STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Santokh Singh,

s/o S. Gurmel Singh,

r/o V.P.O. Gill, 

Tehsil & Distt. Ludhiana-141116 .                                                               …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Panchayat Secretary, 

Gram Panchayat Gill,

Block Ludhiana-I, 

Ludhiana.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), 

Mini Secretariat,

 
Ludhiana.                                                                                 …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2482 of 2013

Present:
Shri Santokh Singh, appellant, in person.

Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Gill present for the respondent PIO.

Order


Shri Santokh Singh, Appellant vide RTI application dated 22.04.2013, addressed to the BDPO, Ludhiana-1, sought the following information :-

“Certified copies of site plans of the Houses allotted to Scheduled Castes families in   village Gill, Tehsil and District Ludhiana during the year 1975-1976-1977.”

 
PIO –cum Block Development & Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana-1 transferred the RTI application to Shri Sukhpal Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum- PIO, Gram Panchayat Gill, Block Ludhiana-I, under the provisions of Section 6(3) of RTI act, 2005 vide letter No. 1536, dated 03.05.2013, under intimation to the appellant.


Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Gill vide letter dated nil, on the receipt of RTI application dated 22.4.2013, informed  the appellant Shri Santokh Singh  that copies of the drawings pertaining to the allotment of residential plots to the S.Cs families in the year 1975-77  of Gram Panchayat Gill are not available in the office record.


Feeling dis-satisfied with the provided information, the appellant , Sh. Santokh Singh filed first appeal with respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 24.06.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 15.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


The Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Ludhiana -1 vide his officer letter No. 3045-46 dated 13.12.2013 also informed the appellant that  the drawings pertaining to the plots allotted to SCs category during the year 1975-76, 1976-77 of village Gill is not available in the office record and this information has already been supplied by Shri Jagtar Singh Panchayat Secretary earlier.


However, during hearing today, Shri Santokh Singh stated that the record of drawings of plots allotted to the SCs families   of village Gill is   intentionally not being provided to him by BDPO Ludhiana -1, as certain shops  have been made  on the site and allotted to certain other beneficiaries where these plots existed. He also stated that so far as his knowledge goes, the drawings  are very much intact in the office record of BDPO, Ludhiana-1. 

 Shri Kamal jit Singh BDPO Ludhiana 1 is therefore afforded one more opportunity to provide the demanded information to the appellant within a period of 7 days , without any further delay.

It is further noted that though the application for information was submitted on 22.04.2013, desired information have not  been provided to the applicant-appellant till date despite lapse  of over eight months. Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is thus clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  

  As such, Sh. Kamaljit Singh BDPO Ludhiana 1 -cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for not providing sought  information to the appellant 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 is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with one spare set of provided information as demanded by appellant, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The PIO is also given show cause to explain as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in seeking the information which has not been provided to him so far. 

In the meantime, respondent PIO is directed to provide the applicant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 22.4.2013 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.
       


Adjourned to 31.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


              
 State Information Commissioner


Copy to:


Shri Kamaljit Singh,


 Block Development and Panchayats Officer,
            Ludhiana -1 
-for Compliance.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


              
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Tarlochan Singh, 

s/o Dr. Inder Singh,

B-1-371, Kohara Road, 

Sahnewal, 

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                                       …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, 

Sahnewal, Distt. Ludhiana. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,o/o Deputy Director,

Urban Local Bodies,

Mini Sectt., Ludhiana.                                                        …Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2517 of 2013

Present:
None for the appellant.

Shri Vikramjit Singh, Supdt. o/o EO M.C. Sahnewal for respondent PIO.
Order


Dr. Tarlochan Singh, vide RTI application dated 12.08.2013, addressed to respondent no. 1, sought the following information, on 6 points, relating to the shop of Bhola Jewellers situated at Kohara Road, Sahnewal, Distt. Ludhiana:-

1.
Ownership record / documents relating to the property / building of Bhola Jewellers; 

2.
Date of Possession by owner of this shop.

3.
Who is paying House Tax and how much to the Nagar Council, Shanewal, Distt. Ludhiana w.e.f. which date?

4.
Who is the owner or tenant of this shop as per records of Nagar Council, Sahnewal, Distt. Ludhiana?

5.
What is the area of this shop as per site plan sanctioned by the Nagar Council, Sahnewal, w.e.f. which date?

6.
Municipal Council Number of this property issued by Nagar Council, Sahnewal, Distt. Ludhiana to Bhola Jewellers.”


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Tarlochan Singh filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 17.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 19.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


During hearing of this case today, it is observed that directions were also given by Deputy Director Urban Local Bodies, Ludhiana to the E.O. Municipal Council Sahnewal for supplying the information to the appellant immediately, vide letter No. 8608, dated 24.09.2013. 

Shri Vikramjit Singh, Supdt, appearing on behalf of PIO states that the requisite information has twice been provided to the appellant vide letter no.42   dated 14.8.2013 and letter no. 39 dated 10.9.2013 under registered cover. I have perused the provided information and  found the same to in accordance with the RTI application dated 12.8.2013 filed by the appellant neither the appellant is present nor any communication has been received, which goes to indicate that he is satisfied with the provided information. The case is therefore disposed of and closed.
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330, 

Street No. 8,

Maha Singh Nagar, 

Daba Lohara Road,

P.O. Dhandari Kalan, 

Ludhiana-141014 .                                                      


…Appellant
Vs. 
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Senior Town Planner,

2nd Floor, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana. 
2.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Additional Chief Administrator,

GLADA, Ludhiana,
3.
First Appellate Authority,

-cum-Chief Administrator,

 PUDA   Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali.                                                                               …Respondents       

Appeal Case No. 2529 of 2013
Present:
None for the appellant.



Shri Harpreet Singh Bajwa, Assistant Town Planner, Ludhiana for the 



Respondent PIO.
Order

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, vide RTI application dated 24.08.2013 addressed to respondent no. 1, sought certain information on 5 points, relating to the  private colonizers  of Ring road city block A, licence no. 12/2006, dated 20.07.2006; and Ring Road City Block B, Vill. Gill licence no. 2/2007 dated 23.10.2007, situated in Ludhiana near Gill railway station.

Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Dhamotia filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 17.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 19.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.


Respondent No. 1, vide letter No. 3114-3115 dated 21.10.2013 advised Sh. Dhamotai that licence to the colonies was issued by the Senior Town Planner, Ludhiana.   Hence the information be sought from the said office. 

A communication dated 10.12.2013 under the signatures of Senior Town Planner, Ludhiana have been received in the Commission wherein he has stated that the requisite information regarding the transfer of his RTI application under the provisions of section (6) (3) of the RTI Act, 2005, to the Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA Ludhiana have already been sent to the appellant vide letter no. 3349, dated  28.10.2013, he has further mentioned in the received communication that it has also  been intimated to the appellant that this information is to be provided to him by the GLADA Ludhiana only and the First Appellate Authority, in this case   is Chief Town Planner Punjab PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.


An other communication dated 17.12.2013 have been received in the Commission wherein appellant has requested  for the adjournment of his case to some an other date as he is unable to attend the Commission today because of his ill health. He has categorically mentioned that he has not received any information from any quarter. PIO o/o Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana is therefore impleaded a necessary party. PIO o/o Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana is directed to provide the  complete correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant within a period of 7 days.

It is further noted that  though the application for information was submitted on 24.08.2013, no information has been provided to the applicant-appellant till date despite lapse  of over three months. Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  

 As such, PIO o/o Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 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.He is further directed to file an affidavit pertaining to his contention duly attested by the Magistrate or the Notary Public.



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 o/o Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


The PIO o/o Additional Chief Administrator, GLADA, Ludhiana is also given show cause to explain as to why the applicant be not suitably compensated as envisaged under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the loss and other detriments suffered by him in seeking the information which has not been provided to him so far. 


In the meantime, respondent PIO is directed to provide the applicant point-wise specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 24.8.2013 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed along with a copy of the information so provided.
       


Adjourned to 31.12.2013. 
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to :

Public Information Officer,

O/O Additional  Chief Administrator, 

GLADA, Ludhiana,

-for compliance. 
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Jagmohan Chopra,

s/o Shri Roshan Lal Chopra,

Chopra Maternity & Nursing Home,         
                                                                                         

B-1308, Near Old District Courts,

Ludhiana.                                                                                                 …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O The Commissioner of Police,

Punjab Police, 

Ludhiana.  
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o The Commissioner of Police,

Punjab Police, 

Ludhiana.                                                                                …Respondents       

Appeal Case No. 2531 of 2013

 Present:
Shri Prabhjot Singh Sachdeva, Advocate, Council for the appellant



Dr. Jagmohan chopra.

Shri Joban Preet Singh, Constable No. 3076, RTI Cell, o/o Commissioner of Police Ludhiana, for the respondent PIO.

Order


Dr. Jagmohan Chopra, vide RTI application dated 15.06.2013 , addressed to respondent no. 1, sought information on 8 points with reference to written complaint dated 26.08.2005 filed by him against Sh. Birinder Singh Puri and others to the then SSP, Ludhiana. 


Failing to get any information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Dr. Chopra filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 26.07.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal, received in its office  on 19.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.

During hearing today, Shri Joban Preet Singh, appearing on behalf of respondent PIO states that the requisite information have already been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 1923 dated 12.67.2013 alongwith the  supported annexures. 


However, Shri Prabhjot Singh Sachdeva, Advocate, appearing on behalf of  appellant stated that no information have been received so far. At thi,  one set of provided information was hander over to Shri Prabhjot Singh. Counsel for the appellant by  Shri Joban Preet Singh appearing on behalf of PIO –cum- DCP Ludhiana in the Commission itself. The Counsel for the appellant sought some time for the perusal of this information. 

Further after the perusal of supplied information in the Commission today, to the appellant  it is noted   that no point wise information have been provided to  him  and  only uncertified copies of the certain letters have been handed over to him. 

As such PIO cum Deputy Commissioner, Police, Ludhiana is directed to provide the pointwise correct, complete and duly attested information with a covering letter to the appellant again within a period of 7 days, under registered cover.

It is made clear that failing to provide the sought information even this time may attract the invocation of penalty provisions of section 20(1) and 20 (2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against him. He is   further directed to depute an officer of  the rank of APIO on the next date fixed with one spare set of provided information.

Shri Sukhpal Singh APIO, o/o DCP Ludhiana, is also directed to file an affidavit duly attested by the Magisrate / Notary Public that correct, complete and attested information as per record have been supplied to the appellant and nothing have been concealed as such. 

Adjourned to 31.12.2013 at 11.00 A.M.  
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to 

1.
The Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.
2,
Shri Sukhpal Singh, S.P.  cum


Assistant Public Information Officer,


o/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana

-for compliance.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manoj Bhushan,

H.No. 32170, Gali No. 12,

Partap Nagar, 

Bathinda-151001.                                                                     
…Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Welfare of Scheduled Castes & 
Backward Classes, Punjab,

SCO No. 128-129,

Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh.                                                                                
…Respondent        

CC No. 4113 of 2013

Order

Present:

Shri Manoj Bhushan , complainant in person.




None for the respondent.

Shri Manoj Bhushan, vide an RTI application dated 21.10.2013 addressed to the respondent, sought the following information: -

1.
Total no. of backlog of posts relating to SC / BC in each Punjab Govt. Department; 

2.
Copy of Reservation Manual;

3.
List of defaulter Punjab Govt. departments in case of violation of Reservation Policy, along with action or inaction, with details; 

4.
List of overall merit list case, whether decided or pending, in all Punjab Govt.;

5.
Year-wise report of Social Welfare Schemes and their expenditure given by Central Govt. to Punjab State Govt., for the period 2010-11, 2011-12; and 2012-13.


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 21.11.2013. 


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.

None is present on behalf of respondent nor any intimation have been received beside the issuance of notice for appearing today.


Though the application for information was submitted on 21.10.2013, no information has been provided to the applicant-appellant till date despite lapse  of over two months. Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  

As such, PIO o/o The Director, Welfare of Scheduled Castes & Backward Classes, Punjab, Chandigarh,  is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 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 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 o/o The Director, Welfare of Scheduled Castes & Backward Classes, Punjab, Chandigarh is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the meantime, respondent PIO is directed to present before the Commission complete records and action taken report on the next date.
Adjourned to 31.12.2013. at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o The Director,

Welfare of Scheduled Castes & 

Backward Classes, Punjab,

SCO No. 128-129,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

-for compliance.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri   Surinder Kumar,

# 163, Dev Ji Colony,

Ward No. 9, Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144211.                                                                 …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Child Development &
Project Officer (CDPO), 

Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144211                                         
…Respondent

CC No. 4118 of 2013

Present:
None for the complainant.

Shri Satwant Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o CDPO, Mukerian for the PIO Respondent.

Order


Shri Surinder Kumar, vide RTI application dated 20.09.2013               addressed to the respondent, sought certain information relating to Anganwari Centres, w.e.f. April 2011 to August, 2013, on seven points as follows:

1. “List of Anganwari Centres working under departments supervision.
2. List of students entered in each centre with their father’s name , with Date of Birth and mother’s name & Home address w.e.f. April 2011 to August, 2013.  
3. List of working employees in each Aganawari Centre.

4. Working Hours of Aganwari Centre in Summer  & Winter.

5. Ration Paid to each student with items & quantity w.e.f. April 2011 to August, 2013.

6. Ration paid to each Pragnant women & cash amount if any w.e.f.April, 2011 to August, 2013 with full Home Address with their Husband’s name. 
7. List of under- weight girls of each Centre & Ration paid to them with full Home address w.e.f. April 2011 to August, 2013” 


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 18.11.2013. 


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.

A communication vide letter No. 126/PHROM dated 3.12.2013, have been received in the commission under the signatures of   applicant Shri Surinder Kumar, Distt. President Pb. Human Rights Org. Hoshiarpur at Mukerian, with the request  to adjourn his case to some another date as neither  he has received any information nor he shall be able to attend the commission on 17.12.2013,as he is busy with the pensions day celebration  by the Punjab  Pensioners Welfare Union, Mukerian.

Since for the want of proper explanation by the CDPO Mukerian, Commission cannot reach at the conclusion of this demand of hefty amount of Rs. 21020/- as additional documents charges resulting in not providing information to complainant due to non deposit of additional fee/documents charges .

Mrs. Sukhdev Kaur CDPO Mukerian is therefore directed to file written submission under her signatures and to produce relevant record personally on next date of hearing. 

In view of the above, the case is adjourned to 31.12.2013.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-

Smt. Sukhdev Kaur, 


Registered
Child Development & Project Officer,

Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur. 

Shri   Surinder Kumar,                            Registered
# 163, Dev Ji Colony,

Ward No. 9, Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144211
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj,

s/o Late Shiv Kumar,

# 490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh.        
                                                                      
   …Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/O Assistant Excise & 
Taxation Commissioner,

Range-II, Ludhiana.                                                                               …Respondent

Complaint Case No. 3894 of 2013
Present:
Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj, complainant   in person.



Smt. Paramjit Kaur , PIO cum Supdt. o/o AETC Range II, Ludhiana.
Order


Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj , vide RTI application dated 21.09.2013  addressed to the respondent, had sought the following information pertaining to M/s Mohit Steel Products situated at Ferozepur Road, Opposite Medicity, Ludhiana:-

“Provide me the copies of the Quarterly & Annual returns submitted by them to your department during the financial year: 2010-11, 2011-12, 2012-13 & quarterly returns for the first quarter of 2013-14 i.e. from 01.04.2013 to 30.06.2013. Also provide me a copy of the application filed by this party seeking permission to open their branch office at Mandi Gobindgarh and copy of approval granted by your office for getting their branch office operational.”

 
Respondent-PIO, vide letter No. 1781 dated 15.10.2013 informed the complainant that the requisite information could not be provided being related to third party and that as per Section 69 of the Punjab VAT Act, 2005, the information was confidential. 


Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Bhardwaj filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 29.10.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 03.12.2013 when, during hearing of the case, Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj stated that copies of quarterly, annual returns submitted by M/s Mohit Steel Products situated at Ferozepur Road, Opposite Medicity, Ludhiana being sought by him for the financial year 2010-11, 2011-12, 2012-13 and quarterly return for the first quarter of 2013-14 i.e. from 1.4.2013 to 30.6.2013 do not constitute 3rd party information as envisaged u/s Section 11 of the RTI Act because he himself happened to be the owner of the above firm. 


Shri Jatinder Pal, ETO, Ludhiana-2 stated that they had already provided the information vide letter No. 2063 dated 21.11.2013. However, Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj, applicant-complainant stated that the same was not at all legible. He also showed photo copies of the provided information from which it could be safely concluded that supplied documents were not at all readable. As such, it was clearly made out that the information was being denied and delayed intentionally by respondent-PIO by stating misleading facts. 


Further the respondent PIO had neither filed written submissions before the Commission in compliance with Para 3 of notice of hearing, nor had he appeared to answer quarries made by complainant.   


As such, Mrs. Paramjit Kaur, PIO-cum-Superintendent O/O AETC, Ludhiana-II was issued a show cause notice under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.   She was further directed to ensure her personal presence today along with complete records.


Smt. Rajwinder Kaur, AETC, Ludhiana-II and respondent PIO both were directed to be present before Commission today with their respective written submissions, action taken report and complete records pertaining to RTI application sought by the complainant.

During hearing, to day, Smt. Paramjit Kaur, PIO cum Supdt. o/o AETC Range II, Ludhiana, states that the requisite information have already been provided to the complainant vide letter No. 203 dated 21.11.2013. She has also filed self attested affidavit dated 16.12.2013, regarding the show cause notice issued to her vide order dated 3.12.2013, which is taken on record.

The perusal of the case file reveals that Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj approached the commission in a complaint case received in it on 29.10.2013. It is relevant to invite the attention of the complainant to the judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011 [arising out of SLP (C) No. 32768-32769/2010] in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information.   As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, no directions for providing further information can be given by the Commission. 


Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 which has not been availed by him in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order, therefore, the complainant is at liberty to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority namely shri Rakesh Aery, Excise & Taxation Officer, (Excise) Ludhiana, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

 If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he therefore to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.

In terms of the observations noted above, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 

. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to 

1.
Shri Bhushan Bhardwaj,


Registered
s/o Late Shiv Kumar,

# 490, Sector 61,

Chandigarh.
2.
Shri Rakesh Airy, 



Registered
First Appellate Aurhority cum,

Excise & Taxation Officer,

Ludhiana-II. 

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Anil Kumar Ranga,

s/o Shri Rajbir Parkash Ranga,

Vill. Naiwala,Teh.Patran,

Distt. Patiala.        
                                                                               …Complainant
Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/O Child Development & 
Project Officer (C.D.P.O.) 

Patran, Distt. Patiala.  
Public Information Officer,

Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Patran, Distt. Patiala.                                           


  …Respondent  

Complaint Case No. 3937 of 2013
Present:
Shri Anil Kumar Ranga, complainant in person.



Shri Malwinder Singh, PIO cum BDPO Patran for the respondent.

Order

Shri Anil Kumar Ranga, vide RTI application dated 30.09.2013 addressed to the respondent, had sought the following information, on two points, pertaining to Ex-Sarpanch Shri Bhupinder Singh, village Naiwala:-

1.
Provide photo copy of the Proceeding Book of the tenure of Shri Bhupinder Singh, Ex-Sarpanch;

2.
Provide details of the old age / widow pensions received during the tenure of Shri Bhupinder Singh, Ex-Saprnach.

 
Sh. Ranga had further sought inspection of the relevant records, before the information was passed on to him. 

 
Respondent, vide letter No. 458 dated 25.10.2013, demanded additional fee / document charges amounting to Rs. 682/- from the complainant. 

Failing to get any information within the prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Ranga filed a complaint with the Commission, received in it on 05.11.2013, and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 03.12.2013 when, Shri Surmukh Singh, Sr. Asstt. stated that notice of hearing had wrongly been sent to the Child Development & Project Officer, (C.D.P.O.) Patran, Distt. Patiala, while  information had been demanded by the applicant-complainant Shri Anil Kumar Ranga vide his application dated 30.09.2013 from Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Patran District Patiala correctly.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             


It was observed that notice of hearing had wrongly been sent to the Child Development and Project Officer, Patran, District Patiala.  Therefore, his presence was exempted.  Block Development and Panchayats Officer, Patran District Patiala to whom this application had been transferred. by the Child Development and Project Officer, Patran District Patiala vide letter No. 494 dated 15.11.2013 was directed to be present before the Commission, with written submissions, action taken Report on RTI application dated 30.9.2013, filed by complainant and related records on the next date fixed and case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.

Today during hearing, applicant-complainant Shri Anil Kumar Ranga states that he was not present on the last date of hearing i.e. 3.12.2013 and it was probably stated by Shri Surmukh Singh Sr. Asstt. o/o CDPO Patran that  entire information was pertaining to o/o BDPO Patran. It is true that information on point no. 1 pertains to BDPO Patran to whom his RTI application was also transferred.  But  information on Point no. 2 pertains to   CDPO Patran was also not provided   to him  correctly.


During hearing, Shri Malwinder Singh, PIO cum BDPO Patran respondent stated  that   requisite information on point no. 1, which pertains to their office, shall be sent to the complainant- applicant with in a period of 7 days. 

It is noted that neither any information has been provided by BDPO Patran on Point No. 1 nor correct information on Point No. 2 have been provided by CDPO Patran. Reply to show cause notice from Shri Malwinder Singh PIO cum BDPO Patran is still awaited, though the application for seeking information was submitted on 30.9..2013. Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.  
Also Shri Rahul Arora, PIO cum Child Development & Project Officer,  Patran,  is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain in writing by furnishing self attested affidavit as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 be not imposed on him for not providing correct and complete  information to the complainant on point No. 2, 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 Shri Rahul Arora, PIO cum CDPO  Patran 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. 

Shri Rahul Arora, PIO cum Child Development & Project Officer,  Patran,  is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed along with complete records, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

In the meantime, respondent PIO’s i.e. both BDPO and CDPO Patran are  directed to present before the Commission complete records and action taken reports on the next date.

Adjourned to 31.12.2013. at 11.00 A.M.   
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to –



Shri Rahul Arora, 



            Regisetered
Public Information Officer  cum 

Child Development & Project Officer,

 Patran Distt. Patiala.

Shri Malwinder Singh,

Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Patran, Distt. Patiala
-for complianace.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Gupta,

# 485, Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana.                                                                                 

…Appellant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Mobile Wing, Punjab, 

Chandigarh. 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Excise & Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, 

Bhupindra Road,

Patiala.                                                                                    …Respondent  

Appeal Case No. 2380 of 2013

Order
Present: 
None for the appellant.

Shri Kesar Singh, Supdt. Grade II cum APIO, and  Shri Ravi Supdt Grade-II  o/o DETC Mobile Wing, Punjab, Chd.


Shri Ravinder Gupta, vide RTI application dated 04.03.2013, addressed to PIO, O/O Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Punjab, Patiala, had sought a copy of complete file of application u/s 85 moved by M/s Devki Nanadan Steel Works, Tahliwal before the ETC, Punjab, Patiala including a copy of the order, order sheet and all the correspondence done till date of application. 

 
PIO-cum-Supdt. O/O ETC, Punjab, Patiala, vide letter dated 18.07.2013 had transferred the RTI application under the provisions of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act to the Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner, Mobile Wing, Chandigarh for providing requisite information to the appellant directly.  


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Gupta filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 03.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 31.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.12.2013 when, during hearing of the case, Shri Kesar Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent stated that he had already sent the information vide letter No. 2477 dated 27.11.2013 through speed post. As appellant stated that he had not received information, Shri Kesar Singh provided one set of demanded information to the appellant in the Commission itself and one spare set of the same was also given to Commission for the perusal and record. 


After going through information, Shri Ravinder Gupta, appellant stated that the provided information was incomplete. 


As such, the appellant was directed to point out deficiencies to the respondent-PIO within 4 days and the concerned AETC and PIO-cum- Superintendent were directed to personally ensure the providing of remaining information within a period of next 3 days, free of cost, under a registered cover. 


Further, for providing incomplete information and not providing the information as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act, 2005, Shri Kesar Singh, PIO-cum-Superintendent O/O AETC, Ludhiana-II was issued a show cause notice under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005. 


He was further directed to ensure his personal presence alongwith Shri Pawan Garg, Assistant Excise and Taxation Commissioner (VAT) Patiala, with one spare set of provided information, today.


Shri Pawan Garg, AETC (Vat), Patiala was directed to ensure that the requisite information was provided to the appellant.


A communication by Email dated 06.12.2013 have been received in the Commission on 9.12.2013, from Sh. Ravinder Gupta, the appellant, intimating that complete information to his satisfaction has since been received and that he has no objection if the case is disposed of. 

It is further noted that on the last date of hearing i.e. on 3.12.2013, it was wrongly  informed  to the Commission that Shri Kesar Singh to whom show cause notice was issued iss PIO. In fact Smt. Manjit Kaur is the PIO cum  Supdt. Grade I  o/o AETC Ludhiana who is suffering from Brain Tumour and as such the show cause issued to Shri Kesar Singh is dropped, further since as the complete information stands provided to the appellant to his satisfaction. The case is therefore disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Ravi Dutt 

s/o Shri Ram Lok,

# 651-L&T, Sector 2,

Talwara Township-144216.                                                                     …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Registrar, 

Irrigation Department, Punjab,

Madhya Marg, Sector 18,

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Chief Engineer,

      
Irrigation Department, Punjab,

 
Madhya Marg, Sector 18,

 
Chandigarh.                                                                              …Respondent   

Appeal Case No. 2395 of 2013

Order

Present:

Shri Ravi Dutt, the appellant in person.

Shri Jagdish Chand Singla, Administrative Officer o/o Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Shrio Kulwinder Singh, Sr. Asstt. o/o C.E. Irrigation, Punjab.


Shri Ravi Dutt, vide RTI application dated 24.04.2013, addressed to respondent no. 1, had sought a copy of pre-revised pay scale of Chief Fire Officer i.e. 7500-13700 w.e.f. 01.01.1996 in the Punjab Pay scale and revised pay scale w.e.f. 01.01.2006 respectively.


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Dutt filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 22.06.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 05.11.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 03.12.2013 when a copy of letter no. 2488-89 dated 19.11.2013 addressed by the First Appellate Authority to the PIO had been received advising him to provide the information and also to attend the hearing before the Commission. 


During the hearing of the case, Shri Gian Chand, appearing on behalf of the PIO, stated that the information had already been provided vide letter No. 13796 dated 10.10.2013.  However, Shri Ravi Dutt, appellant stated that the same was totally wrong and misleading. 


The perusal of this provided information revealed that incorrect and irrelevant information had been supplied by the PIO-cum-Administrative Officer O/O Chief Engineer, Punjab, Sector 18-B, Chandigarh to the appellant after a period of almost six months as the RTI application had been filed by the appellant on 24.04.2013. 


It was thus noted that  Shri Jagdish Chand Singla, PIO –cum- Administrative Officer-II O/O Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Sector 18-B, Chandigarh  had altogether  adopted a careless and negligent approach, in providing the  correct, complete and attested information to appellant, ignoring the spirit of RTI Act,  and section (7) of it.  

 
As such, Shri Jagdish Chand Singla, PIO –cum- Administrative Officer-II O/O Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Sector 18-B, Chandigarh was issued a show cause notice under the provisions of Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  He was further directed to ensure his personal presence on 17.12.2013, along with complete records.


Today during hearing it is observed that the requisite information have already been provided vide letter no. 13691 dated 10.10.2013, enclosing with it the Fitman table no. 18. I have perused the provided information and it is observed that the same is as per the record.

It is further noted that  communication vide letter No. 15906 dated 16.12.2013 have also received in the Commission, copy of which stands endorsed to the appellant, Shri Ravi Dutt, containing the information. 

Respondent PIO cum Registrar also filed an affidavit dated 17.12.2013 regarding the supply of complete and correct  information based on record to the appellant. It is further noted that no willful or intentional delay have been caused by PIO in providing information.


As such, show cause notice issued to him is dropped and since complete information as per records stands provided, case is closed/ disposed of. 
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

SCO 18, 4th floor,

Room No. 402,

Feroze Gandhi market,

Opp. Stock Exchange,

Ludhiana.








…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,


Mini Secretariat,


Ludhiana.

2.
First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Excise & Taxation Commissioner,


Mini Secretariat,


Ludhiana.







…Respondents

Appeal Case No. 2343 of 2013

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Gulshan Kumar.

For the respondents: Sh. R.N. Sharma, ETO, Ludhiana-3; Mrs. Paramjit Kaur, PIO o/o  ETO, Ludhiana-2; and Mrs. Gurbeenpal Kaur, Supdt. Cum PIO  Ludhiana-1 


As per Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the applicant-appellant, he had sought information on four points, from respondent no. 1, vide his RTI application dated 27.05.2013 pertaining to bogus billing, from the year 2007 to 2011, pertaining to Ludhiana Excise Districts 1, 2 and 3.   However, a copy of the same was not available on the file which had been obtained from the representative of the appellant on 27.11.2013, during the hearing of the case. 


Failing to get satisfactory response / information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Aggarwal filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 05.07.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently, approached the Commission in second appeal, received in its office on 24.10.2013, under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, notice of                                                                                                                                          hearing was issued to the parties for 27.11.2013 when a letter bearing no. 7043 dated 21.11.2013 had been received from respondent no. 1 stating therein that the information in question was not covered under Section 2(f) of the Act and hence, was not being provided to the applicant-appellant.   Also annexed therewith was a copy of letter no. 2067 dated 21.11.2013 addressed to Sh. Balbir Aggarwal stating that the necessary response was sent to him vide registered letter no. 859 dated 27.06.2013 and the same had been returned undelivered.


On 17.12.2013, during the hearing of the case, S/Sh. R.N. Sharma; Major Singh; and Maninder Singh, ETOs, appearing on behalf of the respondents, reiterated the stand taken in their communication dated 21.11.2013, referred to above. 


The Commission, upon detailed discussion with the respondents, had opined that the plea taken by them was not tenable and as such, they were required to provide the requisite information to the applicant-appellant.


In the interest of justice, another opportunity was afforded to the respondents to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete, correct, duly attested information, free of cost, per registered post, under the cover of a forwarding letter, in respect of all the three Excise Districts of Ludhiana, and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt(s) along with one spare set of the information so provided, before the Commission, on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records.


Any further delay in providing the information would be viewed seriously. 


On the last date of  hearing of this case,  Shri Ravinandan Sharma,ETO, Ludhiana-3, Shri Jatinder Pal Singh,ETO, Ludhiana -2 and Shri Jaswinder Singh Mavi, ETO, Ludhiana-1 delivered sets of information to the appellant in the Commission itself. The appellant requested for some time for perusing the provided information which was accordingly allowed. He was advised to peruse the same and to file his observations, if any, with the respondent-PIOs namely Ms Sunita Jugpal, ETO, Ludhiana-1, Shri Major Singh, ETO, Ludhiana-2 and Shri R.N.Sharma, ETO, Ludhiana-3 within a period of 4 days from that day who would remove the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant and would provide the remaining information within next 3 days free of cost under registered cover. The case was accordingly adjourned to today for further hearing.


Today,  during hearing it is observed that complete information stands provided vide letter No. 2210 dated 13.12.2013 and letter No. 1493 dated 13.12.2013, to the appellant. However, some information regarding deficiencies pointed out by the appellant, still remains to be provided by Shri Ravinandan Sharma, E.T.O. Ludhiana-3, who assures Shri Gulshan Kumar appearing for appellant to provide him the same with next 4 days. At this  Shri Gulshan Kumar requested the Commission for closure of this case.


As such this appeal case is closed/disposed of. 
Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaideep Kumar, Ph. D 

Research Scholar, 

Centre for Public Health, 

Ist Floor,

Aruna Ranjit Chandra Hall,

Panjab University, 

Chandigarh-160014.                                                                               …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh. 

2.
First Appellate Authority, 

o/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A, 

Chandigarh.                                                      


…Respondents    

Appeal Case No. 2420 of 2013

Order

Present:
None for the Appellant Sh. Jaideep Kumar.

For the respondents: Dr. Deepak Bhatia, State Surveilance Officer, (IDSP); Dr. Balbir Singh, Nodal Officer, Sarvshri Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt.; and Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt. o/o Dir. H. F.W. Pb.


Dr Jaideep Kumar, vide RTI application dated 29.04.2013, addressed to respondent no. 1, sought the following information, on 11 points, pertaining to Integrated Disease Surveillance Program (IDSP) in the State of Punjab, from 01.01.2009 to 29.04.2013:-

1.
Provide certified photocopies of document/reports/minutes of meetings, with name and designation of officers/members participated in meetings, of all meetings held for the recruitment process including the pay categorization and preference criteria for the post of State and District epidemiologists till date 29.04.2013.

2.
Give the attested copies of file noting of all the files related with the recruitment of State and District Epidemiologists under integrated Disease Surveillance Program (IDSP) in State of Punjab from 01.01.2009 to 29.04.2013.

3.
Provide the certified photocopies of document/reports/orders/minutes of meetings/ file noting prepared for the fixation of eligibility and pay package of state and district epidemiologists. 

4.
Give the details of total number of created posts of epidemiologist (state and districts) along with the photocopies of notification/advertisement for the same from 01.01.2009 to 29.04.2013. 

5.
Provide the certified copies selected candidate’s lists and waiting candidates lists prepared for the post of district epidemiologist by IDSP Punjab from 01.01.2009 to 29.04.2013. 

6.
Give the details (including name, age, sex, education qualification, work experience, office address, date of duty joining, monthly pay-package along with date of duty leaving if any) of the persons employed/selected as state and district epidemiologists till dated 29.04.2013. 

7.
Give the details of the current status of vacant posts of district epidemiologist along with the date of vacancies created. 

8.
Give the details of plans/policies/programs implemented and under process for the fulfillment of the vacant posts of epidemiologist in Punjab. 

9.
Provide the attested copies of audited budget expenditure of Integrated Disease Surveillance Program (IDSP) in State of Punjab from 01.01.2009 to 29.04.2013. 

10.
Give attested photocopies of complain/letter submitted to health department regarding the irregularities in the recruitment process of the persons employed/selected as state and district epidemiologists in Punjab from 01.01.2009 to 29.04.2013. 

11.
Give the attested copies of the file noting/comments of the authorities on the complain/ letter submitted to health department regarding the irregularities in the recruitment process of the person employed/selected as state and district epidemiologists in Punjab from 01.01.2009 to 29.04.2013. 


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Jaideep Kumar filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2, vide letter dated 10.07.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal on 31.10.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 04.12.2013 when, wile the respondents stated that the RTI application of the applicant-appellant was never received in their office, Sh. Jaideep Kumar placed on record copies of the RTI application dated 29.04.2013 and the first appeal dated 10.07.2013 duly diarised in the respondent office.   Thus the claim of the respondents was clearly belied.   Respondents also talked about demanding additional fee / document charges which, at such a later stage, were clearly beyond the time limited prescribed under the Act ibid.   Sh. Kumar further stated that no cognizance of his various requests was taken by the respondent office in as much as no response whatsoever had been received by him.

 
As such, the Nodal Officer – Dr. Balbir Singh was called upon to provide the applicant-appellant point-wise complete, specific, duly attested information, free of cost, under the cover of a forwarding letter, by registered post and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information so provided, before the Commission, for its perusal and records. 

 
It was but apparent that the RTI application as well as the first appeal filed by the applicant-appellant was duly received in the respondent office but the same remained unattended by the respondents for the reasons unknown.    Therefore, Dr. Balbir Singh, Nodal Officer, O/O Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh was issued a show cause under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.   He was further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit and case was adjourned to day for further proceedings.


During hearing today, Dr. Balbir Singh, Nodal Officer, respondent PIO,  states   that he has brought the information in the Commission as Dr.  Jaideep Kumar appellant was supposed to collect the same from the office yesterday as informed by him on phone as well as by E-mail,  did not turn up to collect the same.

Further as appellant is not present, Dr. Balbir Singh Nodal officer, o/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, is directed to send this information to the appellant by registered post. The appellant,   is further directed to point out the deficiencies if any to Dr. Balbir Singh, Nodal Officer within a period of 4 days from the receipt of provided information.
The appellant is further cautioned to point out the deficiencies in accordance with his RTI application filed by him  vide dated    29.4.2013, respondent PIO, thereafter shall remove the deficiencies and send the remaining information.

Dr. Balbir Singh Nodal officer cum PIO o/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab is directed to be present on the next date of hearing so that the correctness of provided information could be ascertained in the presence of both the parties. The case is adjourned to 2.1.2014.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

Copy to:


Dr. Balbir Singh, Nodal Officer 

Cum PIO o/o Director Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, 

Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.

-for compliance.

Chandigarh.





       
     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


              State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh Gill,      
                                                                                       

# 1303, Sector 33-C, 

Chandigarh-160047.                                                                                 …Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/O Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

o/o Director, Health & Family Welfare,

Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh.  

3.
Dr. Pardeep Gupta,

Senior Medical Officer,

Primary Health Centre,

Baja Khana (Distt. Faridkot)                                                     …Respondents      

Appeal Case No. 2187 of 2013

Present:
Appellant Dr. Bhupinder Singh Gill in person.

For the respondents: Dr. Pardeep Gupta, SMO Bajakhana, Dr. Jaswant Singh, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Faridkot;  now SMO, Civil Hospital Patti, Dr. Balbir Singh Nodal Officer, PIO o/o DHFW, Pb. Sarvshri Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Asstt.; Rajinder Kumar, Jr. Asstt.; o/o DHFW, Pb.

Order

 
Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh Gill, vide RTI application dated 08.07.2013, addressed to the respondent, had sought following information, on 5 points:-

A.
Copy of Rules/Instructions /circular/memos/ office orders prescribing the procedure for allotment of Govt. premises for Senior Medical Officers in P.H.C/C.H.C/S.D.H/D.H/E.S.I hospitals in the State of Punjab in case of fresh appointees/promotes or transferor who join at the respective place of postings at PHC/CHC/Primary Health Centre/Community Health Centre/Sub Divisional Hospital/District Hospital/E.S.I Hospital. 

B.
Group Insurance Scheme, 1982, Annual Statement for the year 2010, 2011, 2012 in respect of Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh Gill, Service No. 3674.

C.
Complete record of Shri Mandhir Singh, Clerk, P.H.C., Jand Sahib (Faridkot) in respect of his involvement/registration of FIR under Section 420 IPC under Police Station Malout (District Sri Muktsar Sahib) and record of his absence during investigation by police, details of FIR, copy of FIR, details of charge-sheet or Challan filed in relevant court of law and decision of this criminal case and appeal filed against it in appellate court. 

D.
Complete record of transfer and transfer policy effecting transfer of Dr. Bhupinder Pal Singh Gill, DIO, Moga to S.M.O, PHC, Jand Sahib (Faridkot) Service No. 3674 vide Punjab Govt. Memo. No. 2/4/13-3HBI/938 dated 29.03.2013. 

E.
Attendance record of Shri Joginder Singh, Class IV (Group D) employee at PHC, Jand Sahib (Faridkot) from March, 2013 onwards and all record pertaining to action taken for his absence, if any. 


Failing to get any information within prescribed time as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-Dr Ashok Nayyar, Director, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh vide letter dated 16.08.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 and subsequently approached the Commission in second appeal  on 07.10.2013 as per the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 and accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for 06.11.2013 when, during the hearing, Shri Rajinder Kumar, Junior Asstt., appearing on behalf of respondent no. 1, stated that after the receipt of RTI application, the same had been transferred to the following PIOs as the information related  to them:-

1. PIO o/o Civil Surgeon, Moga, for providing the information on point no. 1 & 2 (a) & (b) vide letter no. E-3(2)-Pb. 2013/8111-12, dated 19.08.2013.

2. PIO o/o Civil Surgeon, Faridkot for providing the information on point no. 2, 3 & 5 (b),(c)& (e), vide letter No. E-3(2)-Pb. 2013/8111-12, dated 19.08.2013. 

3. PIO cum Supdt. Estt. 1 Br. o/o DHS Pb. for providing the information regarding the point no. 3 (C) vide letter no. E-3(2)-Pb. 2013/8113-16, dated 19.08.2013.

4. PIO –cum- Supdt. C.C Br. o/o DHS Pb. for providing the information regarding the point no. 5 (E) vide letter no. E-3(2)-Pb. 2013/8113-16, dated 19.08.2013.

 
The information on point no. 4 (d) had already been supplied to the appellant. 

 
It was observed that despite the transfer of RTI application to the respective PIOs, no information on point no. 1, 2, 3 & 5 i.e. (a), (b), (c) and (e)  had been  supplied to the appellant.   As such, (i) the PIO –cum- Supdt. Estt. –I Br., o/o DHS Pb, (ii) the PIO –cum- Assistant Civil Surgeon, Moga, Dr. Naresh Gupta; (iii)  PIO cum Assistant Civil Surgeon, Faridkot,  Dr. Jaswant Singh; and  (iv) PIO cum Supdt. C.C. Branch, Shri Krishan Kumar, were issued a show cause notice each under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.     They were further directed to ensure their personal presence today along with complete records, failing which, it was recorded, further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings could be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

 
In the meantime, respondent PIOs were directed to provide the applicant correct, complete and duly attested information free of cost within a period of 10 days under registered cover, in accordance with his RTI application dated 08.07.2013 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission, along with a copy of the information so provided, for its perusal and records.

PIOs were also directed to be personally present with one spare set of provided information and to file written submission regarding the supply of complete and correct information by them. 

Dr. Ashok Nayyar, Director Health Services, Punjab, being the Controlling Authority, was directed to personally ensure that correct and complete information was provided by PIOs;  otherwise he would also be held responsible, by treating him a ‘Deemed PIO’ under the provisions of Section 5(4)(5) of RTI Act, 2005.      


On 14.11.2013, though in compliance with the directions of the Commission, Dr. Naresh Gupta, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Moga had put in appearance, Dr. Jaswant Singh, Assistant Civil Surgeon, Faridkot had failed to come present.


The pending information was once again discussed in the presence of the parties whereafter, Dr. Naresh Gupta, ACS, Moga had agreed to provide the appellant the Group Insurance Scheme, 1982, Annual Statement for the year 2010, 2011, 2012 within a short period of time. 


In the interest of justice, one last opportunity was afforded to Dr. Jaswant Singh, Assistant Civil Surgeon, Faridkot to provide the appellant the information as available on their office records according to his RTI application dated 08.07.2013, duly attested, free of cost, within a period of 10 days, by registered post and to present a copy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the provided information before the Commission for its perusal and records, today, failing which, it was once again made clear, punitive and stringent provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 could be invoked against him. 


Dr. Jaswant Singh, Assistant Civil Surgeon, Faridkot was directed to attend the Commission personally, today, with one spare set of provided information.

 
During the hearing of the case on 04.12.2013, it was brought to the notice of the Commission by Dr. Jaswant Singh, who had come present in compliance with the directions of the Commission in the previous order, that the appellant remained posted at PHC, Baja Khana (Faridkot) from 03.08.2010 to 20.04.2011 and despite directions to Dr. Pardeep Gupta, SMO, PHC, Baja Khana (Distt. Faridkot), the relevant information was not forthcoming from his end.   As such, Dr. Pardeep Gupta, SMO, PHC, Baja Khana (Distt. Faridkot) was impleaded as a respondent.    He was directed to provide the requisite information to the applicant-appellant, under intimation to the Commission and also appear before the Commission personally today. 


It was further observed that while the approach of Dr. Pardeep Gupta was clearly against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005, no action whatsoever had also been taken by the Nodal Officer – Dr. Balbir Singh, even on the first appeal preferred by the applicant-appellant. 

 
Therefore, Dr. Pardeep Gupta, SMO, PHC, Baja Khana (Distt. Faridkot); and Dr. Balbir Singh, Nodal Officer, office of the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh were issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.  


They were further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit.     They were further directed to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, under the cover of a forwarding letter, per registered post, according to his RTI application, and to present before the Commission, today, a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information so provided, for its perusal and records and case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.

Today during hearing, Dr. Pardeep Gupta, SMO Bajakhana, Dr. Jaswant Singh, Asstt. Civil Surgeon, Faridkot;  now SMO, Civil Hospital Patti, Dr. Balbir Singh Nodal Officer, cum PIO o/o DHFW, Pb
, have been heard. It is observed that though some procedural  delay  have been caused in providing the information, but the same was not willful or intentional. As such, show cause notice issued to Dr. Pardeep Gupta, SMO, PHC, Baja Khana (Distt. Faridkot); and Dr. Balbir Singh, Nodal Officer, office of the Director, Health & Family Welfare, Punjab, Parivar Kalyan Bhawan, Sector 34-A, Chandigarh vide order dated  3.12.2013, have been dropped. 

Also when asked Dr.  Bhupinder Singh Gill, states that he has received complete information and is satisfied.

In view of above fact, case in hand is  disposed of and closed.

Chandigarh.





       
       (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 17.12.2013


             
 State Information Commissioner

