STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Chander Shekhar,

# 4, Ward No. 2, Near Anaj Mandi,

Kurali, Distt. S.A.S.Nagar.                                                                  Complainant





                                  Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur                                                              Respondent. 

Complaint Case No. 1079  of 2013

Present:

None is present on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jagjit Singh, Supdt. o/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur, present on behalf of PIO respondent. 
ORDER:


Shri Chander Shekhar, complainant vide his RTI application dated 17.10.2012 addressed to Chief Medical Officer, Ferozepur, sought information relating to the reports of all kind of ultrasound tests of male/female conducted in urban/rural hospitals in the district, during the month of July and August, 2012 and also attested copy of the report of any test got conducted from outside the hospital. 

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 07.03.2013.

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 hearing this complaint case today through Video Conferencing.

The case file has been perused, it is observed that the District Appropriate Authority –cum- Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur, has sent a reply to the complainant vide letter no. 262, dated 6.12.12 that he has not specified that the kinds of  Ultra-sounds done in Govt./Private  Hospitals in the District of Ferozepur. 

However, today, during hearing through Video Conferencing, Shri Jagjit Singh, Supdt. o/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur, appearing  on behalf of respondent PIO states that complainant has been informed in writing that 8280 ultrasounds of   Males and 11265 Ultra Sounds of Females have been done in District, during  the month of July and August, 2012 . 

I have heard the representative of Respondent PIO, it is observed that relevant information has been provided to the complainant. More so, complainant has not stated any large Public interest in seeking the information.

Since remaining part of sought information by the complainant, attract the 

provisions of Section 8(i)(J) read with section 11 of RTI Act, 2005, same  being personal and third party, therefore cannot be provided.

Since relevant information already stands provided to the complainant. Case is closed and disposed of.








Sd/-
Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013                              State Information Commissioner. 

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kirpal Singh s/o Sh. Sardara singh,

# 1471, Ganesh Nagri, Jalalabad,

Distt. Fazilka- 152024.                                                                         Complainant





                                  Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner, 

Ferozepur. 

First Appellate Authority,                                               

O/o The Commissioner,

Ferozepur Division,

Ferozepur.                                                                                     Respondent

                                                          Appeal Case No. 622   of 2013     
 Present:

Shri Kirpal Singh, appellant in person.




Shri Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, Ferozepur, present on behalf of 




PIO Respondent.
ORDER:



Shri Kirpal Singh, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 16.12.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, sought following information on three points:-

1. Certified copies of applications bearing No.451, 452, 453, 454, 455, 516 and 839 for the year 2010-11;

2. Certified copies of C.D-2 Register from 1.9.2010 to 30.6.2011;

3. Certified copies of Enquiry reports as well as status reports regarding FIR No.249 dated 11.12.2012, PS Sadar, Ferozepur, relating to the Govt. land situated back side of T.B. Hospital, Ferozepur. 



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 RTI Act,2005 with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Commissioner, Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur vide letter dated nil and then still for no response approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal under the provisions of Section 19(3) of RTI Act,2005, received in it on 08.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conferencing, for today was issued to the parties.


To day during hearing through video conferencing, Shri Manjit Singh, Tehsildar, Ferozepur, appearing on behalf of PIO –cum-SDM Ferozepur has stated that information relating to point no. 1  has been supplied on 20.12.2012 to  appellant except application no. 839 which is not traceable in the office record.  

He further stated that so far information on  point no. 2 i.e  certified copies of C.D-2 Register for the period from 1.9.2010 to 30.6.2011 is concerned, this information is in bulk, therefore,  the appellant was informed well in time  i.e. on 18.12.2012 to deposit an amount of Rs. 400/- (four thousand only) as an additional fee and information on Point No.3 has also been supplied in complete whatever was available in office record.

At this, Shri Kirpal Singh stated that he has already deposited Rs.400/- vide bank draft dated 24.12.2012 as an additional fee, for seeking information on point no. 2, no information has been supplied till date despite, even filing of first appeal. 

I have perused the case file, heard both sides and observed that application No.839 still remains to be supplied and similarly information on Point No.2 i.e. attested copies of C.D-2 Register from 1.9.2010 to 30.6.2011 have not yet been supplied, though on being asked to deposit the additional fee/document charges, same was deposited by appellant within less than a week’s time. 

As such it is observed that PIO-cum-Sub Divisional Magistrate, Ferozepur completely ignored the provisions contained in RTI Act,2005, and did not supply remaining information on Point No.1 i.e. copy of application No.839 willfully and intentionally and similarly did not supply and information on Point No.2, this attitude of his is completely against spirit of RTI Act,2005. 


Shri Gurjit Singh Pannu,PCS, PIO-cum-SDM, Ferozepur is therefore, directed to supply remaining duly attested information to the appellant under registered cover within 7 days. 


He is further directed to comply with Para 3 of notice of hearing dated 25.3.2013 of the Commission 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”.


Sh. Gurjit Singh Pannu,PCS, PIO-cum-SDM, Ferozepur is issued a show cause notice to explain in writing 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 for not providing complete information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005.


In addition to the written reply to be given in the shape of an affidavit, 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-cum-SDM, Ferozepur is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


To come up on  27.5.2013 at 11.00 AM for further hearing,  in Commission, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013



State Information Commissioner. 

Copy to:-                                         


Through Registered Post.


     Shri Gurjit Singh Pannu, PCS,              

               Sub Divisional Magistrate,

               Ferozepur.

· For compliance.

Sd/-
Chandigarh.






      (B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjeet, s/o Shri Faqir Chand

Vill. Mohre wala, P.O. Dheera Patra,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur-152003.                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority,                                                                        

O/o District Development & 
Panchayats Officer, 
Ferozepur.                                                                                        Respondents
                                                   Appeal Case No. 623   of 2013 
Present:

None is present on behalf of Appellant.




Shri Satinderpal Singh, Supdt. o/o BDPO, Ferozepur present




on  behalf of PIO respondent.

ORDER:



Shri Amarjeet, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 17.12.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O  Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Ferozepur, sought following information on three points:-

1. Gram Panchayat, village Mohrewala laid down water supply pipes from the house of Natha Singh to old school. Supply the details of pipes and expenditure;

2. Gram Panchayat, village Mohrewala sold bricks, iron Guarders, tiles etc. of first floor of the old ‘Janj Ghar’. Supply the details of the money received.

3. Had any proclamation been done before the auction of this material. Give details. 



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, complainant filed first appeal under the provisions of Section 19(i) of RTI Act, 2005 with the First Appellate Authority-District Development and Panchayats Officer, Ferozepur vide letter dated 12.02.2013. However, still for no respose, he  approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal under the provisions of Section 19(3) of RTI Act, 2005, , received  in it on 08.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today for hearing this appeal case through Video Conferencing.

Today, during hearing, Shri Satinderpal Singh, Supdt. present on behalf  BDPO, Ferozepur stated that the information as sought by the Appellant vide his  RTI application dated 17.12.2012 has been supplied on 12.4.2013. He further stated that Panchayat Secretary of the Village have even taken in writing from the Appellant that he has received the correct/complete information. Neither appellant is present nor any thing contrary has been heard from him.

Since the information stands supplied to the Appellant, the case is ordered to be disposed of and closed.













Sd/-
Chandigarh.






          (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.04.2013



           State Information Commissioner. 

                                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Kumar,

s/o Shri Jaidrath uttam,

R/o Vill Banwala Hanwanta,

 P.O. Jandwala Kharta,

Tehsil & Distt. Fazilka.                                                                      Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Civil Surgeon.

Ferozepur.                                                                                         Respondent
                              Complaint Case No.1122  of 2013
Present:
None is present on behalf of Shri Rohit Kumar, complainant.

Shri Jagjit Singh, Supdt. o/o Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur, present on behalf of PIO respondent. 
ORDER:


Shri  Rohit Kumar, complainant vide an RTI application dated 09.10.2013               addressed to PIO O/O Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur , sought information in a format relating to details of deputation of staff in Health Department in Ferozepur district for period from 1.10.2011 to 30.9.2012. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 12.03.2013.

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 the parties for hearing of this complaint case today through Video Conferencing.

Today during hearing through Video Conferencing, Shri Jagjit Singh, Supdt., appearing on behalf of respondent, PIO-cum- Civil Surgeon, Ferozepur, states that  complainant Shri Rohit Kumar has given in writing that he no longer wants to seek information and as such withdraws his RTI application.


On perusal of the case file it is observed that the same communication of complainant Shri Rohit Kumar has also been received in Commission on 18.4.2013 for withdrawing this complaint case. 


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

.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.04.2013


            State Information Commissioner. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Jindal Neeli Chhatriwala,

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand,

# 306, Aastha Enclave, Barnala,

Distt. Sangrur.                                                                             Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.                                                                                          Respondent

             Complaint Case No. 1165    of 2013                                                     

Present:  
None is present on behalf of the complainant Shri Tarsem Jindal.


Smt. Darshan Kaur, Head Registry Clerk o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, present on behalf of PIO respondent.
ORDER:


Shri Tarsem Jindal , complainant vide an RTI application dated 06.01.2013                addressed to PIO O/O Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, sought information relating  to letter of Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab to the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur wherein instructions were issued to check 10% of registered sale deeds  every month and send report to Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab,  copy of the reports sent uptil now to the Financial Commissioner Revenue, Punjab in accordance with their letter, be supplied. 

Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 14.03.2013.

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 for hearing of  this complaint case through Video Conferencing.


On perusal of the case file it is observed that a letter dated 5.4.2013,  of  complainant Shri Tarsem Jindal has been  received in Commission on 8.4.2013 vide which he has informed  that the information as sought vide his RTI application dated 6.1.2013, have been received.

Since the information stands supplied to complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.





    (B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.04.2013



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kulwinder Singh,

s/o Shri Hazara Singh,

r/o 12, Aakash Avenue,

Near Shiv Mandir, Fatehgarh Churrian Road,

Amritsar.-143001.                                                                              Complainant





                                  Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.   







             Respondent.   

Complaint Case No. 1077 of 2013

Present:
Shri Kulwinder Singh in person.


None for the respondent.

Ms Amerjit Kaur, Assistant RTI O/O D.C.Amritsar on behalf of Nodal Officer.
ORDER:


Shri Kulwinder Singh, complainant vide an RTI application dated 30.10.2012          addressed to PIO O/O Municipal Town Planner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, sought following information on two points pertaining to Khasra No.122/32/1, 122/32/2/2min, 122/16/2/2min falling in Abadi Akash Avenue, drawing of which have been got approved by Shri Ashok Bhatia son of Shri Satpal Bhatia vide drawing No.6/48 dated 19.3.2001:-
1. Certified copies of the documents submitted by Shri Ashok Bhatia son of Shri Satpal Bhatia with his application for the approval of the above drawing;

2. Certified copy of the application submitted by Shri Ashok Bhatia son of Shri Satpal Bhatia for the approval of the above drawing.   

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 07.03.2013.

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 for hearing this complaint case through Video Conferencing.

Today during hearing Shri Kulwinder Singh, complainant stated that still no information has been provided to him by the PIO-cum-MTP o/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar. After the perusal of case file it is observed that no information has been provided, though almost six months are going to lapse as RTI application is dated 30.10.2012.  

Even PIO-cum-MTP has not complied with the requirements of Para 3 of the Notice of hearing issued by the Commission vide letter dated 25.3.2013, which was directed to be done forthwith.   For ready reference of the respondents, the relevant Para of the Notice of hearing is extracted 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”.

Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005. Since inordinate delay has been caused by PIO-cum-MTP, Municipal Corporation Amritsar and no information stands provided to the complainant, Sh. Des Raj, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner, O/O Commissioner, Municipal Council, Amritsar is therefore, issued a show cause notice to explain in writing 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 for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005


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. 



Sh. Des Raj, PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner O/O Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11:00 AM for hearing at Chandigarh in Commission’s office SCO no. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013     



     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

Sh. Des Raj, 




(Under Registered Cover)
Public Information Officer-cum-

Municipal Town Planner 

O/O Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar. 

-For necessary compliance. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013     



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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaspal Singh  s/o Sh. Madan Lal,

r/o H.No. 109, Gobind Nagar,

Tanda Urmar, Distt. Hoshiarpur.                                                                           

             Complainant





                                  Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

o/o Deputy Inspector General,

Police,Border Range, Amritsar.                                                    

                 Respondent. 

Complaint Case No. 1184 of 2013

Present:
Shri Jaspal Singh, complainant in person.


For the Respondent: Shri Parminder Singh,DSP
Ms Amerjit Kaur, Assistant RTI O/O D.C.Amritsar on behalf of Nodal Officer.
ORDER:


Shri  Jaspal Singh, complainant vide his RTI application dated 04.09.2012                addressed to PIO O/O D.I.G., Amritsar City, sought full enquiry report and final report  pertaining to F.I.R No.17/12 dated 3.2.2012 P.S. Sri Hargobindpur u/s 380/447/427/506/148/149. 

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 15.03.2013.

Since the perusal of the case 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 the parties for today for hearing this complaint case through Video Conferencing facility.

During hearing today, Shri Parminder Singh,DSP appearing on behalf of respondent Deputy Inspector General, Police,Border Range, Amritsar stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the appellant vide Receipt No.69/12 dated 11,10,2012.  However, the complainant moved separate application dated 14.2.2013 stating therein that he has not received attested photo copies of statements recorded in this  F.I.R No.17/12 dated 3.2.2012 registered in P.S. Sri Hargobindpur u/s 380/447/427/506/148/149. At that Complainant stated that since he has not been provided attested copies of recorded statements in FIR case earlier, he applied for the same again. 

At this Shri Parminder Singh,DSP appearing on behalf of respondent delivered copies of statements sought by the complainant by additional application dated 14.2.2013, today itself at NIC, Centre, Amritsar, during the hearing of this case. Complainant after perusal of documents, also confirmed receipt of remaining information. 

Since the complete information now stands provided to the complainant, the case is closed/disposed of. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagjit Singh s/o Sh. Amar Singh 

r/o # B-30/2757,Gajaa Jain Colony,

       PO Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.                                                                      Appellant  

                                                                                                   vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Amritsar-I.

First Appellate Authority,                                               

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Amritsar.                                                                                               Respondent

Appeal Case No. 628    of 2013
Present:
Shri Jagjit Singh, Appellant in person.


For the Respondent: Shri Jasanjit Singh, Tehsildar, Amritsar-1.

Ms Amerjit Kaur, Assistant RTI O/O D.C.Amritsar on behalf of Nodal Officer.
ORDER:



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



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar vide letter dated Nil and still for no response, appellant approached the Commission in a 2nd appeal, received in it on 08.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today for hearing this appeal case through Video Conferencing.



Today during hearing Shri Jasanjit Singh, Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 has 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. 


I am not convinced with the arguments advanced by Shri Jasanjit Singh, respondent, PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Amritsar-1.  He is, therefore, given 10 days time to supply duly attested, complete information, free of cost under registered cover to the appellant, failing which provisions contained in Section 20(1)(2) of RTI Act,2005 shall be invoked against him 



Shri Jasanjit Singh, PIO-cum-Tehsildar, Amritsar-1 is 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 is also directed to explain the reasons for delay in providing requisite information to the appellant.



He will be personally present on next date of hearing with a copy of supplied information. 



The case is adjourned to 20.05.2013 at 11:00 AM for hearing at Chandigarh in Commission’s office SCO no. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.









Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013   



     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:-

Shri Jasanjit Singh, 


(Under Registered Cover)

Tehsildar, 

Amritsar-1 



-For compliance.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.






(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013   



     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Jagjit Singh 

s/o Sh. Amar Singh 

r/o # B-30/2757,

Gajaa Jain Colony,

P.O. Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.                                                             Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

 Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority,                                                                   Respondent

O/o The Regional Deputy Director, 

Local Govt., Punjab,  Amritsar. 

                                                         Appeal Case No. 629    of 2013                                                     

Present:
Shri Jagjit Singh, Appellant in person. 
For the respondents: Shri Avtar Singh, Superintendent along with Shri S.C.Sharma, Advocate.

Ms Amerjit Kaur, Assistant RTI O/O D.C.Amritsar on behalf of Nodal Officer.
ORDER:



Shri  Jagjit Singh, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 13.06.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar, 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 10.6.2006;

2. Certified copy of application, Dak No.653 dated 7.2.2005;

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



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum- Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt., Punjab,  Amritsar  vide letter dated Nil who vide letter dated 21.12.12 directed the PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar to supply information directly to appellant within 10 days.  He for no response approached the Commission in a 2nd appeal, received in it on 08.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conferencing was issued to the parties for today.



Today during hearing Shri S.C.Sharma, advocate appearing on behalf of respondent PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar states that the requisite information has been provided to the appellant and the appellant has not pointed out any deficiency.  Whereas the appellant stated that though he has received the requisite information, the same has been provided on 15.04.2013, after a lapse more than 10 months period, only after he finally approached the Commission in a second appeal. 


I have perused the case file.  It is observed that the requisite information has been provided after lapse of more than 10 months despite that even 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 directly within a period of 10 days. 


It is further observed that Superintendent (Sales)-cum-APIO, O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar vide letter No.8205 dated 08.01.2013 had written to the appellant to apply in prescribed proforma and seek information after depositing the requisite fee which was highly undesirable. This all go to prove that PIO-cum-EO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar has least cared to comply with provisions contained in RTI Act,2005, in providing the information and carelessly deliberately, and willfully caused inordinate delay in providing information. PIO has not even submitted written reply in response to 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”.


Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  As such, Sh. Jiwan Bansal, PIO-cum-Executive Officer O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing 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 for not providing any information to the complainant as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005



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. 


He should also explain as to why appellant be not suitably compensated under the provisions of Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act,2005 for loss and other detriments suffered by him in seeking information. 

Sh. Jiwan Bansal, PIO-cum-Executive Officer O/O Improvement Trust, Amritsar is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records; and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The case is adjourned to 20.05.2013 at 11:00 AM for hearing at Chandigarh in Commission’s office SCO no. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.










Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:-

Sh. Jiwan Bansal, 



(Under Registered Cover)
Public Information Officer-cum-

Executive Officer 

O/O Improvement Trust, 

Amritsar 

-For necessary compliance. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Gupta 

s/o Shri Joginder Pal,

F-9/2277, Gali No. 1,

Gopal Nagar, Majitha Road, 

Amritsar.                                                                                                         Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation Amritsar.                                                                         

First Appellate Authority,                                               

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation Amritsar                                                                Respondents
                                            Appeal Case No. 612   of 2013                                                     

Present:
Shri Rajesh Gupta, Appellant in person. 
For the Respondent: Shri Mohinder Singh, Building Inspector along with Shri S.C.Sharma, advocate.
ORDER:



Shri Rajesh Gupta, Appellant vide an RTI application dated 27.11.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, sought action taken report and status report of application submitted to the M.T.P, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar which was diarised vide Diary No.MTP 259-C, dated 2.8.2012. 



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar vide letter dated 22.01.2013. APIO-cum-MTP, Amritsar vide letter No.500 dated 5.2.2013 informed the appellant that the application dated 2.8.2012 is under action. However, not feeling satisfied with this information appellant approached the Commission in 2nd appeal, received in it on 07.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing through video conferencing facility was issued to the parties for today. 
 

During hearing today,  Shri S.C.Sharma, advocate informed the Commission that upto date status of above application have been supplied to the appellant vide letter No.688 dated 22.3.2013 and one copy of this status report has also been delivered to the appellant in the NIC Centre, Amritsar today during hearing. 


Since complete information stands provided to the appellant, the case is closed/disposed of.  


However, respondent PIO-cum-MTP, Amritsar is cautioned to be careful in future in supplying RTI information in time, as per provisions of RTI Act,2005. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated:25.04.2013




     State Information Commissioner. 

              STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hira Lal Arora,

National Star A-3,

Lawrence Road, Opp. Pizza Hut,

Amritsar.                                                                                                     Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Supdt. House Tax Deptt.,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.                                                                      

First Appellate Authority,                                               

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.                                                                                              Respondents
                                                          Appeal Case No. 670   of 2013  
Present:
Shri Hira Lal Arora, Appellant in person. 
For the Respondent: Shri Pardeep Kumar, Superintendent along with Shri S.C.Sharma, Advocate. 

Ms Amerjit Kaur, Assistant RTI O/O D.C.Amritsar on behalf of Nodal Officer.
ORDER:



Shri Hira Lal Arora, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 12.11.2012, addressed to PIO, O/O House Tax Department, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar                  , sought following information on two points:-

1. Certified copy of rent deeds of all the tenants carrying on their business in building No.A 3 Lawrence Road, Opposite Pizza Hut Lawrence Road, Amritsar from ground floor upto top floor;

2. Certified copy of details of persons/tenants in Shops No.1 to 28, Improvement Trust Market Opposite Pizza Hut Lawrence Road, Amritsar in the year 1987-88 and 1988-89, rate of rent paid by them, house tax levied in the year 1987-88 and 1988-89.  



Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Municipal Corporation, Amritsar vide letter dated 15.01.2013, however, again for no response appellant approached the Commission in a 2nd appeal, received in it on 15.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for hearing this appeal case through Video Conferencing, for today.



Today during hearing Shri S.C.Sharma, advocate appearing on behalf of the respondent has stated that copies of rent deeds are not available with the Municipal Corporation and the same has been denied in AC No.215 of 2013 by ld. Chief Information Commissioner. 



It is observed that appellant had sought same information in AC No.215 of 2013, wherein copies of rent deeds of tenants were declined to be provided being personal and third party information under the provisions of Section 8(i)(j) read with Section 11 of RTI Act vide order dated 7th March,2013 passed by ld. Chief Information Commissioner. 


Since in the appeal in hand, complete information except copies of rent deeds stands supplied to the appellant, the case is closed/disposed of.  











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.04.2013    



     State Information Commissioner. 

               STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Yogesh Mahajan 

s/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot..                                                                        Appellant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Central Works Division No. 2,

PWD B&R  Amritsar.                                                                      

First Appellate Authority,                                               

O/o Superintending Engineer, 

PWD B&R  Amritsar                                                                             Respondent

                                                          Appeal Case No. 711   of 2013  

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the Respondents: Shri Kushandeep Singh, SDE. 
ORDER:


Shri Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant vide his RTI application dated 12.10.2012, addressed to The Executive Engineer, Center Works, Division No.2, PWD B&R, Amritsar           , sought following information on five points pertaining to grants received/utilized in Division No.2 from 1.1.2012 upto receipt of information:-

1. Attested copies of Financial/comparative statements approved by the competent authority for the works by E-Tendering undertaken/carried out between the period from 1.1.2012 upto receipt of information;

2. Attested copies of Financial statements approved by the competent authority for the works by Tender work by you have undertaken/carried out between the period 01.01.2012 upto receipt of information;

3. Attested copies of LOC register showing receipt/issue of LOC of the works undertaken between the period 1.1.2012 upto receipt of information;

4. Attested copies of Tender Register of Division 01.01.2012 upto receipt of information;

5. Attested copies of works order book of all the Sub Division in your Division period 1.1.2012 upto receipt of information. 



Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-Superintending Engineer PWD B&R, Construction Circle, Amritsar vide letter dated 19.11.2012 and later approached the Commission in a 2nd appeal, received in it on 19.03.2013 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today for hearing this appeal case through Video Conferencing.



The case file has been perused. It is observed that the Executive Engineer, Central Works Division No.2, PWD B& R, Amritsar vide letter No.323 dated 15.4.2013 intimated that the required information has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No.9588 dated 26.3.2013, under registered cover. A copy of this letter dated 15.4.2013 has also been received in the Commission. 


However, the appellant has pointed out following deficiencies in the supplied information:-
Point No.1:
Only received 9 financial statements approved by the competent authority for the works by E-Tendering undertaken/carried out between the period 1.1.12 upto receipt of information comparative statements approved. 
Point No.2
Not received attested attested financial statements approved by the competent authority for the works by Tender undertaken/carried out between the period 1.1.2012 up to receipt of information comparative statements approved. 

Point No.3
Only received 5 of LOC register but not clear 1.1.12 upto receipt of information (Photo copies attached)

Point No.4:
Not received attested of Tender Register of Division 1.1.12 upto receipt of information. 

Point No.5
Only received attested copies of work order of 2 Sub Division as below:


No.1 Sub Division Provincial S/D PWD B&R No.4, Amritsar (list attached)


No.2 Sub Division Construction,S/D PWD B&R Ajnala,(list attached)


Not received attested copies of work order of 3 Sub Division as below:


No.3 Sub Division Center Works S/D PWD B&R No.1 Amritsar;


No.4 Sub Division Center Works S/D PWD B&R No.2 Amritsar;


No.5 Sub Division Construction, S/D Batala to Amritsar PWD B&R, Amritsar. 


PIO O/O Executive Engineer, Central Works Division No. 2, PWD B&R  Amritsar is therefore, directed to clarify the appellant the deficiencies pointed out by him with a copy of reply sent to the Commission, within a period of 7 days.  



The appellant is also advised to be present either in person or through his representative on the next date of hearing so that his grievance regarding the provided information could be heard and sorted out in the presence of Shri Jasbir Singh Sodhi PIO-cum-Executive Engineer, Central Works Division No. 2, PWD B&R  Amritsar, failing which it shall be presumed that he has nothing to say and simply pointing out deficiencies. 



Shri Jasbir Singh Sodhi, Executive Engineer, Central Works Division No.2, PWD B&R, Amritsar shall be present personally on the next date of hearing. 



The case is adjourned to 27.5.2013 at 11:00 AM  for hearing at Chandigarh in Commission’s office SCO no. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
            








Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.04.2013    



     State Information Commissioner. 
Copy to:

(1) Shri Jasbir Singh Sodhi, 

(Under Registered Cover)
Executive Engineer, 

Central Works Division No.2, 

PWD B&R, Amritsar 


(2)
Shri  Yogesh Mahajan 

(Under Registered Cover)
s/o Late Sh. Kuldip Raj Mahajan,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, 
Pathankot..    
-For necessary compliance. 











Sd/-
Chandigarh.







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.04.2013    



     State Information Commissioner. 

