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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jagroop Singh, VPO Khera,

District Ludhiana.






      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Food and Civil Supplies Officer,

Dehlon.





  
   
 -------------Respondent.

CC No. 1695   of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jagroop Singh complainant in person.

Shri Dilraj Singh, Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Quila Raipur on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



Shri Dilraj Singh, Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Quila Raipur (Ludhiana) has appeared today and given a written reply stating that he has been posted only w.e.f. 12.4.2012 vide Director Food and Civil Supplies, Punjab, Chandigarh’s order No.311 dated 12.4.2012.  It has been further submitted by 
Shri Dilraj Singh that earlier Shri Deep Kumar Garg was the Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Quila Raipur from 3.6.2011 to 5.12.2011 and Shri Jasbir Singh from 5.12.2011 to 12.4.2012.  Liability for penalty, it is submitted falls on these two officials.

2.

The present complainant had sought information vide a RTi request dated 2.3.2011 and today, the information has been supplied to him by 
Shri Dilraj Singh, who has produced the relevant record before me, after bailable warrant was issued through the Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana. 
It is a very unfortunate situation that the PIO had to be summoned by issuing bailable warrants under section 18(3) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to produce the relevant record before the Commission.   
3.

The orders of the then State Information Commissioner-Mrs. Ravi Singh dated 18.1.2012 vide which a compensation of Rs.2000/- was awarded in favour of the complainant have still not been complied with by the respondent-department.  It further transpires that a penalty of Rs.10,000/- was also imposed by Mrs. Ravi Singh, the then State Information Commission on 18.1.2012 on the PIO-Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Quila Raipur (Ludhiana).  This amount has also not been paid by the respondent-PIOs.
4.

Now that it has come on record that Shri Deep Kumar Garg, now posted as Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Khanna and Shri Jasbir Singh who is reportedly on leave from his last place of posting at Quila Raipur were the concerned APIOs at the relevant time when information was not furnished and they were custodians of record, therefore,  they would be considered deemed PIOs under Section 15(5) of the Act ibid.  Notice, however, is also to be given to Ms. Rajneesh Kumari, District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana who is the PIO. These three officials namely, Shri Deep Kumar Garg, Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Khanna and Shri Jasbir Singh c/o Assistant Food and Civil Supplies Officer, Quila Raipur and  Ms. Rajneesh Kumari, District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana are hereby called upon to comply with the order dated 18.1.2012 passed by Mrs. Ravi Singh, the then State Information Commissioner imposing a penalty of Rs.10,000/-, which may be paid by them in equal share. 

5.

The District Food and Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana, a public authority, is also further directed to pay compensation amount of Rs.2000/- to the present complainant by a crossed cheque as ordered on 18.1.2012 by the then State Information Commissioner-Mrs. Ravi Singh.  This amount is to be paid from the state exchequer by the respondent- public authority.  This shall be done within 15 days from today.



To come up on 25.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



April 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        .




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.C. Tandon, 146, Urban Estate, 

Phagwara-144632.






      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 
The Public Information Officer

o/o the Chairman, SLSBS Trust (Regd.),

Chachoki, Phagwara, District Kapurthala.


  
  -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1375  of 2011

&

Shri Avtar Singh Reehal, 131, Urban Estate,

Phagwara, District Kapurthala.




      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Lakha Singh Bahra Charitable Trust (Regd.),

VPO Chachoki, Phagwara (Kapurthala).



    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  1429  of 2011.

Present:-
Shri R.C. Tandon complainant.



Shri Kulwinder Singh, Advocate on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER



Vide order dated 25.1.2012, the respondent- S. Lakha Singh Bahra Charitable Trust  (Regd.) was declared a public authority within the meaning of Section 2(h) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 and it was further directed to appoint a PIO and furnish the information to the present complainant.  Since these orders were reportedly not complied with, on an application dated 01.03.2012 from the complainant, notice was issued to the respondent. The respondent has today appeared and filed a certified copy of the order of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court dated 26.3.2012 passed in CWP No.3582/2012 staying the operation of the impugned order of the State Information Commission dated 25.1.2012.  The Hon’ble High Court has ordered notice of motion for 10.9.2012 and accordingly proceedings in the present cases are adjourned to 12.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



April 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        .




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswinder Singh, Advocate, 

Chamber No.339, 3rd Floor, Lawyers’ Chambers,

New Judicial Court Complex, Ludhiana.



      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the District Revenue Officer, Ludhiana.



   -------------Respondent.

CC No. 2491 of 2011

Present:-
Shri Jaswinder Singh complainant in person..

Shri Harminder Singh Sandhu, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent has not filed any written reply, but he orally states that the relevant record has gone missing.  He also orally submits that inquiry was conducted and on the basis of this inquiry, the Deputy Commissioner has ordered to create duplicate record on the basis of ‘Parat Patwar’.  The respondent is also unable to state whether responsibility has been fixed on the employees responsible for the loss of record.  Public record, particularly pertaining to the ownership rights of the citizens is valuable public document and loss of such record should normally entail criminal action against the concerned employees.  Let the respondent file a detailed written reply by the PIO, before the Commission proceeds further in the matter.

2.

To come up on 2.7.2012 at 11.00 A.M.







           
( R.I. Singh)



April 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        .




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dinesh Kumar, #1716,

Rajpura Town, Near Shani Mandir, Rajpura.


      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Principal Government Shivalik College,

Naya Nangal-140126.





    -------------Respondent.

CC No.  3322 of 2011

Present;-
None on behalf of the complainant.



Shri R.C. Sharda, Legal Adviser on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The complainant is absent today and he was also absent on the previous date of hearing.
2.

In response to the RTI request of the present complainant,, reply was sent by Government Shivalik College, Naya Nangal vide memo NO.HEIS/GC/2012/8627 dated 8.2.2012. A copy of this letter alongwith a copy of receipt given by the postal authorities have been enclosed with the written reply of the respondent.  It is further submitted that a copy of the Constitution and Bye Laws of HEIS has also been furnished to the complainant.  All the queries of the RTI application of the complainant have been answered.
3.

However, the perusal of the reply shows that the query of the information-seeker at Sr. No.1 has not been specifically replied to by the respondent.  The respondent is therefore directed to ensure that an appropriate reply to the query at Sr. No. 1 is also sent within 10 days.  With this direction, the case is closed.







           
( R.I. Singh)



April 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        .




   
          


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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Suruchi Dogra d/o Shri Amar Nath Dogra,

EE-169/8, Near Railway Road, Jalandhar.


      -------------Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.

FAA-the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, 

Chandigarh.






      -------------Respondents.

AC No. 48 of 2012

Present:-
Mrs. Suruchi Dogra appellant in person

Shri Gurcharan Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits a written reply enclosing a copy of the receipt given by the present appellant-Smt. Suruchi Dograthat stating that she has received the record from the Pre-Audit Cell o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.
2.

During the course of hearing, however, the appellant submits that the record pertaining to “Grant-II Branch” could not be shown though the rest of the record was inspected by the appellant and the required copies of the same were obtained.

3.

The respondent is , therefore, directed to also allow the inspection of the relevant record of “Grant-II Branch” o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.

4.

A copy of this order shall be endorsed to the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh to give suitable order to Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent, Grant-II Branch for necessary action.

5.

To come up on 18.6.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



April 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab
CC
The Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurbinder Singh (Advocate),

VPO Sadarpura, Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142033.





      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab,

SCO No.66-67, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.


    -------------Respondent.

CC No. 612  of 2012

Present:-
Shri Gurbinder Singh complainant in person.



Ms. Sudesh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



The respondent submits that the information as available on record has been furnished to the complainant, who, however, alleges that uncertified copies have been given.  The respondent undertakes to certify these copies.

2.

It further transpires that grant was given to 21 unaided colleges but Utilization Certificates have been submitted by only 8 colleges.  The plea of the respondent is that they have written letters to the remaining colleges and utilization certificates are yet to be received by the Director Public Instruction (Colleges), Punjab, Chandigarh.
3.

To come up on 7.5.2012 at 11.00 A.M.








           
( R.I. Singh)



April 30, 2012       




Chief Information Commissioner
                        .




   
          


Punjab
