STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana


 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Director Local Govt.

Ludhiana




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1435/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant:  Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate.

For the respondents: Sh. Harbans Singh, Sr. Asstt. for respondent no. 1; and Sh. Paramjit Singh, clerk, for respondent  no. 2 


Vide RTI  application dated 21.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rohit Sabharwal sought information on six points pertaining to Mr. Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana since his coming into service.


Failing to get the necessary response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Sabharwal filed first appeal with respondent no. 2, on 27.07.2012, who vide memo. no. 257 dated 09.08.2012 directed the Executive Officer of the Trust to provide the necessary information within a week’s time.


The Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.10.2012.


Today, the appellant, though lamented delay, stated that complete satisfactory information has been provided by the respondent.


Respondent PIO is warned to be more careful in future while dealing with the matters pertaining to the RTI Act, 2005 and act swiftly.


In view of the fact that 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: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. Ludhiana-141101
 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1436/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Rakesh Gupta in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Joginder Singh, FSO-cum-APIO; and Gurdeep Singh, Legal Asstt. for respondent no. 1; and Charanjit Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO; and Kuldeep Kumar, Sr. Asstt. for respondent No. 2.


Vide RTI application dated 26.03.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rakesh Gupta sought information on six points pertaining to allocation of  various procurement agencies for stacking the paddy to various rice mills in the paddy season 2011 of Jagraon, Raikot and  Mullanpur Dakha centres of Ludhiana District. 


Respondent, vide memo. no. 2937 dated 07.05.2012 provided certain information.


The first appeal was filed with respondent no. 2 on 03.08.2012 while the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.10.2012.


Today, Sh. Rakesh Gupta, the appellant stated that no information under point no. 2 and 3 has been provided by the respondent while information on point no. 1 is incomplete. 


Though the application for information was submitted as early as 26.03.2012, complete information has not been provided to the applicant-appellant so far.    Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, Sh. Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC,  Ludhiana-cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.    He will make submissions in the form of a duly attested affidavit explaining the delay caused / being caused.


PIO is further directed to show cause as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him, due to non-provision of the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   


Respondent PIO is also directed to provide point-wise complete relevant duly authenticated information per registered post, free of cost, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 31.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Lovkesh Sharma,

District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram,

Ludhiana


 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone-D,

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone D, 

Ludhiana




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1440/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate.



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


Vide RTI  application dated 12.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rohit Sabharwal sought certified copies of all the documents regarding action taken on his complaint dated 04.06.2012.


Failing to get the necessary response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Sabharwal filed first appeal with respondent no. 2, on 23.08.2012.


The Second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.10.2012.


Ms. Sukhjinder Kaur, Advocate, appearing on behalf of the appellant stated that the only response received from the respondent is dated 24.12.2012 vide which unsolicited information has been provided.   She further stated that the sought information has not been made available by the respondent, till date. 


Perusal of the case file indicated that a copy of the complaint dated 04.06.2012 regarding which the information has been sought by the appellant, has not been placed on record.    A copy of the same has been provided today which is taken on record. 


Though the application for information was submitted as early as 12.07.2012, No information was provided to appellant till today and information which has been provided to appellant in the Commission today vide letter dated 24.12.2012 is deficient and incomplete as per the appellant. Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, Sh. Raj Kumar, Municipal Town Planner, Office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana – PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.    He will make submissions in the form of a duly attested affidavit explaining the delay caused / being caused.


PIO is further directed to show cause as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him, due to non-provision of the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   


Respondent PIO is also directed to provide point-wise complete relevant duly authenticated information per registered post, free of cost, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 30.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Raj Kumar,

Municipal Town Planner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Gupta,

Advocate,

8/237, Jagraon Road,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. Ludhiana-141101
 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1441/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Rakesh Gupta in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Joginder Singh, FSO-cum-APIO; and Gurdeep Singh, Legal Asstt. for respondent no. 1; and Charanjit Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO; and Kuldeep Kumar, Sr. Asstt. for respondent No. 2.


Vide RTI application dated 29.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rakesh Gupta sought information on seven points pertaining to complaints against the Aryan Industries, village Ranke, Near Humbran, Distt. Ludhiana by rice millers and procurement agency officials and action taken thereon.  In response to an earlier RTI application dated 26.03.2012, respondent had, vide Memo. No. A-12-2012/2566 dated 25.04.2012, intimated the applicant that the matter was under enquiry. 


The first appeal was filed with respondent no. 2 on 03.08.2012 while the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 08.10.2012.


Despite the fact that application for information was filed as early as 29.06.2012, the only response from the respondent has been provided to the appellant by Sh. Joginder Singh, FSO-cum-APIO today only upon perusal whereof, Sh. Rakesh Gupta, the appellant expressed grave dissatisfaction, terming the same to be far from incomplete.


Though the application for information was submitted as early as 29.06.2012, effectively incomplete and deficient information has been provided to the applicant-appellant so far.    Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, Sh. Lovkesh Sharma, DFSC,  Ludhiana-cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.    He will make submissions in the form of a duly attested affidavit explaining the delay caused / being caused.


PIO is further directed to show cause as to why the appellant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him, due to non-provision of the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO is further directed to ensure his personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   


Respondent PIO is also directed to provide point-wise complete relevant duly authenticated information per registered post, free of cost, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 31.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Lovkesh Sharma,

District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Krishan Lal,

s/o Sh. Rikhi Ram,

Gali Ram Singh Kundanwali,

Ward No. 9,

Mansa-151505

    

 
      
              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Warehousing Corporation,

SCO 74-75, Banks Square,

Sector 17-B,

Chandigarh




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3104/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Pawan Kishore, Supdt.-PIO; and Gurpreet Singh, Technical Asstt. 


Sh. Krishan Lal, vide RTI application dated 13.02.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought year-wise information of his CPF account no. 400 including employee’s share, employer’s share, up to date interest and last balance. 


As per the communication dated 18.12.2012 received from the respondent, the Manager (Finance & Admn.) vide Memo. no. 47653 dated 27.02.2012 forwarded the application to the APIO, who vide memo. no. 46183 dated 17.02.2012 wrote back to the MFA.   Respondent-PIO, vide Memo. no. 48941 dated 02.03.2012 provided the information.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 08.10.2012 pleading non-receipt of complete 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) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, the respondents submitted a letter no. PWC/RTI/F-4182/11134 dated 18.12.2012 addressed to the Commission and a copy endorsed to the complainant Sh. Krishan Lal enclosing therewith the copies of relevant documents towards information sought by the applicant.   They further stated that major part of the information had already been mailed to the complainant vide their memo. dated 02.03.2012 and the complainant sought certain clarification which has now be sent to him.


Though the information appears to be relevant, respondent PIO is directed to mail to the complainant another duly attested copy of the information along with relevant enclosures within a couple of days.


Respondent PIO Sh. Pawan Kishore assured the Commission of due compliance.


In view of the fact that complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant stands provided and another copy being forwarded to him again, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala

    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3105/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, Clerk (Establishment Branch)


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Tarsem Jindal, received in its office on 08.10.2012 asserting that information sought by him under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 05.09.2012 has not been provided by the respondent.   He had annexed a newspaper clip containing a news item related to Sh. Gurinder Singh Walia, an official with the respondent office and had sought to know the action taken in the matter.


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) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Sh. Surinder Pal Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that they had demanded the relevant charges from the complainant, towards the copies of documents to be provided towards the information sought, which has not so far been remitted and hence the information has not been provided to him. 


Though the application for information was submitted as early as 05.09.2012, no information has been provided to the applicant-complainant so far even after expiry of over three months.    Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, Ms. Amrit Kaur Gill, Additional Deputy Commissioner (General), Patiala-cum-PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on her till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  She may take note that in case she does not file her written reply and does not avail herself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that she has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against her ex parte.    She will make submissions in the form of a duly attested affidavit explaining the delay caused / being caused.


PIO is further directed to show cause as to why the complainant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him, due to non-provision of the information sought under the RTI Act, 2005.


PIO is further directed to ensure her personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.   


Respondent PIO is also directed to present before the Commission the relevant record pertaining to information on the next date of hearing as required under provisions of Section 18(1) (b) of RTI Act, 2005. 


Adjourned to 30.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Ms. Amrit Kaur Gill,

Additional Deputy Commissioner (General),

Office of the Deputy Commissioner,

Patiala.

For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tilak Raj Paul,

Ram Vihar Colony,

Gandwan Road,

Phagwara

    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Jalandhar




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3113/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Gurbachan Lal, AFSO; and Kapil Soni, Inspector (95920-99449)


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission by Sh. Tilak Raj Paul, received in its office on 10.10.2012 asserting that information sought by him under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 17.07.2012 has not been provided by the respondent.   He had sought the following information: -

1.
Names of various officials with the Jalandhar office including name, telephone numbers, place of posting including DFSO, AFSO and Inspectors; 

2.
No. of AP, BPL, AAY Cards in Jalandhar District;

3.
Wheat, rice, pulses etc. allocated by the Punjab State to District Jalandhar out of the supply received from the Central Govt. from January to June, 2012 giving month-wise details.

4.
The commodities allocated to Nakodar, Shahkot, Kartarpur, Adampur, Bhogpur, Phillaur;

5.
How many petrol pumps and gas agencies were acted against and fined, from January 2011 to June, 2012?  Provide documents.

6.
How many depot holders were acted against, from January 2011 to June, 2012?  Provide documents.

7.
Action taken against Indra Filling Station, Rama Mandi who had adulterated water in the diesel.   Provide documents.


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) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


A fax message has been received from the complainant expressing his inability to attend the hearing today and has, as such, sought an adjournment.

 
S/Sh. Gurbachan Lal, AFSO; and Kapil Soni, Inspector, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of a Memo. no. 8861 dated 24.12.2012 along  with enclosures, whereby the requisite information is stated to have been sent to the applicant-complainant.    The same is taken on record.


Since the complainant is not present today, he is provided an opportunity to go through the information provided and intimate the respondent within a fortnight, if there are any deficiencies / discrepancies in the same, under intimation to the Commission. 


Adjourned to 31.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harjit Singh,

Sangroli Printing Press, Khanauri,

Khanauri Mandi,

Tehsil Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Sangrur.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3120/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harjit Singh sought information on nine points pertaining to cable networking in villages of Sub-Divisional Moonak in District Sangrur. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012 alleging 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) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Today, Sh. Rajinder Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted copy of a letter dated 17.12.2012 stating that the applicant-complainant has already been informed vide their letter no. 10058/MA dated 05.09.2012 that there are no records available with their office pertaining to cable operators.


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


In view of the written submissions received from the respondent PIO, it is obvious that the information sought by the applicant is not available with them.   Accordingly, the complainant is advised to make a fresh application before the appropriate Public Authority to seek the information in question.


With the observations aforesaid, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Varinder Singh s/o Shri Brij Lal,

#20892, Gali No. 15, Ajit Road, 

Bathinda         
                                                                                  Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.                                                                                                   Respondent

                                                          CC No. 3143  of 2012

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Smt. Neelam, Senior Assistant. 
ORDER:



Shri Varinder Singh, complainant vide his RTI application dated 3.9.2012        addressed to the Chairman, Punjab Public Service Commissioner, Patiala,sought certain information pertaining to marks given/evaluation made in the case of 37 Tehsildars/DROs interviewed/evaluated for the post of PCS during the month of August,2012.


Failing to get any response 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  11.10.2012.


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) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Smt. Neelam, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of PIO, PPSC, Patiala has pleaded that the complainant was sent a reply vide letter No.5961 dated 4.10.2012 that the said information cannot be made available to him being secret in nature. She has further stated before the Commissioner that the complainant has not availed the remedy of first appeal before the First Appellate Authority of the Punjab Public Service Commission under the provision of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005.



I am convinced that there is an alternate and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the complainant under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005 which the complainant has not availed in the instant case, and as such the First Appellate Authority has not had the chance to review the PIO’s order or to pass his own order. The complainant Shri Varinder Singh is, therefore, directed to first avail the remedy of first appeal before the First Appellate Authority of the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala. 


In this view of the matter, the Complainant case is relegated to the First Appellate Authority of the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala. 

  

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 the First Appellate Authority of the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala on any working day after the receipt of this order. 


 
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 03.09.2012 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. Varinder Singh 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: 26.12.2012




State Information Commissioner 

                STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                    SCO No. 84-85, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Harmander Singh s/o S. Karnail Singh,

R/o  #  H- 59, opp. Dashmesh Public School,

100 Feet Road, Civil Station, Bathinda.                                                Complainant

Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission, 

Patiala.                                                                                                Respondent

                                                          CC No. 3147 of 2012

Present:
Shri Harmandar Singh, complainant in person. 


For the Respondent: Smt. Amrit Kaur, Senior Assistant
ORDER:



Shri Harmandar Singh, complainant vide his RTI application dated 22.06.2012               addressed to PIO O/O Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala, sought certain information on nine points pertaining to the selection of CDPOs through direct recruitment in the year 2011-2012.


Failing to get any response 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 11.10.2012.


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) of the RTI Act, 2005 and as such, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


Smt. Amrit Kaur, Senior Assistant appearing on behalf of PIO  o/o Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala states that vide letter No.4274 dated 19.7.2012 additional fee amounting to Rs.60/- was asked for from the complainant as document charges. However, the same has not been sent by him till date. She further stated that the information is ready with the Commission. The same can be provided on deposit of additional fee as the same was asked for well in time. 



I have perused the case file. It is observed that additional fee/document charges were demanded by respondent in time which complainant has failed to deposit till date and today complainant stated that he no longer required any information as it has now become available to him by way of reply filed by Punjab Public Service Commission in his C.W.P.No.12718 of 2012 in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court. However, the complainant insisted for imposition of penalty. After the perusal of the record, desirability of the same did not find any merits. 


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










Sd/-
Chandigarh







(B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012




State Information Commissioner 

                         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdeep Singh Sandhu,

9, Atwal Colony,

Cantt. Road,

Jalandhar


 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Secretary,

Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1017/12

Order


When this case last came up for hearing on 05.12.2012, Sh. Ajit Singh Randhawa appeared on behalf of the appellant and on behalf of the respondents, appearance was put in by Law Officer Sh. Kesar Singh.   Taking submissions of both the parties on record, the order was reserved. 


Appellant, vide his RTI application dated 07.02.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, sought merit list along with marks obtained by each candidate who appeared for interview on 19/20.02.2004 in batch 1996 (Re-conduct) of PCS (EB) Nomination Process, 1996, Register A-1.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 58798 dated 07.03.2012 disclosed the names of six candidates recommended, in the order of merit, for the above process (as their result had been declared) while rest of the information was withheld pleading pendency of three civil writ petitions in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court wherein result of the three candidates namely Sukhwinder Singh Dhillon, Kiran Jain and Anil Kumar Garg had been ordered by the Hon’ble court to be kept in sealed covers.   It was further stated by the respondent that a common merit list had been prepared in respect of all the candidates who appeared for the interview and the merit / marks of the remaining candidates could not be revealed as the same would amount to disclosing the merit of the candidates whose writ petitions are pending in the Hon’ble court. 


Aggrieved, Sh. Sandhu filed first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 12.04.2012 wherein it was pleaded that the respondent had already revealed the merit position of Kiran Jain and Anil Kumar Garg named in the communication dated 07.03.2012, citing relevant references, much before the present application for information was filed.   It is further the case of the appellant that in view of the above, obviously the sealed cover has already been opened before providing him the merit position of Kiran Jain and Anil Garg and thus, such a stand of the respondent is clearly vindictive towards the appellant and does not any longer hold good and thus not maintainable.     


Another  contention raised by the appellant is that the selected candidates (excepting those whose result has been kept on sealed covers) have already joined as PCS (EB) Officers long back and thus disclosure of the merit list pertaining to other candidates would not in any way shall affect the selection process.


The Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 25.07.2012.


Vide order dated 16.11.2012, respondent was called upon to make submissions on five points mentioned in the order in the shape of an affidavit.  However, point-wise submissions have not been made.   The queries raised vide order dated 16.11.2012 are reproduced below, for ready reference of the respondent PIO, who is directed to make specific submissions in regard thereto: 

(i) When all other candidates have since joined as PCS officers, excepting the two whose result have been kept in the sealed cover and one candidate for whom one vacancy have been kept reserved, what is the specific reason for not disclosing merit list alongwith marks obtained by other appeared / selected candidates?

(ii) Whether there are any specific directions / orders from the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court?

(iii) When the Hon’ble High Court after seeing the merit list of those candidates, who have filed the writ petitions, returned the merit list of appeared / selected candidates to the PPSC, were any written directions given?

(iv) Whether the merit list of all other candidates, other than three candidates, who filed writ petitions, was supplied to the State Government, when selected one were given appointments?

(v)  PIO-PPSC shall cite the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court, if any such directions on the result/merit list for the appeared, selected and appointed candidates were given.    

(vi) In addition, the respondent PIO shall also categorically state why the merit list along with marks obtained in respect of candidates other than the three whose results were ordered to be kept in sealed cover, cannot be provided to the applicant-appellant.    

(vii) Specific submissions as directed and reproduced above, shall be made by Respondent PIO-Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala in the form of an affidavit on or before the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 16.01.2013 at 1.00 PM.

Chandigarh

Date: December 26, 2012



Sd/-






Sd/-

 (Chander Parkash)



(B.C. Thakur)

State Information Commissioner
    State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri   Mandeep Singh

s/o S. Jaspal Singh, Adarsh Colony,

Street No.3, Sidhwan Bet Road,

Jagraon, 

Distt. Ludhiana-142026.                                            

...Appellant

Vs. 

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Mohali.  

2.
First Appellate Authority,

Director of Public Instructions,

(Secondary Education), Punjab,

Mohali

  

           

     …Respondents

AC No. 584/12

Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the Respondents: Shri Madan Lal, Establishment Officer and Shri Jaspal Singh,APIO. 

ORDER:



In the instant case, complete information already stands provided.  However, a compensation to the tune of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two thousand only) was awarded in favour of the appellant, vide order dated 27.08.2012. 



On the last date of hearing i.e. 19.12.2012, Sh. Madan Lal, Establishment Officer, office of Director Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Phase 8, Mohali was advised over telephone to be present before the Commission on the next date i.e. 26.12.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.



Today, Shri Madan Lal, Establishment Officer O/o Director, Public Instruction (SE), Punjab, Phase 8, Mohali appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted letter dated 26.12.2012 stating that Shri Jaspal Singh father of Sh.Mandeep Singh, Appellant has received the amount of compensation of Rs.2000/- awarded vide order dated 27.08.2012, the acknowledgement receipt dated 26.12.2012 to this effect has also been enclosed.   



In view of the above, the case is closed/disposed of. 








Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, Aastha Enclave,

Barnala

    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Barnala




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3144/12

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the Respondent: Shri Sukhvir Singh,Clerk. 



Vide RTI application dated 01.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Tarsem Jindal sought to know the streets where sewerage work was still pending and the flooring had been ordered by the Trust in various wards of Municipal Council, Barnala.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 11.10.2012 stating that the information sought has not been provided so far.



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



Sh. Sukhvir Singh, clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted that the former Executive Officer-cum-PIO Sh. Ravinder Kumar during the relevant period has since been transferred and posted as Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nawanshahr and that he is also holding additional charge of the Executive Officer at Phagwara.   He further stated that Sh. Baljit Kumar, SDO who has also been transferred and posted as Asstt. Trust Engineer, Rajpura, did not hand over the relevant records at the time of transfer and hence the information has not been provided to the applicant.   He added that presently, Sh. Parkash Singh Sandhu is the Executive Officer of the Trust who is also holding additional charge as such in Kapurthala.



In view of the submissions made by Sh. Sukhvir Singh, Sh. Baljit Kumar, Asstt. Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Rajpura shall be treated as the ‘Deemed PIO’ for the purposes of the present case.  



Taking into account that no information has so far been provided to the complainant despite lapse of about four months which is much beyond the prescribed time limit of 30 days, S/Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nawanshahr; Parkash Singh Sandhu, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala; and Baljit Kumar, Asstt. Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Rajpura are hereby issued show cause notice as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on them till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, they are 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.  They may take note that in case they do not file their written reply and do not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that they have nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex parte. 



They are further directed to ensure their personal presence on the next date fixed and make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.



Respondent PIO-Shri Parkash Singh Sandhu, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala is directed to appear before the Commission personally on the next date fixed, along with complete relevant records, for perusal of the Commission. 



Adjourned to 30.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.









Sd/-  

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Ravinder Kumar, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nawanshahr;

2.
Sh. Parkash Singh Sandhu, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala.

3.
Sh. Baljit Kumar, Asstt. Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Rajpura


For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 26.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

