STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dilbag Chand,

s/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

Village Hiyyatpur,

P.O. Haibowal,

Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer


Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)

 
o/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.
3.
Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 


Machhiwara.





  
 …Respondents

CC- 2882/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Dilbag Chand in person.



None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 14.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Dilbag Chand sought the action taken report on his letter dated 24.05.2012 whereby he had sought the information pertaining to removal of encroachments from the government land in village Hiyyatpur Bet in Machhiwara Block and requesting for disciplinary action against the BDPO, Machhiwara.   He also agitated that despite numerous orders passed by the higher authorities, the unauthorised encroachments are not being removed due to connivance of the BDPO, Machhiwara.

 
Vide Memo. No. 2271 dated 28.06.2012, the request of the applicant was transferred to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been instituted before the Commission, received in its office on 25.09.2012 agitating non-receipt of the information. 


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.   The perusal of the case file further indicates that no information has so far been provided to the applicant-complainant.


Though the application has been transferred to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Ludhiana, it is apparent that the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara is also a necessary party and is impleaded as respondent.


On the next date fixed, respondents No. 1 to 3 shall appear before the Commission personally along with the relevant records pertaining to the information sought, for perusal of the Commission.


Adjourned to 24.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

.
Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Machhiwara (Distt. Ludhiana)

For compliance as directed hereinabove.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Gulshan Kumar,

10904, Basant Road,

Industrial Area B,

Ludhiana-141003
    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana






   …Respondent

CC- 2906/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gulshan Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Baljinder Singh, clerk.


Sh. Gulshan, vide RTI application dated 28.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought the following information for the period 2007-2012: -

1.
No. of commercial and residential properties sold; amount of sale; amount presently outstanding including the names and addresses of the buyers;

2.
Name, designation and the powers exercised by the officer who prepared the agenda for sale of various properties;

3.
No. of unsold properties despite their completion; future plans for sale of the same. 


The present complaint has been instituted before the Commission, received in its office on 25.09.2012 asserting non-receipt of the information. 


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


The perusal of the case file further indicates that no information has so far been provided to the applicant-complainant.


Sh. Baljinder Singh, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, prayed for some more time to provide the requisite information to the applicant-complainant.


On the next date fixed, respondent PIO shall appear before the Commission personally along with the relevant records pertaining to the information sought, for perusal of the Commission.


Adjourned to 24.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012

State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar,

347/86, Model Colony,

Salem Tabri,

Ludhiana


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Ludhiana (West)






   …Respondent

CC- 2937/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Parwinderjit Singh, clerk.


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission by Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar, received in its office on 26.09.2012 when the information sought by him under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 03.07.2012 was not provided.  He had sought the index pertaining to various sale deeds, Power of Attorneys, sale deeds of agricultural land, registered from 15.06.2012 to 28.06.2012 in the office of the Sub-Registrar. 


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Complainant stated that no information has been provided to him so far.  Sh. Parwinderjit Singh, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted a letter no. 859 dated 17.12.2012 enclosing therewith copy of a letter no. 442 dated 18.07.2012 addressed to the complainant whereby the information has been declined on the ground of its being related to third party.


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 relegated to the First Appellate Authority i.e. Ms. Neeru Katyal, Additional Deputy Commission (General), Ludhiana. 

  
The Commission hereby directs the FAA to treat the copy of the Complaint as the First Appeal and decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, i.e. 30 days after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.


Complainant has also been directed to appear before Mrs Neeru Katyal, Additional Deputy Commissioner (General) on 24.12.2012 at 11:00 AM. 


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

 
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 03.07.2012 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. Jagmohan Singh Makkar will be at liberty 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. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Ms. Neeru Katyal,

Additional Deputy Commissioner (General)

Ludhiana. 

For compliance as directed hereinabove.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar,

347/86, Model Colony,

Salem Tabri,

Ludhiana

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana






   …Respondent

CC- 2938/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Balwinder Singh, clerk. 


The present complaint has been filed before the Commission by Sh. Jagmohan Singh Makkar, received in its office on 26.09.2012 when the information sought by him under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 02.05.2012 was not provided.  He had sought the following information: -

1.
Name and designation of the various employees working in the office such as senior clerks, junior clerks, peons, safai karamcharis etc. 

2.
Against which official(s) departmental proceedings are going on?   Please provide complete details.

3.
Lists containing names and addresses of the riot victims who got compensation of Rs. 2 lacs each, whose names begin with J, G, T, K;

4.
Lists containing names of the riot victims whose names begin with J, G, T, K who applied for Red Cards afresh.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Sh. Balwinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a letter no. 2269 dated 17.12.2012 enclosing therewith a photocopy of letter no. 1495 dated 31.08.2012 whereby the requisite information was stated to have been sent to the complainant.    However, as the complainant alleged non-receipt thereof, a copy of the same has been handed over to him who, after perusal, expressed his satisfaction.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Balvir Singh

s/o Sh. Darshan Singh,

VPO Kaddo, Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana.






   …Respondent

CC- 2943/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Balvir Singh in person.



For the respondent: Kanwar Narinder Singh, Tehsildar, Payal


This complaint has been received in the Commission on 26.09.2012 from Sh. Balvir Singh stating that the information sought by him from the respondent vide application dated 28.07.2012 has not been provided.   He had sought the following information: -

1.
As per your records, who is the owner of the land underneath the road on the land over small water course?

2.
After the road came in existence, the name and designation of various officers who demarcated the area and got the pillars installed?  Names of the departments who got the pillars installed.

3.
If demarcation has been conducted, on what distance pillars of demarcation have been installed on both sides of the road?  Details of the demarcation with relevant dates;   Distance of the pillars from the middle of the road along with relevant Khasra numbers.


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, complete information on all the three points has been provided to the applicant-complainant in the presence of the Commission.  Upon perusal, Sh. Balvir Singh expressed satisfaction over the same.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Dilbag Chand,

s/o Sh. Ramji Dass,

Village Hiyyatpur,

P.O. Haibowal,

Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Naib Tehsildar,

Machhiwara 

Distt. Ludhiana.






   …Respondent

CC- 3030/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Dilbag Chand in person.



None for the respondent.


Vide RTI application dated 27.06.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Dilbag Chand sought photocopies of the field book held by the Patwari.

The present complaint has been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 26.09.2012 asserting non-receipt of the information. 


Perusal of the file revealed that there were sufficient grounds which required to be looked into by the Commission in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.   The perusal of the case file further indicates that no information has so far been provided to the applicant-complainant.


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent.  Accordingly, respondent Naib Tehsildar, Machhiwara Shri Manjit Singh shall appear personally on the next date fixed along with complete relevant record pertaining to the case, for perusal of the Commission. 


Adjourned to 24.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:-


Shri Manjit Singh


Naib Tehsildar,


Machhiwara,


District Ludhiana.


-For compliance. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal

s/o Sh. Kastoor Chand, 

No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.


 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner 

Barnala 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Barnala




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1355/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Gurpreet Singh, R.C.


Vide RTI application dated 16.07.2012 addressed to the Additional Deputy Commissioner, Barnala, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought photocopy of the complete file including notings pertaining to a complaint case against Sh. Jagsir Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Bhador since 02.12.2005.  He further sought to know why the case was not proceeded further and the reasons for the same.


Deputy Commissioner, Barnala, vide endorsement no. 2016 dated 23.08.2012 advised the Addl. Deputy Commissioner, Barnala to submit comments on 04.09.2012 and also to bring along the official concerned. 


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 1344 dated 27.08.2012 provided the information as received from the Establishment / Admn. Branch vide its letter no. 03 dated 21.08.2012.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 18.08.2012 while the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 27.09.2012.


Sh. Gurpreet Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered written acknowledgment dated 10.12.2012 from the appellant Sh. Tarsem Jindal in token of receipt of complete satisfactory information, which is taken on record.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaspreet Singh

s/o Sh. Labh Singh,

VPO Ramgarh Sandhuan,

Tehsil Lehra,

Distt. Sangrur.

 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Lehragaga,

Distt. Sangrur 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Sub-Divisional Magistrate,

Lehragaga,

(Sangrur)




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1368/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties. 


Vide RTI application dated 12.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Jaspreet Singh sought the following information on four points pertaining to various Numberdars in the city of Lehragaga for the period 31.10.1998 to 31.12.2006: -


1.
No. of Numberdars in Lehragaga; their names;

2.
Documents supporting the period when Sh. Balvir Singh son of Inder Singh remained as Numberdar during the above period;

3.
Documents supporting the period when Sh. Nachhatar Singh son of Balvir Singh remained as Numberdar during the above period;

4.
Total number of the documents where the above said Balvir Singh and Nachhatar Singh had stood witnesses.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority was filed on 13.08.2012 while the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 27.09.2012.

 
Written acknowledgment dated 10.12.2012 from the appellant Sh. Jaspreet Singh in token of having received complete satisfactory information has been received, which is taken on record.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Singh Sodhi,

H. No. J-401/100,

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana-141012

 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana. 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director (Urban)

Local Govt. Punjab,

Room No. 128, Mini Secretariat,

Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1341/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Surinder Singh Sodhi in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Baljinder Singh, clerk for respondent no. 1; and Sh. Nirmal Singh, Jr. Asstt. for respondent no. 2. 


Sh. Surinder Singh Sodhi, vide his RTI application dated 27.06.2012 addressed to the respondent no. 1, sought the following information: -

1.
Particulars of allotment of Community Centre of J Block – BRS Nagar to Welfare Council Block J BRS Nagar, Ludhiana;

2.
Copy of correspondence to local Govt. for the community centre and copy of comments’ file.


It is further the case of Sh. Sodhi that he filed first appeal before the first appellate authority on 01.08.2012 who, vide communication no. 255 dated 09.08.2012 directed the PIO to provide the applicant the requisite information within 7 days.    It is further stated by Sh. Sodhi that he even sent a reminder to the PIO on 27.08.2012 but to no avail.


The Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 21.09.2012.


Appellant Sh. Surinder Singh Sodhi has appeared personally and made a written statement regarding receipt of complete information to his satisfaction.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Daljit Singh

H. No. 8, Basant Vihar,

Sirhind Road,

Patiala.


   
    

 
      
 …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Patiala 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Department Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,  

Sector 17,

Chandigarh



        
 
       …Respondents

AC- 1204/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Daljit Singh in person.



None for the respondents. 


Sh. Daljit Singh, vide his RTI application dated 04.11.2011 addressed to respondent No. 1, sought information on the following two points: -

1.
Please provide details of the arrears paid to various Food & Civil Supplies Officers during January 2011 to December, 2011, giving relevant dates of payment and on what account the same have been paid.

2.
The arrears payable to Daljit Singh, Inspector Grade I, now DFSO on account of the difference between the annual increment and benefits on promotion as Food & Civil Supplies Officer and the date of payment of the same, in reference to the orders issued vide Endorsement No. Estt-2(Field)-11/529 dated 18.01.2011.


The applicant filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. respondent No. 2, on 19.06.2012 and the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 03.09.2012 pleading non-receipt of the information.


When this case last came up for hearing on 01.11.2012, Sh. Deepinder Singh, appearing from the office of DFSC, Patiala handed over a copy of Memo. No. 2012/8863 dated 25.11.2011 containing the requisite information on both the points.  The complainant, however, lamented that he had not received this communication earlier and only a copy was being provided to him today, that too after a lapse of one year.


Today, the appellant again rued that he had not received any communication regarding payment of his dues.   He further stated that it is over a year and he had to suffer even financially on account of inaction on the part of the respondent. Appellant even stated that he has not even provided any information so far, therefore, he was given photo copy of letter dated 25.11.2011 given to the Commission on last hearing for its record. However, on its perusal, appellant again confirmed that he never received this information and he could say now after its perusal that the same is not as per his RTI application dated 4.11.2011. 
(1)
Now since Commission is convinced that lots of undue harassment has been caused to the appellant by the respondent-PIO, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred upon the Commission in terms of Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission awards a compensation of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) to the appellant, which is to be paid by the Public Authority – through its Director, in the Department of Food,  Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Sector 17, Jeevan Deep Building, Chandigarh, within a month’s time, against acknowledgment of the applicant and a copy of the acknowledgment sent to the Commission for records.

(2)
Further PIO-cum-DFSC, Patiala shall ensure that correct and complete information is sent to appellant within 10 days, free of cost under registered mail. 
(3)
Looking to the inordinate delay caused in providing the information to the applicant-appellant, a show cause notice was issued to Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar, DFSC, Patiala-cum-PIO who was further directed to be personally present in today’s hearing for explaining the delay both in writing as well as orally. 


The directions of the Commission have not been complied with.  Neither any response to the show cause notice has been received nor has the respondent PIO or any of her representatives come present.


One more opportunity is granted to the respondent PIO to make written submissions, if any, to the show cause notice issued on 01.11.2012 by way of a duly sworn affidavit by appearing personally on the next date fixed. 


Adjourned to 24.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Shri Satwant Singh Johal,IAS

Director,


Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs,


Punjab,


Jeevandeep Building,


Sector 17,


Chandigarh.

2.
Dr. Anjuman Bhaskar,


District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,


Patiala.


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mohanjit Kumar, Advocate,

C/o Sh. Inderjit Sharma, Advocate,

Civil Courts,

Gurdaspur



    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o PUNSUP,

SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o PUNSUP,

SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh



        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 911/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Mohanjit Kumar in person.
For the respondents: Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Sh. Dampreet Walia DGM (Legal)


Vide RTI application dated 24.03.2012 addressed to the respondent No. 1, Sh. Mohanjit Kumar sought information on 12 points.   Pointing out certain discrepancies in the application, respondent, vide its letter no. 2606 dated 26/30.04.2012, asked the applicant to re-submit his request for information after removal of the discrepancies / shortcomings pointed out. 


Appeal before the first appellate authority was filed on 26.04.2012 wherein no mention was made of the communication received from the PIO.   However, PIO once again, vide communication no. 3196 reminded the applicant to remove the objections in his application as conveyed. 


The Second Appeal before the Commission has been received on 28.06.2012 asserting that the information has not been provided so far. 

In the earlier hearing dated 01.11.2012, respondent had contended that certain information pertained to third party.  However, respondent PIO was directed to make written submissions covering each point of the information.  He was further directed to provide the information as sought under point no. 3 of the application. 


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, written submissions have been made by the respondent PIO apart from providing the appellant the information available in their records.   It is observed that information on Point No.3 stands provided, while information on other points is yet to be provided. 

Sought information on each point has been discussed pointwise in the presence of PIO and appellant. PIO agrees to supply the information within two days under registered cover. 


Adjourned to 29.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.








Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Khushal Chand Vohra

s/o Sh. Dharam Pal Vohra,

OBC / Land Mortgage Bank wali Gali,

Dera Baba Nanak,

Distt. Gurdaspur

   


 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o PUNSUP,

SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o PUNSUP,

SCO 36-40, Sector 34-A,

Chandigarh



        
 
  …Respondents

AC- 907/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. Mohanjit Kumar;

For the respondents: Ms. Shiksha Bansal, Sh. Dampreet Walia DGM (Legal)


Applicant, vide his RTI application (date not visible) addressed to respondent No. 1 sought information on seven points on various subjects.


First appeal before the first appellate authority was filed on 31.03.2012 and the First Appellate Authority, vide its orders dated 07.05.2012 disposed of the appeal, being in agreement with the view point of the PIO; and a copy of this order was mailed to the applicant under the cover of letter no. 5790 dated 06.06.2012.


The second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.07.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 01.11.2012, appellant was not present.  However, Sh. Dampreet Walia, appearing on behalf of the respondent, reiterated the stand conveyed to the appellant by the First Appellate Authority, vide order dated 07.05.2012.   Accordingly, respondent PIO was directed to make written submissions covering each point of the information.


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, written submissions have been made by the respondent PIO apart from providing the appellant the information available in their records.


Appellant has expressed his satisfaction over the same.  


No other issue has been pressed.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jaswal,

Qtr. No. 40, Staff Colony 1,

Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana


    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Technical Education & Indl. Training, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Punjab,

Sector 9, 

Chandigarh




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 2573/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Ms. Monica Bansal, Coordinator; and Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Sr. Asstt.  


Vide RTI Application dated 27.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Pradeep Kumar Jaswal sought an attested copy of approval letter along with the entire noting portion w.r.t. letter no. 17/17/97-5.T.E.2./3244 dated 10.07.2000, issued in response to letter no. RPS/Estt./1416 dated 16.06.2000 from respondent office regarding the approval of appointment of Dr. RP Singh as Principal, Guru Nanak Dev Engineering College, Ludhiana along with an attested copy of the above mentioned letter no. 1416 dated 16.06.2000.


Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he has filed a Complaint before the Commission, received in its office on 29.08.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 06.11.2012, Sh. Gurpreet Singh who had brought the information with him had appeared on behalf of the respondent.   As the complainant was not present, the respondent was directed to mail the information to the appellant per registered post. 


Today, Sh. Gurpreet Singh stated that the directions of the Commission had been duly complied with.


Also, written acknowledgment regarding receipt of complete information to his satisfaction been received from the complainant Sh. Pardeep Kumar Jaswal. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Surinder Pal,

No. 539/112/3, Street 1-E,

New Vishnupuri,

New Shivpuri Road,

P.O. Basti Jodhewal,

Ludhiana

   

    

 
       …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary School Education, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,

Chandigarh 

3.
Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab,


Phase 8,


Mohali.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 657/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Manoj Kumar, Supdt.-PIO; and Harnek Singh.


Appellant vide his RTI application dated 16.12.2011, addressed to PIO, Office of Principal Secretary, Department of Education, Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, sought  following information on four points regarding oath of morality to students in schools by School Education Department, Punjab:

i) Certified copy of the Notification issued by the State Government on the subject.

ii) Certified copy of minutes of all meetings of ministers and officials on the subject;

iii) Certified copy of files-notings of all concerned on the concerned case file.

iv) Certified copy of all other documents, besides the above, on the subject matter.

 
Failing to get any response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority-cum-Principal Secretary, Department of Education Punjab, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh vide letter dated 06.02.2012 and still when no response was received providing the information, he preferred 2nd appeal with the Commission on 04.05.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 06.11.2012, appellant was advised to file his objections, if any, to the information provided.  However, no such communication has been received from him nor is he present today.


In response to the show cause notice issued to Sh. Manoj Kumar in the hearing dated 06.11.2012, written submissions have been made by him justifying that the delay was not intentional or deliberate but was caused in the normal routine working of the office.   The same appear to be satisfactory.   Therefore, no order as to any penalty.


Since complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands provided, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.

 







Sd/-
Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 18.12.2012

State Information Commissioner
