 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Brij Lal

s/o Sh. Girdhari Lal,

Kamaspuriya Mohalla,

Samana,

Distt. Patiala

 
     

 
                …Complainant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Asstt. Food Supplies Officer,

Malerkotla 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Sangrur




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1442/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. S.K. Verma, AFSO, Malerkotla-I.


Vide RTI application dated 26.02.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Brij Lal sought the following information: -

1.
No. of govt. ration depots in the circle, inspector-wise list names of the Inspectors concerned and their tenure in the circle;

2.
No. of ration cards registered with each depot holder; No. of BPL ration cards; Quantity of kerosene oil, atta issued to such depot holders from December 2010 till the date of information; the ration items being provided by the govt. to the BPL ration card holders along with relevant rate.


The present appeal has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


Sh. SK Verma, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the information had been provided to the applicant-appellant personally on his visit to their office and he had expressed his satisfaction over the same.   He further submitted that, upon receipt of a reminder dated 17.12.2011, he was informed of the fact again vide their communication dated 28.12.2011 whereafter, no communication had been received from him.    Sh. Verma added that upon receipt of the notice of hearing from the Commission, the applicant was again apprised of the position under the cover of their letter dated 07.11.2012.    

A fax message has been received from Sh. Brij Lal, the appellant, expressing his inability to attend the hearing today.


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 applicant 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, the applicant is advised to avail the remedy available by filing first appeal with the First Appellate Authority, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the  RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving opportunity of hearing to all concerned.

PIO O/O District Food and Civil Supplies, Sangrur shall immediately communicate in writing the name and designation and complete address of first appellate authority to Shri Brij Lal s/o Shri Girdhari Lal, Kamaspuriya Mohalla, Samana, District Patiala. 

 The First Appellate Authority 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 26.02.2011 filed under the RTI Act, 2005.

 If, however, the applicant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the F.A.A., he 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. 

Chandigarh





(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagshir Singh

H. No. 9/20, Shiv Mandir Street,

Mandi Mullanpur,

Distt. Ludhiana-141101
 
     

 
                …Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Dept. of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh


3.
Public Information Officer,

O/O District Manager,

PUNGRAIN,


Municipal Corporation Zone ‘D’ Building,


Sarabha Nagar,


Ludhiana.




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1447/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Joginder Singh, DFSO;  and Gurdeep Singh, Legal Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 28.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Jagshir Singh sought information on 6 points pertaining to faulty TDS returns leading to non-credit of TDS amount to the beneficiary firms and delay in delivering TDS forms (Form 16 A)


First appeal with respondent no. 2 has been filed on 01.07.2012.


Respondent No. 1, vide Memo. no. 5439 dated 30.07.2012, informed the applicant that it has neither made any deductions from the commission agents nor issued form 16 of TDS since 2003.

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


Appellant, while appearing in another case yesterday before this Bench had requested exemption from appearing in today’s case.


During the proceedings, it transpired that except information on point no. 1, all other information is to be provided by the respondent which has not been done so far.   Under serial no. 1, Sh. Jagshir Singh had sought: -

“Certified copies of TDS returns filed of District Ludhiana, with special reference to areas of Raikot, Jagraon & Mullanpur Dakha.   The information should be date-wise and commission agent / rice miller-wise.”


Though the application for information was submitted as early as 28.06.2012, no 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.   

Seemingly, the information is available with the Accounts Section.  As such, Sh. Ashwani Bansal, A.C.F.A., office of the Food & Civil Supplies Controller, Ludhiana shall assist the PIO and endeavour to provide complete relevant information to the applicant-appellant.


Respondent PIO is also directed to provide point-wise complete relevant duly authenticated information except on point no. 1, per registered post, free of cost, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 


It is further observed that certain part of the information is available with the office of District Manager, PUNGRAIN, Ludhiana who is also ordered to be arrayed as a respondent.   The PIO from the office of District Manager, PUNGRAIN, Ludhiana shall also appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and explain the matter.


For information under point no. 1, the applicant-appellant is advised to make an application to the Income Tax Department concerned, if he so desires.


Adjourned to 31.01.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Lovkesh Sharma,

District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.
2.
Sh. Ashwani Bansal,


A.C.F.A.

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana.
3.
District Manager,

PUNGRAIN,


Municipal Corporation Zone ‘D’ Building,


Sarabha Nagar,


Ludhiana.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Manjinder Kaur

House No. 148, Ward No. 3,

Roop Nagar Bhogpur,

Distt. Jalandhar-144201
 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Sainik Welfare Officer,

Jalandhar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Sainik Welfare, Punjab,

Sector 21-D,

Chandigarh




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1450/12

Order

Present:
For the appellant: Sh. H.S. Rathee.

For the respondents: S/Sh. Jatinder Kumar, Sr. Asstt. for respondent no. 1; and Dalbir Singh, Stenographer, for respondent No. 2.


Vide RTI application dated 30.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Ms. Manjinder Kaur information sought information on five points pertaining to pension of Late SPR Bikramjit Singh, No. 1584265L.


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 77/88/12 dated 10.02.2012 forwarded the application of the applicant to OIC Records, Bombay Engineer Group, Kirkee, Pune-3.


First appeal with respondent no. 2 was filed on 25.08.2012 who called upon the appellant for a personal hearing on 30.10.2012 and 07.11.2012 and dismissed the appeal vide intimation dated 08.11.2012 due to non-appearance.  The second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


In the meantime, a communication bearing Memo. No. 2069 dated 09.11.2012 has been received from respondent no. 2.


S/Sh. Jatinder Kumar and Dalbir Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents submitted a letter no. 2069 dated 09.11.2012 addressed to the Commission enclosing therewith copy Memo. No. 3111 dated 16.08.2012 (whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided to the applicant-appellant).     The perusal of the communication makes it clear that the requisite information according to application dated 30.07.2012 stands provided to Ms. Manjinder Kaur, the applicant-appellant.


During the proceedings, it transpired that probably the pension being paid to the widow of Late Sh. Vikramjit Singh (No. 1584265L) has been discontinued due to her re-marriage and the applicant-appellant is seeking the applicable rules and regulations whereunder, upon re-marriage by a pensioner, the pension is discontinued.  


Respondents stated that the records pertaining to pension cases are available only with their OIC Records, Kirkee, Pune and hence, they are not in possession of any such rules and regulations governing the pensions to the defence personnel.


With a view to extending a helping hand to the applicant-appellant, respondents are directed to obtain a copy of the relevant rule(s) and provide the same to the applicant.


Adjourned to 31.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Kuldeep Singh

Hira Bagh, Gali No. 12,

Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana-142026
 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Ludhiana 




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1453/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Hari Pal, AFSO; Manoj Kumar, Inspector; and Gurdeep Singh, Legal Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 03.07.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Kuldeep Singh sought information on three points pertaining to ration depots in Raikot, falling under its control. 

First appeal with respondent no. 2 was filed on 14.08.2012 and the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


Appellant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.  However, S/Sh. Hari Pal, AFSO; Manoj Kumar, Inspector; and Gurdeep Singh, Legal Asstt., appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered a letter dated 14.12.2012 duly signed by the applicant, acknowledging receipt of complete information to his satisfaction from the respondents.


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.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jagjit Singh

No. 2589, Sector 19-C,

Chandigarh


 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh 
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh 




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1456/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Jagjit Singh in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director (Indl. Training)-cum-PIO; and Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director-cum-APIO


Sh. Jagjit Singh, vide RTI application dated 07.08.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1 sought certified copies of all the pages of the noting portion of file No. IT/HQ/Per/Gaz/Jagjit Singh on which the cases relating to Sh. Jagjit Singh, Jt. Director was dealt by the Directorate.   N He further sought certified copies of correspondence portion of the said file containing various letters issued and received from various persons and departments concerning directly or indirectly with Sh. Jagjit Singh, Jr. Director. 


First appeal was filed with respondent no. 2 on 10.09.2012 and the second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 11.10.2012.


Appellant Sh. Jagjit Singh submitted that he is working with the respondent department and despite the fact that first appeal had been filed on 10.09.2012, no response whatsoever has been received from the PIO.   However, respondents stated that the communication sent on the residential address of the appellant has been returned undelivered.


Information spread over 480 pages has, however, been handed over to Sh. Jagjit Singh today, in the presence of the Commission, who seeks time to study the same. 


The applicant-appellant shall communicate the respondent-PIO in writing if there are any deficiencies / discrepancies in the information, within a week’s time and thereafter, during the next 10 days, the respondent-PIO shall endeavour to remove the same, so that complete information according to the application dated 07.08.2012 is provided to the applicant. 

Though the application for information was submitted on 07.08.2012, the information has been provided to the applicant-appellant only today i.e. after a lapse of over four months.    Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, PIO - Sh. Harpal Singh, Deputy Director (Indl. Training), office of Director, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab, Chandigarh 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.   

Adjourned to 24.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh. Harpal Singh,

Deputy Director (Industrial Training),

O/o Director,

Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab,

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove.  

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harminder Singh,

s/o Sh. Hardev Singh,

R/o Dhamot,

Tehsil Payal,

Distt. Ludhiana
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent
CC- 3111/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harminder Singh in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Avtar Singh, VDO, Gram Panchayat Dhamot Kalan, Block Doraha.


Vide RTI application dated 01.06.2012 addressed to the respondent sought information on five points pertaining to grants received and expenditure incurred under the MNREGA Scheme from 2008 to 2012.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 05.10.2012.


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.


Today, the complainant submitted that the information sought by him has not so far been provided.


Perusal of the case file reveals that the application of the applicant-complainant had been forwarded by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development)-cum-PIO, Ludhiana to provide information to the applicant.   It is further observed that the Addl. Deputy Commissioner, vide Memo. No. 1604 dated 20.12.2012 transferred the application of the applicant-complainant to the Block Development & Panchayat Officer-cum-Programme Officer, Doraha in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Though the application for information was submitted as early as 01.06.2012, no 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, PIO - Sh. Avtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Dhamot Kalan, Block Doraha, Distt. Ludhiana 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.   


Sh. Avtar Singh, VDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent sought some more time as he could not do so due to ill-health.    Acceding to the request of Sh. Singh, he is directed appear before the Commission on the next date fixed, along with complete relevant records as per application of Sh. Harminder Singh so that his requirement of information could be ascertained and met. 


Adjourned to 23.01.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh. Avtar Singh,

Panchayat Secretary,

Gram Panchayat Dhamot Kalan,

Block Doraha,

District Ludhiana.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harpreet Singh

s/o Sh. Kulbir Singh,

355, Friends Colony,

Jassian Road, 

GT Road side,

Ludhiana-141008
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Labour Department,

(Ludhiana Circle-4)

Municipal Corporation Building,

Gill Road,

Ludhiana-141003


        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3116/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Tarsem Singh, Labour Inspector.


Vide RTI application dated 21.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harpreet Singh sought the following information: -

1.
Date on which challan has been issued against Lord Mahavir Homoeopathic College & Hospital, as per instruction of Asstt. Commissioner, published in Jag Bani dated 14.08.2012.

2.
Xerox copy of the challan;

3.
Amount of challan;

4.
Past no. of years against which the challan has been issued.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


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.


Sh. Tarsem Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that complete information to the satisfaction of the applicant-complainant has already been provided.


A fax message has been received from Sh. Harpreet Singh, the complainant acknowledging receipt of complete satisfactory information.


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

Chandigarh




(B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012

State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Mamta

w/o Sh. Rohit Kumar

No. 515-B, Gulchaman Gali,

Ludhiana-141008
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Municipal Corporation Zone ‘A’,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent
CC- 3122/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Ms. Mamta in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Jagdev Singh Sekhon, Supdt. 


Vide RTI application dated 31.05.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Mamta sought a photocopy of the file pertaining to property No. B-VI-804, Gaushala Road, Ludhiana.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


Ms. Mamta stated that no information has so far been provided to her by the respondent.


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.


Sh. Jagdev Singh Sekhon, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the latest relevant file pertaining to the property in question is not traceable in records despite their best efforts and that they are taking steps to get a DDR registered with the police authorities concerned. 


It is, however, observed that no such fact has been communicated to the applicant-complainant despite lapse of about seven months after the application for information was made.   Such an irresponsible and casual approach of the respondent PIO is, needless to say, against the very spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and needs to be checked forthwith.   Therefore, the PIO – Sh. Kamlesh Bansal, Zonal Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana 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. 


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 contained in Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, for failing to provide information as per provisions contained in Section 7(1) of RTI Act,2005 and for destroying information which was subject matter of request. 


On the next date, PIO Sh. Kamlesh Bansal shall appear personally before the Commission along with the relevant records pertaining to the information sought by the complainant, for perusal of the Commission and to ascertain and meet the requirement of the complainant for information.


Adjourned to 05.02.2012 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh. Kamlesh Bansal,

Zonal Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhwinder Singh,

C/o Dhindsa House,

Prof. Ajmar Aulakh Street,

Near Nirankawari Bhawan,

Mansa-151505
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Deputy Commissioner of Police,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent
CC- 3126/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI.


Vide RTI application dated 24.07.2012 addressed to the Director General Punjab Police, Sh. Sukhwinder Singh sought various information on 4 points pertaining to Sukhwinder Singh – 777/LDH from his date of joining 25.11.1991 to the date of dismissal – 05.01.1994 who forwarded the application to the present respondent vide Memo. no. 2550 dated 01.08.2012.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


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.


Sh. Santosh Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that complete information on all the points had been sent to the complainant per ordinary post on 02.11.2012.  He also submitted a copy of the same, which is taken on record. 


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   He is afforded another opportunity to communicate to the respondent, under intimation to the Commission, if there are any deficiencies / discrepancies in the information provided and the respondent-PIO shall remove the same within next ten days.     If nothing is heard from the complainant within the said time, it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the information and further proceedings in the case shall be taken accordingly.


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Dr. Parveen Kumar Aggarwal

193-194, Ajit Nagar,

Ambala Cantt.-133001    

 
      
             
 …Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3128/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Dr. Parveen Kumar Aggarwal in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Singh, clerk. 


Vide RTI application dated 19.12.2011 addressed to the respondent, Dr. PK Aggarwal sought information on 8 points pertaining to acquisition of his land and application for allotment of residential plot in the ‘Rishi Balmiki Nagar, Rajpura Road, Haibowal Khurd, Ludhiana’ vide receipt dated 22.06.1981.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


Since even after protracted correspondence by Dr. Aggarwal spread over a year, no information has been provided to him so far, and the fact that he had written to various authorities including the Chief Information Commission, the present complaint is being treated as ‘Second Appeal’ for the purposes of this case.


Sh.  Inderjit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, stated that the application of Dr. Aggarwal does not specify the information required and hence he be advised to clearly specify the same, whereas the application dated 19.12.2011 clearly states what the requirement of the applicant is.  It is a sorry state of affairs that the respondent is not either able to understand a simple application or is attempting to evade the same, which is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005. 


Therefore, the PIO – Sh. Avtar Singh Azad, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is 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. 


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.   The written submissions are to be made in the form of a duly attested affidavit explaining the delay caused in disposing of the application.


Respondent PIO shall further show cause, in writing, as to why the Appellant be not suitably compensated for the detriments suffered by him in getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005.


Respondent PIO shall provide Dr. Aggarwal the point-wise complete, relevant and duly authenticated information, free of cost, per registered post, under intimation to the Commission.


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 AM.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

1.
Sh. Avtar Singh Azad,


Executive Officer,


Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana.


For compliance, as directed hereinabove.

2.
Ms. Shruti Singh, IAS,


Chairperson,


Improvement Trust,


Ludhiana.

To direct PIO-cum-the Executive Officer to provide the requisite information to the appellant; and also direct him to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed. 

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

                    STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rakesh Kumar,

No. 72/1, Jawahar Nagar,

Near Bus Stand,

Ludhiana

    

 
      
             
 …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.




        
 

   …Respondent
CC- 3130/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Inderjit Singh


Vide RTI application dated 16.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Rakesh Kumar a copy of the layout plan of a plot.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 10.10.2012.


Memo. no. 8576 dated 10.12.2012 has been received from the respondent stating that proper particulars of the plot have not been spelt out by the complainant and as such, they are unable to even guess his exact requirement.


The perusal of the application makes it clear that complete relevant particulars have not been provided by the applicant and resultantly, the respondent has not been able to provide any information.


Complainant is not present today, however, a fax message has been received from him seeking an adjournment.    He is afforded another opportunity to communicate to the respondent within a fortnight, the complete relevant particulars of the plot in respect whereof a copy of the layout plan has been sought.      If, however, nothing is heard from him within the said time period, it will be presumed that he is no longer interested in the information.


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.

Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 27.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
