STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Singh 

# 68, vill. Bahian,

P.O. Tibber, Distt. Gurdaspur.                                               …Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Nankana Sahib Education Trust,

Gill Park, Guru Nanak Engineering College,

Ludhiana.                                                                                …Respondent.   

CC No. 648/13

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Gurmukh Singh.



For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Miglani, Law Officer-cum-PIO


Shri Tarsem Singh, complainant vide his RTI application dated 18.12.2012 addressed to PIO O/O Chairman, Nankana Sahib Education Trust, Gill Park, Guru Nanak Engg. College, Ludhiana, had sought following information on six points:-

a) How many shops are there and how many are leased and how many sold out;

b) What is the rent being paid by each occupant and how many are not paying any rent;

c) What is the rent received shop-wise, year-wise for the last three years;

d) Total money received on account of rent from these shops month-wise as recorded in accounts i.e. date and amount deposited in last three years as per ledger entries; 

e) In how many cases NSET has proceeded for vacation in court;

f) Total money paid to advocate for representing these court cases in last three years. 

 
After receipt of this RTI application, respondent PIO, vide letter dated 04.01.2013 had informed the complainant that the lis was pending in the court of Rent Controller in Ludhiana and as such, the matter was subjudice and hence they were unable to provide the information. 


Finding reply from the respondent unsatisfactory, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 30.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 02.04.2013, it was observed that the information sought by the complainant was not either directly or indirectly related to the court case stated by the respondent to be pending and as such, the respondent PIO directed to provide the relevant information to the complainant. 


Sh. Gurmukh Singh, appearing on behalf of the complainant, had stated that the requisite information had not been made available to him so far.  After waiting for quite some time, he was permitted to leave since no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent and the next date fixed had been communicated to him to be 27.05.2013.


Subsequently, Sh. J.S. Miglani, Law Officer-PIO who came present on behalf of the respondent, had brought the requisite information under the cover of their Memo. No. 306 dated 26.04.2013 for onward transmission to the complainant.   Since Sh. Gurmukh Singh, representative of the complainant had already left, respondent has been advised to mail this information to the applicant-complainant by registered post, preferably today itself and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records.  


Reply to the show cause notice has also been tendered by the PIO which is taken on record.  The same would be taken up for consideration on the next date.


Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11.00 AM. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area-B, Miller Ganj,

Ludhiana.                                                                              
 …Appellant

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

   
O/O Commissioner,

   
Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

   
O/O Commissioner,

   
Municipal Corporation, 
Ludhiana.                                                  

…Respondents.   

AC No. 313/13
Order
Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Gulshan Kumar.



For the respondent: Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner.


Shri Balbir Aggarwal, Appellant vide RTI application dated 01.11.2012, addressed to PIO, Office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Zone-A office, Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana, had sought following information on eight points:-

1. When was Shri Arun Khanna (Technical) Building Inspector posted in Zone-D office and from where he was transferred?

2. How many unauthorized residential and commercial colonies are in the area of Shri Arun Khanna, Building Inspector?

3. Give details of action taken on unauthorized construction of houses;

4. Photostat copies of challan issued by Shri Arun Khanna, Building Inspector and intimate details of amount of penalty deposited in the government Treasury; 

5. Clarify whether the challans issued are correct or incorrect as per Byelaws;

6. Photo copy of the notification regarding the responsibility of Shri Arun Khanna and concerned officer;

7. How many unauthorized colonies were built in the area of Shri Arun Khanna and how many challans were issued by him? 

8. Request for inspection of record and to provide documents.  

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-Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide letter dated 10.12.2012 and approached the Commission by filing 2nd appeal, received in it on 30.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 02.04.2013, a letter No. 1703/ATBD/RTI-D dated 01.04.2013 had been received in the Commission containing the information on all the eight points.  However, the appellant informed that he had not received any information.  Therefore, on the insistence of the Commission a copy of the letter containing the information was provided to him by Shri Arun Kumar, Building Inspector present on behalf of the PIO.  


Sh. Gulshan Kumar, an authorised representative of Sh. Aggarwal has put in appearance on his behalf.   He stated that only a very small part of the information is pending and the respondent has assured the same would be provided to him very shortly.   Sh. Gulshan said that he could wait for the same.  He, however, lamented that there has been inordinate delay in providing the information and that he has suffered physical as well as mental detriments in the exercise.


It is noted that application for information was filed on 01.11.2012 and despite lapse of a period of six months, complete information has not yet been provided to the appellant.    As such, in exercise of the powers conferred under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission hereby awards a compensation to the tune of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) in favour of Sh. Balbir Aggarwal which is payable by the Public Authority i.e. Department of Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh through the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana within a month’s time, against acknowledgement.  The decision on the show cause notice issued to Shri Raj Kumar, PIO-cum-MTP o/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide order dated 02.04.2013 would be considered to be taken on the next date of hearing. 

One last opportunity is afforded to the respondent to file his response, if any, to the show cause notice issued by the next date fixed whereafter the issue with regard to imposition of penalty, if any, shall be taken up.


In the meantime, respondent PIO is directed to provide the remainder information to the appellant well before the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

(1)
Sh. R.K. Verma, IAS,

Commissioner,


(BY REGISTERED POST)
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 

(2)
Shri Raj Kumar,


(BY REGISTERED POST)
PIO-cum-Municipal Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.
-For necessary Compliance. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Manjit Singh

s/o S. Gurcharan Singh,

Village Mane Majra,

PO Chamkaur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar-140112

                                              
 …Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent.   

CC No. 1113/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Manjit Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Dilbagh Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 28.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Manjit Singh sought the following information on six points: -

1.
Details of purchases made during the tenure of GM Punjab Roadways, Chandigarh Sh. Gursewak Singh Rajpal along with copies of quotations received;

2.
Copies of the relevant bills regarding purchases at no. 1 above as also the various expenditure incurred during the term of the above said GM;

3.
Details of various drivers and conductors who have remained on duty on one route during the tenure of the present GM;

4.
Average per day and per month in respect of HVAC diesel buses, bus-number wise for the period 2011-2012;

5.
Per day average in respect of HVAC diesel buses, bus-number wise for the period 2011-2012 running on Jammu-Katra route;

6.
Details of temporary conductors and drivers (PC No.) who have been transferred from Chandigarh Depot to other depots including details i.e. date and year of transfers ordered by DMT and the dates when relieved by the GM.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, on 11.03.2013.


While Sh. Manjit Singh, the complainant stated that the requisite information has not been provided by the respondent, Sh. Dilbagh Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the information in question is quite voluminous and as such, some more time be granted for providing the same to the applicant-complainant.   This stand of the respondent PIO is totally undesirable and uncalled for.  If it were the case, he should have asked for additional fee immediately as per the relevant provisions of the RTI Act.    Yet in the interest of justice, one last opportunity is afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, according to his RTI application dated 28.01.2013 by registered post, within a period of 15 days, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the commission for its perusal and records along with a copy of the provided information, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act could be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully.   Respondent PIO – Sh. Gursewak Singh Rajpal, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Chandigarh is further directed to be personally present on the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Gursewak Singh Rajpal,

General Manager,

Punjab Roadways,


(REGISTERED)

Chandigarh.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh

s/o Sh. Banta Singh,

Village Dhupsari,

PO Govt. Polytechnic College,

Batala-143506

(Distt. Gurdaspur)

                                              
 …Complainant

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

O/o Minister,

Department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


2.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat,


Sector 62,


Mohali.






…Respondents.   

CC No. 1120/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sukhwinder Singh in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 21.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sukhwinder Singh sought the action taken report on his letter dated 27.11.2012 requesting removal of encroachment by two officers of the department mentioned in the said letter.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 12.03.2013.


Sh. Sukhwinder Singh, the applicant-complainant stated that the requisite information has not been provided to him by the respondent so far.


Apparently, the office of Minister, Department of Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Chandigarh must have sent the request of the applicant-complainant for information to the Administrative departments for doing the needful.  As such, Public Information Officer, O/o Financial Commissioner Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh; and the Public Information Officer, 
O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Sector 62, 
Mohali are necessary and proper parties and are ordered to be arrayed as respondents on the Memorandum of Parties.   Both these PIOs are directed to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, according to his RTI application dated 21.01.2013 by registered post, within a period of 10 days, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the commission for its perusal and records along with a copy of the provided information, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act could be invoked against them, which should be noted carefully.   Respondent PIOs are further directed to be personally present on the next date fixed.


To come up on 03.06.2013 at 11.00 AM. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat,


Sector 62,


Mohali.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gurpreet Singh

s/o Sh. Amarjit Singh,

No. 169-A, Guru Nanak Trading Co.

New Anaj Mandi,

Shri Muktsar Sahib.

                                              
 …Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent.   

CC No. 1149/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurpreet Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. J.S. Brar, Dy. State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh. 


Vide RTI application dated 21.01.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Gurpreet Singh sought the following information regarding regular officials employed in the office of the District Transport Officer, Ludhiana: -

1.
Name, address and copies of appointment letter in respect of all the clerks employed with the DTO, Ludhiana on regular basis;

2.
No. of officials recruited in the above office on account of death cases (probably compassionate appointment);

3.
Copies of the affidavits regarding marital status of the candidate obtained at the time of giving compassionate appointment;

4.
Correct date of birth of the wards of the clerks employed with the DTO, Ludhiana on regular basis;


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 14.03.2013.


Sh. J.S. Brar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that he has brought the requisite information to the Commission which is handed over to the complainant, who, upon perusal thereof, expressed his satisfaction over the same.


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

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal

No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


                                              
 …Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.







…Respondent.   

CC No. 1161/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Ms. Namrata Kapoor, HRC


Vide RTI application dated 06.02.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought copies of the reports submitted to the office of FCR till date, in response to a communication (sent by the FCR) regarding random checking of 10% sale deeds registered, every month.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.03.2013.


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


Ms. Namrata Kapoor, HRC, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO states that she has brought the requisite information under the cover of Memo. No. 364 dated 25.04.2013 addressed to Sh. Tarsem Jindal for onward transmission to him.


Since Sh. Jindal is not present, Ms. Kapoor is directed to mail this information to the applicant-complainant per registered post, preferably today itself and to send a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt for the records of the Commission. 


The information brought by the respondent has been perusal which is complete and in accordance with the RTI application dated 06.02.2013 made by Sh. Tarsem Jindal.


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

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal

No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


                                       
  …Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ropar.






   …Respondent   

CC No. 1171/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurinder Singh, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 06.02.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought copies of the reports submitted to the office of FCR till date, in response to a communication (sent by the FCR) regarding random checking of 10% sale deeds registered, every month.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.03.2013.


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


Sh. Gurinder Singh has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.  He stated that while HRC Sh. Gurdev Singh is compiling the requisite information which is yet not ready for providing the same to the applicant-complainant.  He further averred that Sh. Arvind Kumar who has recently joined as DRO has been designated the Returning Officer for the Panchayat Samiti elections in Morinda Constituency and is currently camping there and thus could not make it to the Commission today. 


Sh. Gurdev Singh, HRC, Ropar, as such, is being treated as the ‘Deemed PIO’ according to the provisions of Section 5(4) and 5(5) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, he will be personally responsible for providing the point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, according to his RTI application dated 06.02.2013 by registered post, within a period of 10 days, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the commission for its perusal and records along with a copy of the provided information, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act may be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully. 


Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh




    (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013

      State Information Commissioner

Copy to: 

1.
Sh. Arvind Kumar,


D.R.O.



(REGISTERED)

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Ropar

2.
Sh. Gurdev Singh,


HRC,


D.R.O.



(REGISTERED)

O/o Deputy Commissioner, 


Ropar.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




    (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013

      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal

No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


                                              
 …Complainant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.







…Respondent.   

CC No. 1174/13

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Ms. Namrata Kapoor, HRC


Vide RTI application dated 06.02.2013 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought copies of the reports submitted to the office of FCR till date, in response to a communication (sent by the FCR) regarding random checking of 10% sale deeds registered, every month.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 14.03.2013.


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


Ms. Namrata Kapoor, HRC, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO states that she has brought the requisite information under the cover of Memo. No. 364 dated 25.04.2013 addressed to Sh. Tarsem Jindal for onward transmission to him.


Since Sh. Jindal is not present, Ms. Kapoor is directed to mail this information to the applicant-complainant per registered post, preferably today itself and to send a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt for the records of the Commission. 


The information brought by the respondent has been perusal which is complete and in accordance with the RTI application dated 06.02.2013 made by Sh. Tarsem Jindal.


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

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Charanjit Singh

s/o Late Sardar Singh,

Mohalla Nehru Nagar,

No. 2899/2900, Now 2897,

Ropar.                                                                              
 …Appellant

Vs.

1.
The Public Information Officer,

O/O Executive Officer,

Nagar Council,

Ropar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/O Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Ropar.                                                 

…Respondents.   

AC No. 632/13

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Charanjit Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Vikas Goel, APIO


Vide RTI application dated 24.08.2012 addressed to the respondent No. 1, Sh. Charanjit Singh sought certain information pertaining to transfer of Property No. 28992/900.  Failing to get the necessary response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Singh filed the first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 31.10.2012 whereupon the PIO, vide Memo. No. 2597 dated 08.11.2012 wrote to him that the information sought is very old and is not available in the office. 


Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 11.03.2013.


The response of the respondent PIO vide communication dated 08.11.2012 is not convincing and apparently evasive.  Therefore, respondent PIO – Sh. Ashok Kumar, Executive Officer, Municipal Council Ropar 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.

Respondent PIO is also directed to provide the point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, according to his RTI application dated 24.08.2011 by registered post, within a period of 15 days, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the commission for its perusal and records along with a copy of the provided information, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act may be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully. 

 
Written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice are also directed to be made by the next date fixed.


Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11.00 AM. 

Chandigarh



     

         (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Ashok Kumar,

Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Ropar. 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Vinod Kumar 

s/o Sh. Baldev Sahai,

# 336/27, Mohalla Brahmpuri,

Near Old Cinema 

Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana-141401.

                                    
…Complainant

Vs.

1. 
District Food Supply Officer,


Khanna, 

Distt. Ludhiana.     

2.
The Public Information Officer-cum-

Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, 

Khanna.                                       



 …Respondents 

CC No. 505/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vinod Kumar in person.

For the respondents: Ms. Surinder Kuar, DFSO, Khanna – respondent no. 1; and Sh. Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council Khanna – respondent No. 2.


Shri Vinod Kumar, complainant vide his RTI application dated 30.08.2012 addressed to PIO O/O Sub Divisional Magistrate, Khanna, District Ludhiana, had sought certified copies of documents attached by Sh. Surinder Kumar son of Sh. Puran Chand and Smt. Maya Rani wd/o Puran Chand resident of near Parveen Atta Chaki, Malerkotla Road, Khanna with their application for Blue Card No. 44919 and 44921 List No. 77, 79, Depot No. P.D. 353 dated 13.7.2007. 


PIO-cum-SDM, Khanna vide letter No. 2665 dated 05.09.2012 had transferred the RTI application of complainant u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act to the District Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Khanna with the direction to provide information direct to the complainant and had simultaneously also transferred this RTI application vide letter No. 2858 dated 25.09.2012 to the Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Khanna u/s 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 for supply of requisite information to the complainant. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the complainant had filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 28.01.2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 04.04.2013 via video-conferencing, It was observed that the DFSO, Khanna had not appeared for hearing of the case despite issuance of notice dated 06.03.2013. DFSO, Khanna was, therefore, directed to appear before the Commission with complete record. 


Similarly in view of facts mentioned above, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Khanna was also directed to be personally present in today’s hearing.  DFSO, Ludhiana; and E.O., Municipal Council, Khanna were also called upon to furnish their respective written submissions before the Commission.  


Today, during the proceedings, it transpired that in fact, the information pertained only to the DFSO, Khanna and had no concern with the Municipal Council, Khanna.  As such, the show cause notice issued to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Khanna is dispensed with. 


Ms. Surinder Kuar, DFSO, Khanna clarified that the survey report in her office had been received from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana and on the basis thereof, the Blue Cards in question were prepared and issued.   She further tendered copies of the relevant application forms of the applicants whom such cards had been issued.   The copies of the relevant documents have been handed over to Sh. Vinod Kumar, the applicant-complainant.    The Commission is satisfied with the explanation and the information provided by the DFSO, Khanna and as such, the show cause notice issued to the DFSO, Khanna is foregone. 

 
Since complete information according to the RTI application dated 30.08.2012 stands provided to the complainant, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Vinod Kumar 

s/o Shri Baldev Sahai,

r/o 336/27, Mohalla Brahmpuri,

Khanna, Near Purana Cinema,

Khanna (Ludhiana)-141401                                                       …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Khanna.                                                                        

  …Respondent   

CC No. 653/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Vinod Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer. 


Shri Vinod Kumar, vide RTI application dated 28.08.2012 addressed to PIO O/O Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Khanna Distt. Ludhiana, had sought certain information pertaining to House No. 925, Ward No. 16, Rai Chand Wali Gali, Malerkotla Road, Khanna regarding its ownership. 


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he had filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 28.01.2013.


When the case was taken up for hearing via video-conferencing on 02.04.2013, Shri Vikas Uppal, Superintendent, Municipal Council, Khanna appearing on behalf of respondent, had informed that the requisite information had been supplied to the complainant.  However, the complainant had stated otherwise. 

 
Upon perusal of the case file, it was observed that the PIO-cum-EO, Nagar Council, Khanna had written two letters No. 142 dated 21.09.2012 and No. 160 dated 30.10.2012 to the complainant for the inspection of the records on any working day for seeking the information after deposit of requisite fee, whereas upon issuance of notice of hearing for 04.04.2013, a communication bearing No. 5798 dated nil had been received in the Commission on 01.04.2013 containing only four lines’ information when a copy of the same had been provided to the complainant at NIC Centre, Ludhiana, which clearly revealed that the complainant had unnecessarily been called to the office of Nagar Council, Khanna for inspection of the records and to seek information after deposit of the requisite fee.  It further revealed that the information had been provided to the complainant on 04.04.2013 after a delay of seven months as the RTI application was dated 28.08.2012. 


Both the above said respondent PIOs were directed to appear before the Commission personally and furnish their respective written submissions.


Reply to the show cause notice has been tendered by the respondent PIO - Sh. Charanjit Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Khanna wherein it has again been stated that in the absence of the relevant Property number, it is difficult to extract from the records the details thereof only with the help of house number as has been sought by the applicant-complainant.   He has even verbally explained at length the practical problems coming in the way of such an exercise.  He, however, agreed that henceforth, a complainant would not be called upon to visit the office in connection with information sought by him under the RTI Act, 2005 and it will be their endevour to act according to the directions and suggestions of the Commission while dealing with such matters.


The explanation submitted by the respondent PIO is satisfactory and the Commission is of the view that no part of the delay can be termed intentional or deliberate and no malafide is suspected on the part of the respondent PIO or any of its officials for the delay caused in providing the information. 


Complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant, as already recorded in the earlier hearing dated 02.04.2013, already stands provided to him.


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

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Raj Joshi,


63-1B, New Kitchlu Nagar,

Near Radha Sowami Satsang Ghar,

PO Partap Singh wala – 141008

(Ludhiana)







…Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development and Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.

2.
Public Information Officer,


Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Phagwara


(Distt. Kapurthala)





…Respondents

CC No. 805/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Baldev Raj Joshi in person.



None for respondent No. 1

For respondent No. 2: Ms. Sukhbir Kaur, BDPO; and Ms. Jaswant Kaur, Superintendent. 


Vide representation dated 07.11.2012, styled as an RTI application, addressed to the Financial Commissioner, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh; Director Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali; and Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Phagwara, Sh. Baldev Raj Joshi had sought release of his retirement / pensionary benefits.  

The perusal of the case file indicated that vide Memo. no. 1262 dated 29.03.2012, Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali had written to the Executive Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Phagwara to take necessary steps urgently and to ensure that the payment of the dues of Sh. Baldev Raj Joshi, the complainant were released before his claim became time-barred.


It was also observed that the Executive Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Phagwara, vide Memo. no. 186 dated 13.12.2012, had written back to Sh. Joshi to specify the information required, which was clearly after lapse of about nine months of the communication from the Director Rural Development and Panchayat addressed to her regarding expeditious release of the dues to Sh. Joshi, the applicant-complainant.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.02.2013. 


In the hearing dated 09.04.2013, Sh. Baldev Raj Joshi, the applicant-complainant had informed the Commission that he had retired as a Panchayat Officer on 31.08.1997 and that till the said date, his retiral / pensionary benefits had not been released and he was suffering on account thereof. 

It had further come on record that though the RTI application had been addressed by the applicant to the Financial Commissioner, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh; Director, Panchayats, Punjab; and the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Phagwara, none of the authorities transferred his request for information to the Public Authority concerned as envisaged under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.  Therefore, the requisite information sought by the applicant who retired as a non-gazetted officer i.e. Panchayat Officer, on 31.08.1997, became the responsibility of the PIO, office of the Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Mohali.

 
As such, both, PIO, office of the Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, Mohali; and Ms. Sukhbir Kaur, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Phagwara were called upon to appear personally before the Commission today.


Today, the entire matter was once again discussed in the presence of both the parties.  With the intervention of the Commission, the complainant has handed over fresh copies of all the relevant communications to the respondents present, who seek some time to provide the requisite response according to each communication so provided to them, which is granted.

 
Respondent PIO – BDPO, Phagwara – Ms. Sukhbir Kaur is directed to provide point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, according to his RTI application by registered post, within a period of 15 days, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the commission for its perusal and records along with a copy of the provided information, failing which punitive provisions of the RTI Act may be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully. 


Adjourned to 27.05.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1. Public Information Officer


(Under Registered cover)

o/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, 
Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, 

Ajitgarh.

2. Ms. Sukhbir Kaur, Public Information Officer-cum

Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.

-for compliance.
Chandigarh.





(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013



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. Harish Chander, clerk. 


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. 


Today, Sh. Harish Chander, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of Memo. no. 2176 dated 26.04.2013 which is addressed to the applicant-complainant whereby the complete information according to RTI application dated 18.07.2012 now stands 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 is, however, observed that neither Sh. Pawan Kumar Singla, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Depot No. 1, Jalandhar has not put in appearance along with an affidavit stating therein that the information provided to Sh. Rai is correct and based on records.   The Commission is not happy the way the matter is being attended by the respondent PIO and takes a serious note of it. 


However, in the interest of justice, one last opportunity is being afforded to Sh. Pawan Kumar Singla, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Depot No. 1, Jalandhar to comply with the directions of the Commission in letter and spirit forthwith and explain by appearing in person on the next date fixed, failing which stringent provisions of the RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against him, which should be noted carefully. 


Adjourned to 20.05.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Pawan Kumar Singla,

General Manager,


(REGISTERED)
Punjab Roadways, 

Jalandhar-I.



For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




                   (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 30.04.2013


           State Information Commissioner

