STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98761-51770)

Sh. Pawan Sachdeva,

Prop.

M/s Deluxe Industries,

E-144, Industrial Area Phase 7,

Mohali








      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GMADA),

Sector 62, Mohali 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GMADA),

Sector 62, Mohali 





…..Respondents
AC- 1007/11  

Order

Present: 
Appellant Sh. Pawan Sachdeva in person.



For the Respondent: Sh. Devinder Singh 


Vide application dated 08.06.2011, Sh. Pawan Sachdeva sought the following information from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005: -

“Tenders were recalled and opened on 13.05.2011 and tender of M/s Neha Creation was accepted though they were not having EPF registration.  Under which law GMADA has ignored DNIT conditions for accepting their tender?  Also, their quality ofk product is not up to the mark as published in Punjab Kesri dated 10.0-5.2011 and also Er. Nirmal Singh Kahlon visited the park in Sector 46, Chandigarh where Multi-play Station supplied by M/s Neha Creation is installed.  Kindly apprise us under which law bad quality is approved as good quality. Kindly furnish us the copy of documents submitted by M/s Neha Creation to GMADA.”



It is further the case of the applicant-complainant that when no information was provided, the first appeal was filed before the First Appellate Authority on 21.07.2011 and the instant second appeal has been filed before the Commission on 12.10.2011 stating that no information had been provided. 


 

Sh. Devinder Singh, X. En. (PH)-cum-APIO GMADA appeared on behalf of the respondent and made the following written submissions: 
“In reference to the subject cited above, it is submitted that the applicant had been asking for certain information from time to time.  Most of the information has already been supplied to him.  However, only the documents submitted by M/s Neha Creations 
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along with their tender could not  be supplied to him erroneously which are now being handed over to him to his entire satisfaction.
In view of above, this case may kindly be filed please.” 



I have gone through all the points and am of the view that complete relevant Information stands supplied to the applicant-appellant.
 
Seeing the merits of the case therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gurjit Singh 

s/o Sh. Sarwan Singh,

VPO Bhanbhauran,

Tehsil Malerkotla

Distt. Sangrur



  


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o P.U.D.A. 

Sector 62, Mohali






    …Respondent

CC- 2989/11

Order

Present: 
None for the Complainant.


For the Respondent: Sh. Deepak Bansal (98760-51131)


Vide application dated 04.07.2011, Sh. Gurjit Singh sought information in a given format regarding 200 plots allotted to the riot-victims in the Aerocity.



The present complaint before the Commission has been filed on 07.10.2011 stating that the information sought had not been provided. 



Respondent present submitted a letter dated 16.12.2011 addressed to the applicant-complainant wherein it has been informed that the information sought in fact pertains to third party as already advised to him vide their office letter dated 14.07.2011.  It has further been communicated that the names and form numbers of the successful allottees are given on the website of GMADA i.e. www.gmada.gov.in.  It has also been communicated that the forms had been received by the banks and no separate information has been compiled by the office containing draft number and dates etc. 
 

Complainant is not present today.  Upon going through the various points, the Commission is of the view that complete relevant information as per the original application, stands provided.

 

Accordingly, seeing the merits of the case therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 

 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Bachan Singh 

H. No. 735-R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda. 



  



  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. 

Punjab, Chandigarh






    …Respondent

CC- 2987/11

Order

Present: 
Complainant Sh. Bachan Singh in person (98155-62775)


For the Respondent: Sh. Naresh Batta (98151-40623)


Vide application dated 04.06.2011, the complainant sought information regarding the action taken on the newspaper clipping dated 20.06.2001 (published in his Punjabi weekly newspaper namely ‘Gulbahar’) vide registered letter no. 161 dated 26.06.2007.


The present complaint with the Commission has been filed on 07.10.2011 stating that no information had been provided. 



It is noted that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of First Appeal available under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act. It appears that in the instant case, the Complainant has failed to avail the same. Consequently, the First Appellate Authority (FAA) has not had the occasion to review the PIO’s decision, as envisaged under the RTI Act. 


 
In this view of the matter, it is remanded to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.  The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint (enclosed herewith) as the First Appeal and 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.

 
The FAA is directed to peruse all the relevant documents during the hearing and examine whether the information provided by the PIO is complete, relevant and correct. 
 

Where the FAA is satisfied that the information provided by the PIO is as per the records, the First Appeal shall be disposed of.   In the event, there are any deficiencies in the information provided by the PIO, the FAA shall direct the PIO to provide the complete information according to the application dated 04.06.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 
If, however, the applicant-complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., the complainant Sh. Bachan Singh will be at liberty to move a Second Appeal before the Commission, as per Section 19(3) of the RTI Act 2005.
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With the above observations, the present appeal is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
The Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh-cum-First Appellate Authority. 



For compliance as directed hereinabove.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(97800-33266)

Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen,

# 5, Street No. 2,

Anand Nagar A Extension,

Patiala-147001.






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Local Government, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, 


Chandigarh




   

  
    …Respondent
CC- 215/2011
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant. 
For the Respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-cum-PIO (98159-33377) alongwith Ashok Kumar Assistant. (98553-11669)


Vide order dated 03.11.2011, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- had been awarded in favour of the complainant Sh. Lakhwinder Sareen. 



Today, respondent present submits that the amount of compensation has been paid to the complainant vide draft no. 621344 (OBC Bank) dated 10.12.2011 in favour of Lakhwinder Sareen.  A photocopy of the said demand draft along with a copy of the forwarding letter dated 12.12.2011 has also been produced on record.   

 

Complete information already stands supplied.

 
 
Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Kartar Kaur

w/o Sh. Bachan Singh,

375-R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda.







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Chandigarh 






…..Respondents
AC- 991/11  

Order

Present: 
For the Complainant: Sh. Bachan Singh (98155-62775) 

For the Respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, Supdt.-cum-PIO (98159-33377) and Sh. Sanjay Goswami, Sr. Asstt. 
 

Today complainant present states that he had received the information from the Respondent and he is satisfied with the information. 



Seeing the merits of the case therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH
(098781-38340)

Sh. Jiwan Garg

House No. B-1/1473-A,

Opp. Old Bombay Palace,

Jakhal Road,

Sunam (Distt. Sangrur)-148028.




      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Chandigarh 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

Chandigarh






…..Respondents

AC- 801/11
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant. 



For the Respondent: Sh. Surjeet Singh, PIO 



A communication dated 20.12.2011 has been received from the complainant, which reads as under: 

“1. That the appellant’s had visited O/o Ld. PIO on 19.12.2011 to inspect his desired registers/record. But the appellant is very mush shocked & surprised to note that after passing of more than 7-months from the date of appellant’s RTI-application dated 10.05.2011 Ld. PIO still had not bothered to trace-out all the desired periods. And also had not bothered to prepare parawise / sub-parawise all the information & not bothered to collect the copies of relevant laws as is desired by the appellant vide para nos. 1 to 15 of RTI-application dated 10.05.2011. Rather, Ld. PIO just to hush up the appeal-matter before this Hon’ble court during the last date of hearing on 22.10.2010 has had filed letter ref. no. 35617 dated 21.11.2011 just to show falsely that all the requisite-records and information is ready for providing to the appellant. 
2. That the appellant upon the inspection of diary receipt registers provided to him on 19.12.2011 have observed / found that Ld. PIO just to hide the fraudulent-malpractices prevalent in O/o Director Local Government Punjab for not entering the letters/ complaints/ other-post received from general-public in diary-receipt-registers, the desired diary-receipt-registers, diary-dispatch-registers & visitors-registers intentionally not provided to the appellant. But just to hush-up the matter before this Hon’ble commission appellant is just called to inspect the same vide letter ref. no. 35617 dated 21.21.2011.
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3. That no parawise / sub-parawise information was made available to the appellant during his recent visit on 19.12.2011. However, after discussing parawise / sub-parawise. RTI- application with Ms. Gurdev Kaur (Sr. Asstt.), the appellant had observed / found that Ld. PIO had not bothered to read the contents of application. What to say for collecting the desired information / records from the respective Audit (called ALFA), Account departments / offices and / or transfer the relevant part of application tot the concerned officer U/s 6(3) of RTI Act 2005 for providing the information to the appellant.” 
 

Respondent present made the following written submissions today: -
“As per the directions of the Hon’ble Commission in today’s hearing, the following undertaking is submitted: -
1.
That on 19.12.2011, the applicant was allowed to examine the diary, dispatch and visitors register; however, he only examined the diary register and the visitors register for a period of approx. three hours; 

2.
The remaining register which have not been available so far are being looked for and upon tracing the same, the applicant shall be called to examine the same;

3.
Regarding information pertaining to audit, the Principal Secretary, Funds & Accounts, Punjab and the concerned Municipal Council shall be requested;

4.
Information pertaining to usage of govt. vehicles shall be obtained from the accounts branch and made available to the applicant.
5.
Information regarding approval of the govt. vehicle including the relevant noting shall be sent to the applicant-complainant.”

 

Upon going through all the points, the Commission is of the view that the Respondent has replied all the points of information.



Appellant is directed to intimate the Commission, within a fortnight, if he is satisfied with the information provided, failing which it shall be construed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed further in the matter accordingly.  



For further proceedings, to come up on 17.01.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.
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Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98786-11151)

Sh. Sat Pal Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

227-D, Rajguru Nagar,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.







      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority,

Sector 62, Mohali 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Punjab Urban Planning & Development Department,

Sector 62, Mohali





…..Respondents

AC- 791/11
Order

Present:
None for the Appellant.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Rajinder Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO (98723-02333); Chet Ram, APIO; and Ms. Indu Mani Rose, E.O.-cum-PIO 



In the earlier hearing dated 22.11.2011, it was recorded: -

“It is observed that of the documents produced by the respondent are different from the ones sought by the complainant.

Respondent PIO is directed to ensure that complete and relevant information is provided to the complainant within a month’s time, under intimation to the Commission.  The complainant shall also inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.” 



Today, copy of a letter bearing no. 30302-303 dated 16.12.2011 has been received from the respondent which is addressed to the appellant and reads as under: -
“Ref. order dated 22.11.2011 of the Hon’ble State Information Commissioner, Punjab, received in this office on 12.12.2011.
In response to the objections / suggestions contained in your letter dated 12.03.2011, it is to inform you that Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority is competent to frame service regulations for its employees as per provisions made in the Punjab Regional Planning & Development Act, 1995.  Necessary amendment in the rules has been carried out vide
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letter no. 2710-2750 dated 03.02.2011 (copy enclosed) and on the basis thereof, applications for direct recruitment were invited.

So far as the names and designations of the dealing establishment officials / officers are concerned, it is intimated that this case has been dealt by the concerned Assistant / Superintendent etc. and a copy of the noting is annexed herewith.”



Upon perusal of the documents, it is observed that complete and relevant information stands provided as per the original application.


Appellant is not present today nor have any objections been communicated by him.  Therefore, it appears he is satisfied.



Accordingly, this case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 21.12.2011



State Information Commissioner
