post and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records.


He was further directed to appear personally on the next date fixed when decision on the show cause notice issued to him would also be taken after hearing him in person.    


During the proceedings today, while discussing the matter with the respondents, it transpired that the information sought by Sh. Kulwant Singh, the applicant-appellant running into over 15,000 pages approx. was spread over a period of 12 years.    Owing to the best efforts put in by the respondents, the complete information has been provided to the applicant-appellant under the cover of Memo. No. 2217 dated 10.06.2013 by hand and his written acknowledgment dated 10.06.2013 appears on a copy of the said communication.   In the forwarding letter, it is clearly stated that information on point no. 1 of the application is not available in the office as the enquiry is being conducted by the Addl. Deputy Commissioner (Development).  Similarly, it is also mentioned in the said letter that information on point no. 11 is not available in the office of BDPO, Pakhowal (Ludhiana).


Now, vide communication dated 07.06.2013, appellant has sought an adjournment which is out-rightly declined because he happens to be a Junior Engineer of the Department who has failed to show any bonafide / larger public interest in seeking this information and has sought the same simply with a view to harass the Public Authority and it supporting staff. 


Further, in view of the facts recorded above, the show cause notice issued to the BDPO, Pakhowal is dropped and since the complete information according to RTI application dated 05.10.2012 stands provided to the applicant-appellant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh

s/o Sh. Amar Singh,

B-30/2757, Gaja Jain Colony,

PO Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Amritsar-I.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.




        
 
…Respondents

AC-628/13

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.



For the respondents: Sh. Jashanjit Singh, Tehsildar, Amritsar-I


Shri Jagjit Singh, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 21.08.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O S.D.M., Amritsar-1, had sought certified copies of payment of fee Receipt No. 173 to 198, total 26 receipts, of Book No. 16748 dated 15.9.2003. 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent No. 2 was filed vide letter dated Nil and the 2nd appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.03.2013.


On 25.04.2013 when the case came up for hearing,  Shri Jasanjit Singh, Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 had stated that since copies of the receipts demanded by the appellant pertaining to the year 2003 the same could not be traced despite putting in efforts, the information could not be provided.


The plea of the respondent PIO was not accepted and he was, therefore, given 10 days’ time to supply duly attested, complete information, free of cost under registered cover to the appellant, failing which, it was made clear, provisions contained in Section 20(1)(2) of RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him. 


Shri Jashanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 was further directed to file written reply in compliance of Para 3 of the Notice of hearing issued by the Commission vide letter dated 25.3.2013 which reads as under:- 


“3.
You are further directed to file a written reply before the next date of hearing, with an advance copy to the Appellant / Complainant.  The written reply shall be duly signed by the PIO and shall disclose the name and designation the P.I.O. and the First Appellate Authority”.


He was also directed to explain the reasons for delay in providing requisite information to the appellant, apart from being present personally on the next date of hearing. 


On 20.5.2013, Sh. Jagjit Singh stated that no further response had been received from the respondent.


A communication bearing no. 4005 dated 20.05.2013 had been received from respondent No. 1 – SDM, Amritsar-I informing the Commission that Sh. Jashanjit Singh, Tehsildar, Amritsar-I had been designated as APRO, Panchayat Samiti Elections at Block Jandiala and as such, he would not be able to attend the hearing.   Another date had been prayed for, which was granted.  Shri Jasanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 was directed to ensure due compliance of all the directions contained in the order dated 25.04.2013 by the next date fixed, positively.


Sh. Jashanjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submitted that that despite best efforts, the relevant records had not been traced.  He further stated that he has already written to the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar to initiate appropriate action against the officials who were looking after the portfolio at the relevant time. 


It is observed that no explanation to the show cause notice has been tendered by Sh. Jashanjit Singh, who is afforded one more opportunity to do so now.   He will further file a duly sworn affidavit stating facts of the case leading to non-availability of the relevant records in the office pertaining to the information sought by the applicant-appellant. 


Sh. Jagjit Singh, the applicant-appellant is also afforded one last opportunity to appear before the Commission on the next date either himself or through his authorized representative to state his case, failing which it will be construed that he is not interest in perusal of the case and further proceedings in the matter shall be taken accordingly. 


Adjourned to 20.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh

s/o Sh. Amar Singh,

B-30/2757, Gaja Jain Colony,

PO Moti Nagar,

Ludhiana.


   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Local Govt. 

Amritsar.




        
 
…Respondents

AC-629/13

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the respondents: Sh. Jiwan Bansal, Executive Officer; and Ms. Harjit Kaur, Superintendent. 


Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.06.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar, had sought following information on three points pertaining to Memo. No. AIT/55/418 dated 31.08.1988, Scheme No. 9, Booth No. 391, from Ghee Mandi to Ajit Nagar:-

1. Certified copy of application submitted on 10.06.2006;

2. Certified copy of application, Dak No. 653 dated 07.02.2005;

3. Certified copy of application submitted by Shri Kesar Singh; 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent No. 2 was filed vide letter dated Nil and the 2nd appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.03.2013.


On 25.04.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Shri S. C. Sharma, advocate appearing on behalf of respondent PIO-cum-EO, had stated that the requisite information had been provided to the appellant and the appellant had not communicated any deficiency therein.  The appellant, however, had stated that though he had received the requisite information, the same had been provided on 15.04.2013, after a lapse more than 10 months, despite the fact that even the First Appellate Authority-cum- Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt., Punjab,  Amritsar, vide letter dated 14.12.2012, had directed the PIO-cum-EO, O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar vide letter No. 11396 dated 21.12.2012  to provide the information to the appellant direct, within a period of 10 days, and even after he had approached the Commission in a Second Appeal.


Looking at the scant regards the respondent PIO had for the RTI legislation and the directions of the Commission, Sh. Jiwan Bansal, PIO-cum-Executive Officer O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar was issued a show cause notice in terms of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.   He was also directed to be personally present before the Commission in today’s hearing. 


On 20.5.2013, Sh. Jagjit Singh submitted that now complete information according to his RTI application dated 13.06.2012 stands provided by the respondent, vide communication dated 12.04.2013, received by him on 20.04.2013.   However, he lamented that there had been inordinate delay in providing the information.  


Neither the respondent PIO Sh. Jiwan Bansal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar had put in appearance nor had any response to the show cause notice been received from him.


He was afforded one last opportunity to comply with all the directions of the Commission contained in the order dated 25.04.2013 by the next date fixed, positively.


Complete information according to RTI application dated 13.06.2012, as already recorded above, stands provided to Sh. Jagjit Singh. 


Though written response to the show cause notice has been tendered by Sh. Jiwan Bansal, the Executive Officer-cum-PIO, the same is far from satisfactory.    The delay of about one year in providing the information is clearly inordinate and cannot be viewed casually.


As such, to meet the ends of justice, in exercise of the powers conferred vide Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission hereby imposes a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand Only) on the PIO – Sh. Jiwan Bansal, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar for the delay caused in providing the requisite information sought by the appellant under the RTI Act, 2005.   The amount of penalty is recoverable from the salary payable to Sh. Bansal and deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant Head. 


Sh. Daman Bhalla, DCFA, office of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar is directed to ensure due compliance of the above directions of the Commission.   He shall appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and tender a copy of the receipted challan along with a certificate to the effect that the amount of penalty has been recovered from the salary of Sh. Bansal and deposited in the State Treasury. 


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 10.07.2013 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Daman Bhalla,

(REGISTERED)

D.C.F.A.

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






       (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 11.06.2013



    
State Information Commissioner

