STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Hazara Singh

s/o Sh. Assa Ram,

Village Akbarpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Ropar
 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar. 



 
                     

 …Respondent

CC- 1485/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Hazara Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurinder Singh, clerk. 


Sh. Hazara Singh, vide RTI application dated 19.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought a copy of report for correction of mutation No. 398 village Akbarpur, H.B. No. 356, in terms of the decision dated 17.07.1996.  It is also the case of Sh. Hazara Singh that his application had been forwarded to the Tehsildar, Ropar for doing the needful. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 09.04.2013.


Sh. Gureinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter no. 542 dated 17.05.2013 enclosing therewith copy of Memo. no. 943 dated 01.10.2012 whereby the RTI application dated 19.09.2012 which had been received in the officer on 26.09.2012 had been transferred to the Tehsildar, Ropar in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The perusal of the case file reveals that no information has so far been provided to the applicant complainant.


As intimated by Sh. Hazara Singh, the information is probably to be provided by Sh. Hargobind Singh Bajwa, Naib Tehsildar, Ropar.    As such, in terms of Section 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005, he is also being treated as a ‘Deemed PIO’ and hence responsible to provide the requisite information to the applicant-complainant.


It is noted that despite passage of period of 8 months, no information has so far been provided to the applicant-complainant.   Such attitude of the respondents is against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, S/Sh. Jiwan Garg, Tehsildar, Ropar; and Hargobind Singh Bajwa, Naib Tehsildar, Ropar are hereby issued a show cause notice to explain 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 PIOs shall 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.  They may take note that in case they do not file his written reply and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 


PIOs are 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.


Both the above noted officials / officers shall be present personally on the next date fixed along with day-to-day action report on the RTI application dated 19.09.2012 submitted by Sh. Hazara Singh, along with complete relevant records pertaining to the information sought so that his requirement of information could be assessed and evaluated. 


Adjourned to 05.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Jiwan Garg,


(REGISTERED)

Tehsildar,


Ropar.

2.
Sh. Hargobind Singh Bajwa,
(REGISTERED)

Naib Tehsildar,


Ropar.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ram Sarup

Village Kheri Gujran,

Tehsil Dera Bassi,

Distt. Mohali


 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Dera Bassi,

(Distt. Mohali)


 
                     

 …Respondent

CC- 1512/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 30.05.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ram Sarup sought information pertaining to the property of Gurnam Singh son of Sadhu Ram resident of Kheri Gujran as reportedly he has properties in village Kheri Gujran, Mukandpur, Gholu Majra, Samgauli etc.


Respondent, vide unsigned Memo. no. 413/3 dated 27.07.2012 forwarded copies of revenue documents regarding ownership of Gurnam Singh as received from the field staff.


Sh. Ram Sarup, terming the information provided as incomplete, again wrote to the Tehsildar, Dera Bassi vide letter dated 09.02.2013.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.04.2013.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor has any communication been received from him.   No response to letter dated 09.02.2013 written by the applicant-complainant has been sent.    This approach of the respondent PIO is clearly against the very spirits of the RTI legislation and needs be checked forthwith.


As such, PIO - Sh. Mandeep Singh Dhillon, Tehsildar, Dera Bassi is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain 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.

 
Sh. Dhillon be present personally on the next date fixed along with day-to-day action report on the RTI application dated 30.05.2012 submitted by Sh. Ram Sarup, along with complete relevant records pertaining to the information sought so that his requirement of information could be assessed and evaluated. 


Adjourned to 10.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Mandeep Singh Dhillon,
(REGISTERED)

Tehsildar,


Dera Bassi

(Distt. Mohali)


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Sharma,

No. 1531, Ward No. 3,

Samrala Road,

Khanna-141401

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Ropar.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director State Transport, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh 




        
 
…Respondents

AC-872/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

Sh. Gopal Singh, Supdt.-APIO; and Ms. Meenakshi Chawla, 
RTI Clerk on behalf of respondent no. 1.

None on behalf of respondent no. 2.


Vide RTI application dated 18.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Chaman Lal Sharma sought the following information: -

1.
Particulars of various Time Table Inspectors who remained posted in your office from January, 2012 till 31.12.2012 along with their respective tenure;   What where their functions / powers as Time Table Inspectors?  Please provide their mobile numbers as well.

2.
Who is the present time table inspector for the buses plying from Khana to village Uche and since when?

3.
Who was posted as Time Table Inspector for the buses plying from Khana to village Uche Sanghol?   His complete posting details be provided.

4.
Is a Time Table Inspector empowered to change any time table of his own volition / authority vested / on the request / asking of others?  Please clarify. 

 
Sh. Sharma filed the filed appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 on 25.01.2013.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 1022 dated 08.02.2013 provided the point-wise requisite information.  


Being dissatisfied, the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.04.2013.


Today, the respondents submitted that the applicant-appellant was not satisfied with the information provided on point no. 3 of his application which has duly been forwarded to him vide Memo. no. 3025 dated 14.03.2013.   He also placed on record a copy of the same. 


Perusal of the information provided by the respondent reveals that the same is complete in accordance with the RTI application dated 18.12.2012.  


Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  Apparently, he is satisfied with the response received.


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

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dilbagh Singh


s/o Sh. Chaman Singh,

Village Bainapur,

PO Pabwan,

Tehsil Phillaur,

Distt. Jalandhar-144034
   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Sector 62,

Mohali.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Sector 62,

Mohali.




        
 
…Respondents

AC-909/13

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Jr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 18.01.2013 addressed to the respondent no. 1, Sh. Dilbagh Singh sought the following information: -

1.
Copy of action taken report on letter dated 16.08.2012 written to Director Panchayat, Punjab, for cancelling a resolution passed by Bainapur village Panchayat. 

2.
Copy of order passed by Director Panchayat, Punjab, cancelling the resolution passed by Bainapur village Panchayat. 


Sh. Dilbagh Singh filed the filed appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 on 28.02.2013 whereupon the Nodal Officer (RTI) called upon him to appear before the Director for hearing of the appeal on 25.03.2013 at 11.00 AM.


Since the applicant-appellant did not visit the respondent office for the hearing of the appeal, he was afforded another opportunity for the same on 08.04.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

 
The Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 10.04.2013.


Sh. Sukhdev Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of memo. no. 530 dated 21.02.2013; No. 644 dated 13.03.2013; No. 7586-87 dated 01.04.2013; and No. 1265 dated 17.05.2013, apart from the order bearing No. 10131-32 dated 17.04.2013 passed by the First Appellate Authority dismissing the first appeal filed by the applicant-appellant, which are taken on record.  


It is observed that the respondent, acting on the RTI application of the applicant-complainant, wrote to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Noormahal (Distt. Jalandhar) vide Memo. no. 309 dated 13.02.2013 forwarding therewith copies of both the resolutions and seeking his comments thereon within a period of 15 days.   Even a reminder vide Memo. no. 1265 dated 17.05.2013 is stated to have been sent by the respondent. 


Perusal of the provided information reveals that the present status of the RTI application dated 18.01.2013 has been intimated to the appellant.  


Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.  Apparently, he is satisfied with the response received.


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

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



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:
Appellant Sh. Kulwant Singh in person.

Advocate on behalf of Sh. Balbir Singh, BDPO, Pakhowal; and Sh. Sarabjit Singh, Supdt. for respondent no. 1.

None on behalf of respondent no. 2. 


In the present case, Shri Kulwant Singh, Appellant, vide an RTI application dated 5.10.2012, 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, today.   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. 


Today, the information has been brought to the Commission which is without any covering letter.   Moreover, the information has also not been compiled point-wise.  


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


One last opportunity is 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 is further directed to appear personally on the next date fixed when decision on the show cause notice issued to him shall also be taken after hearing him in person.    


Adjourned to 11.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Balbir Singh,




(REGISTERED)

Block Development and Panchayat Officer,


Pakhowal

(Distt. Ludhiana)


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.

 
    

 
                     …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (Central),

Ludhiana. 


 
                     

 …Respondent

CC- 1060/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the case in hand, Shri Tarsem Jindal, complainant, vide an RTI application dated 28.01.2013 addressed to PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, had sought certain information pertaining to Sale Deeds registered by Shri Tarsem Lal Mittal, Joint Sub Registrar, Ludhiana (Central) during the period of his posting from 13.07.2009 to 10.01.2011 and 27.04.2011 to 27.12.2011, which were found deficient in stamp duty at Collector’s rates.  


APIO-District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana transferred the RTI application to the PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana (Central) u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 516 dated 06.02.2013 with the direction to provide the complainant required information directly.  


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Jindal had filed this complaint with the Commission, received in it on 06.03.2013.


On 23.04.2013, when the case came up for hearing, Shri Suresh Kumar, Registry Clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondent had stated that he had sent complete information to the complainant vide letter dated 09.03.2013 under registered cover. Since no response about the receipt of correct, complete information had been received from Sh. Tarsem Jindal, the complainant, PIO-cum-Tehsildar (Central) was directed to produce the complete record pertaining to RTI application dated 28.01.2013, for perusal of Commission. 


Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.   One last opportunity is afforded to the applicant-complainant to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information received, failing which further order in the case shall be passed accordingly. 


Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Naib Tehsildar, Ludhiana (Central) is also granted another opportunity to comply with the directions of the Commission contained in the order dated 23.04.2013.


Adjourned to 10.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to: 

1.
Sh. Rakesh Kumar,
(REGISTERED)

Naib Tehsildar,


Ludhiana (Central)

Ludhiana. 


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


 
    

 
             …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar (West),

Ludhiana. 



 
                     

 …Respondent

CC- 1068/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Pardeep Singh Bains, Tehsildar.


In this case, Shri Tarsem Jindal , complainant vide his RTI application dated 25.01.2013 addressed to PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana, had sought certain information pertaining to documents registered by Shri Jasbir Singh Walia, Joint Sub Registrar, Ludhiana (West) which were found deficient on account of stamp duty at Collector’s rates, during the period from 01.08.2009  to 31.01.2011. 
APIO-District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana vide letter No. 480 dated 5.2.2013 had transferred the RTI application to the PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) under the provisions of 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, with the direction to provide the complainant required information directly.  


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Jindal had filed this complaint with the Commission, received in it on 06.03.2013.


In the hearing dated 23.04.2013, it had been found that neither any information had been provided nor any one had attended the hearing on behalf of respondent PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West).  It was also observed that the respondent PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana had not even filed any written reply in response to notice of hearing dated 25.03.2013, Para 3 of 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. Pardeep Singh Bains, PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  In addition to the written reply, Sh.  Bains was also given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty, today.   He 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 at the earliest, under a registered letter. 


Sh. Bains, putting in appearance as directed by the Commission, has brought the relevant information to the Commission for onward transmission to the complainant.   Since the complainant is not present, he was directed to mail the same to the applicant-complainant by registered post today itself which has been duly complied with.   The perusal of the information reveals that the same is in accordance with the RTI application dated 25.01.2013 made by Sh. Jindal. 


In his written submissions, Sh. Bains has stated that he has joined as Tehsildar, Ludhiana (West) very recently and despite special assignment for the Block Samiti elections in the State of Punjab, he has collected, compiled and provided the relevant information at the earliest.   He further stated that the requisite information had to be extracted from the audit notes of the audit parties and hence, the exercise was bound to take time.


The plea of the respondent PIO is satisfactory.    The Commission is satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent PIO in providing the requisite information to Sh. Jindal.   No malafide is suspected on the part of the respondent or any of his officials.


Since complete information as per RTI application dated 25.01.2013 stands provided to the applicant-complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



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:
Appellant Sh. Jagjit Singh in person.



None for the respondents.


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 Jasanjit 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, in today’s hearing. 


Today, Sh. Jagjit Singh stated that no further response has been received from the respondent.


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


Adjourned to 11.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Jasanjit Singh,

(REGISTERED)
Tehsildar,

Amritsar-I.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



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:
Appellant Sh. Jagjit Singh in person.



None for the respondents.


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 has 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. 


Today, 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 has been inordinate delay in providing the information.  


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


He is 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.


Adjourned to 11.06.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Jiwan Bansal,

(REGISTERED)
Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh



      
    
      (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kulwant Rai

s/o Sh. Kharaiti Ram Bassi,

Ward No. 11, Purana Bazar,

VPO Tanda Urmar,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144203





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Jalandhar-I.







…Respondent

CC No. 815/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Kulwant Rai in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Sandeep Kumar, Supdt.-APIO.


Vide RTI application dated 18.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Kulwant Rai, Retired Conductor No. 60, Punjab Roadways, Jalandhar-I had sought information on six points pertaining to his retirement dues / pensionary benefits etc. 


Vide Memo. no. 6204 dated 16.08.2012, respondent had provided point-wise information to the applicant.    Being dissatisfied, Sh. Kulwant Rai had again written to the respondent vide his letter dated 28.08.2012 whereupon, vide Memo. no. 7237 dated 07.09.2012, respondent had invited the applicant to visit the office on any working day during office hours for providing him the requisite information.   This had again been contested by the applicant vide letter dated 13.09.2012 informing the respondent that in his RTI application, he had clearly stated that the information be provided by registered post and that he could not be made to visit the respondent office for the information. 


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.02.2013.


In the hearing dated 09.04.2013, it was observed that upon notice, respondent PIO had responded vide Memo. no. 1710/ECR dated 28.03.2013 with a copy endorsed to the applicant-complainant.   As Sh. Kulwant Rai, however, had stated that he had not received the said communication, respondent had provided a copy thereof to him in the presence of the Commission who termed the supplied information to be not up to the mark. 


Shri Pawan Kumar Singla, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Depot No. 1, Jalandhar was called upon to be personally present along with an affidavit stating therein that whatever the information had been provided, was correct and based on records.


Also, Sh. Kulwant Rai, the applicant-complainant was called upon to communicate the deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the respondent in writing, within a period of ten days. 


In the subsequent hearing dated 30.04.2013, Sh. Harish Chander, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered copy of Memo. no. 2176 dated 26.04.2013 which was addressed to the applicant-complainant whereby the complete information according to RTI application dated 18.07.2012 stood provided to Sh. Kulwant Rai, including the clarification on the discrepancies / shortcomings pointed out by him pursuant to the directions to this effect, contained in the order dated 09.04.2013.


It was, however, observed that Sh. Pawan Kumar Singla, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Depot No. 1, Jalandhar had not put in appearance along with an affidavit stating therein that the information provided to Sh. Rai was correct and based on records.   He was afforded one last opportunity to do the needful. 


Today, written submissions dated 15.05.2013 have been tendered on behalf of the respondent PIO which are taken on record.  Also a duly sworn affidavit dated 16.05.2013 has been received from Sh. Pawan Kumar Singla, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Jalandhar-I asserting that the information provided to the applicant-complainant is complete and correct as per the office records and that there is no further information pending which could be provided in response to his RTI application dated 18.07.2012.


Since complete information as available in office records, according to RTI application dated 18.07.2012 stands provided by the respondent to the complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh




      
   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 20.05.2013

        
      State Information Commissioner
