STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Puri,

H. No. 1134-A, Sector 35-B,

Chandigarh

    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Mohali.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3580/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ranjit Puri in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. Hem Raj, AFSO; and Parkash Singh, Accounts Officer.


Vide RTI application dated 24.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ranjit Puri sought information on four points pertaining to his ration card.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 15.11.2012.


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. Ranjit Puri stated that the information has not been provided to him by the respondent so far.

 
S/Sh. Hem Raj, AFSO; and Parkash Singh, Accounts Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that they had brought the information to the Commission for onward transmission to the applicant-complainant.   However, on perusal, it was found to be unconnected with the present case; and as such, no information has at all been provided to the complainant.

Though the application for information was submitted on 24.07.2012, no information has been provided to the applicant-appellant till date despite lapse  of over five months.    Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005.   Therefore, PIO - Sh. Sarabjit Singh, D.F.S.C. Mohali 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.   


Shri Sarabjit Singh, PIO-cum-DFSC, Mohali shall bring the complete record pertaining to RTI information of the Complainant on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Sh. Sarabjit Singh,

District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Mohali.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Puri,

H. No. 1134-A, Sector 35-B,

Chandigarh

    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Barnala.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3581/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ranjit Puri in person.

For the respondent: Sh. Parveen Vij, DFSC.


Vide RTI application dated 24.07.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ranjit Puri sought information on three points pertaining to the ration card issued in the name of Sh. Harbhajan Singh son of Sh. Sohan Singh, resident of Dhanola.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 15.11.2012.


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. Ranjit Puri stated that the information has not been provided to him by the respondent so far.


Sh. Parveen Vij, DFSC, Barnala stated that vide Memo. No. 3988 dated 27.08.2012, they had written to the applicant-complainant to provide complete residential address of Sh. Harbhajan Singh, the card-holder in question, including his Ration Card Number, in absence whereof, it was not possible to spot and provide the requisite information.    He tendered a copy of the said Memo. which is taken on record.   Complainant, on the other hand, stated that he had not received any such communication from the respondent. 


During the proceedings, the relevant particulars have been provided to the respondent by the complainant.   Sh. Vij assured the Commission that the requisite information shall be provided to the complainant within a fortnight under a registered cover.


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Sukhdev Singh

s/o Sh. Chanan Sjingh,

Mohalla Gilzian,

Ward No. 9,

Bassi Pathana,

District Fatehgarh Sahib    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Bassi Pathana,

(Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib).


        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3584/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sukhdev Singh in person.



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 08.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Sukhdev Singh sought the action taken on his various complaints submitted on 06.06.2012 and 27.08.2012 against unauthorised ramp constructed in Street No. 1934 by one Sh. Bhupinder Singh in Cheema Colony, Ward No. 9, Bassi Pathana.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 16.11.2012.


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. Sukhdev Singh stated that the information has not been provided to him by the respondent so far.

No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.    Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and indicates utter disregard to the provisions of the same.   Therefore, PIO – Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Bassi Pathana 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.   


PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Bassi Pathana shall bring along, relevant record pertaining to the RTI information sought by Complainant. 


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

The Executive Officer-cum-Public Information Officer,

Municipal Council,

Bassi Pathana

(Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib)

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Baldev Singh

s/o Sh. Atma Siongh,

Gugga Marhi Basti,

Near Bus Stand,

Tapa Mandi,

Distt. Barnala
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Tapa

(Distt. Barnala).



        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3639/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Baldev Singh in person. 



None for the respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 08.07.2012 addressed to the Director, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh, Sh. Baldev Singh sought the following  information pertaining to Ram Singh Street at Gugga Marhi Colony in Ward No. 11 under the Municipal Council, Tapa: -


1.
Copy of certified estimate;


2.
No. of bricks used in the flooring in the street;

3.
Attested copy giving dimensions of the street viz. length and breadth;

4.
No. of drains in the street for water-outlet;

5.
A copy of the layout plan approved by the Municipal Council in respect of new construction of a house by Ranjit Kaur wife of Sh. Joginder Singh. 


The application of the applicant was transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the present respondent - Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Tapa vide Memo. No. 30624 dated 09.08.2012.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 20.11.2012.


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. Baldev Singh stated that the information has not been provided to him by the respondent so far.

No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.    Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and indicates utter disregard to the provisions of the same.   Therefore, PIO – Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Tapa (Distt. Barnala) 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.   


PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council shall produce the relevant record pertaining to RTI information on the next date of hearing. 


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

The Executive Officer-cum-Public Information Officer,

Municipal Council,

Tapa 

(Distt. Barnala)

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajpal Singh,

No. 337, Sector 29, 

Chandigarh


 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director,

Technical Education & Indl. Training (IT Wing)

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director,

Technical Education & Indl. Training (IT Wing)

Sector 36-A,

Chandigarh 




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1669/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Rajpal Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director-cum-APIO. 


Vide RTI application dated 06.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rajpal Singh sought information on  nine points pertaining to action taken on his complaint against Sh. Satinder Pal Singh, Sr. Asstt. 


Failing to get the requisite response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with respondent no. 2 on 27.07.2012.  The second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 16.11.2012.


Sh. Amrik Singh, Asstt. Director, appearing on behalf of the respondent tendered a letter no. 8093 dated 27.12.2012 addressed to the Commission enclosing therewith copies of various inter-office communications exchanged in the matter including copies of various Memos. Dated 12.07.2012, 23.08.2012 and 26.12.2012 addressed to the applicant Sh. Rajpal Singh whereby the requisite information is stated to have been provided.


Each point of the information sought and provided was discussed with the parties.   Sh. Rajpal Singh expressed his satisfaction over the information provided by the respondent.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. D.C. Gupta,

No. 778, Urban Estate,

Phase I,

Patiala-147002

 
     

 
                …Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Municipal Commissioner,

Patiala 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Commissioner,

Patiala 




        
 
…Respondents

AC- 1683/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.



For the respondent: Sh. Suresh Kumar, SDO.


Vide RTI application dated 20.06.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. D.C. Gupta sought information on eight points pertaining to the tubewells in the area falling under its jurisdiction. 


Respondent, vide Memo. no. 404 dated 24.07.2012 provided the requisite information. 


First appellate authority called upon the applicant-appellant to appear before it on 31.08.2012, 21.09.2012 and thereafter on 16.11.2012.


First appeal with respondent no. 2 was filed on 20.07.2012 whereas the Second Appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 20.11.2012.


Sh. Suresh Kumar, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that complete information as per the application dated 20.06.2012 has already been provided to Sh. Gupta vide their office Memo. no. 404 dated 24.07.2012 and a copy of the same has been endorsed to the Commission.


Perusal of the case file reveals that complete information according to the application dated 20.06.2012 stands provided by the respondent.


Appellant is not present today nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.   It appears he is satisfied.


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

No. 2525-B, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh

    

 
      
             
 …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Directorate of Industries & Commerce, 

Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 1508/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jaswant Singh in person.

For the respondent: S/Sh. G.K. Mehta, Asstt. Director; Gurmit Singh, Asstt. Director (Admn.)-cum-PIO; and Harjinder Singh, Superintendent. 



The case in hand initially came up for hearing before the bench of SIC Sh. Narinderjit Singh on 02.08.2012 when, according to the relevant order, during the proceedings, information per letter No. 13077-A dated 01.08.2012 had been handed over to the complainant, who had sought time to study the same and to communicate to the respondent if there were any discrepancies / deficiencies therein, which the respondent was directed to remove upon receipt thereof.   The case was then posted to 19.09.2012, when again it was adjourned to 07.11.2012.


In the hearing dated 07.11.2012, the complainant had alleged that the said Bench was helping the respondent and was not directing it to provide the information according to the proforma, as desired by him.  As such, the SIC Sh. Narinderjit Singh recused himself from conducting any further hearing in the case and subsequently, the case has been transferred to this Bench.   This is how the case has come to this Bench and is being taken up for hearing today. 


At this stage, it is pertinent to have a look at the information sought by the complainant from the respondent-PIO, under the RTI Act, 2005 vide his application dated 28.04.2012, which is as follows: -

From 01.01.1990 till date, provide following, category-priority-wise in the form of an affidavit: -

· Year-wise budgetary allocation / release / un-spent etc. on account of grant of subsidy to Industry in the State of Punjab (Amount be indicated in lacs of rupees);

· Rules-Regulations-Conditions-Procedure regulating the disbursement of subsidy;

· Details of disbursement of allocated funds (as per proforma specified, containing 9 columns)

 
Today, the respondents submitted that they have provided information vide letter No.13077 dated 1.8.2012 to appellant on the other hand appellant stated that he has not been provided any information pertaining to column No.3 and 4 of form as devised by him with RTI application. At this the respondent stated that for information in column no. 3 and 4 of the proforma, on point no. 3 which is spread over more than 20 years, they would be required to refer to over 5,000 files and as such, the information is very voluminous and would be much time-consuming despite deputing a number of officials on it and therefore, it would not be feasible / practicable for them to compile and provide the same in entirety.    Under serial no. 3, the complainant has sought details of disbursement of allocated funds and the column no. 3 and 4 are as follows: -


3.
Cost of Project and Fixed Capital Investment;


4.
Amount of subsidy claimed, with date.


Both the parties have been heard quite at length.   Both of them have been raising rival contentions and their viewpoint altogether differed from each other’s, despite good amount of assistance and intervention by the Bench. 


Resultantly, respondent PIO – Sh. Gurmit Singh, Asstt. Director (Admn.) is directed to provide the information sought by the complainant to the maximum extent possible; and for the remaining part, submit a duly sworn affidavit, within a period of two weeks, stating therein his version in clear terms e.g. if a particular information is not available, the fact be affirmed and declared as such in the affidavit; and if any information is being declined / not being provided, explicit and valid reasons therefor must also be asserted in the affidavit itself.   He is further directed to provide an advance copy of such affidavit to the complainant.


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Sh. Gurmit Singh,

Asstt. Director (Admn.)-cum-PIO,

O/o Director of Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Rajnish Singh Chaudhary, 

No. 49-A, New Jawahar Nagar,

Near APJ School,

Jalandhar City-144001
 
     

 
                …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- 1574/12

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Rajnish Chaudhary in person. 



None for the respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 14.06.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Rajnish Chaudhary sought the following information concerning PCS (EB) results declared on 14.06.2012: -

1.
Certified copies of all the nine answer sheets of his Roll No. 2542 displaying all the written pages, marks awarded for each question; and the front page displaying the marks awarded;

2.
Certified copies of Psychology (Paper-I, Paper-II), Zoology (Paper-I, Paper-II), Punjabi, English answer sheets of Roll No. 1097 of Amaninder Kaur, displaying all the written pages, marks award for each question; and the front page displaying total the marks awarded;

3.
Certified copies of Model Answer Sheets provided to examiners of all compulsory subjects, Sociology (Paper-I, Paper-II), Psychology (Paper-I, Paper-II), Zoology (Paper-I, Paper-II);

4.
Certified copies of guidelines provided to examiners;

5.
Criteria used for selection of examiners.   How many examiners were contacted for each subject?

6.
Certified copies of detailed marks (subject-wise) of all the candidates who appeared in Mains Examination / Interview, giving name of their subject / optional subject, marks obtained in each subject (all the 9) and interview; and name of father with his (father’s) designation;

7.
Certified copies of marks obtained by all the candidates called for interview, in graduation and post-graduation, as per details mentioned in their bio-data / curriculum vitae / resume;

8.
Certified copies of BC-category certificate in respect of Roll No. 2885 of Sujata Saini; and 

9.
When did evaluation of Mains exams begin and when did it come to an end?


First appeal with respondent No. 2 was filed on 13.08.2012.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 4612 dated 03.08.2012 sought from the applicant-appellant document charges along with postal charges, which the respondent did, vide his letter dated 13.08.2012.


Respondent, vide Memo. No. 5652 dated 18.09.2012 provided certain information to the applicant.


The second appeal has been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 31.10.2012.


Today, Sh. Chaudhary submitted that for information on point no. 2, additional charges amounting to Rs. 1504/- demanded by the respondent were duly remitted by him.   He further stated that later on, the respondent has declined the said information (on point no. 2) on the ground of its being related to a third party.    If it were so, how the respondent-PIO arrived at the amount sought from the appellant, is not understandable and respondent PIO is directed to apprise the Commission the exact position including the reasons for first demanding the proportionate charges and upon deposit of the same by the appellant, choosing to decline the information on the plea of its concerning a third party.   No doubt, the information on point no. 2 pertains to third party; but this plea ought to have been taken in the very first response of the respondent, while complying with the requirements of Section 11 of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been done.   Since information on point no. 2 is not to be provided, the respondent-PIO shall forthwith refund the amount charged for the same, to the appellant, without any further delay.   


It has further been observed by the Commission during the proceedings today that the information under point no. 7 to 9 is still pending.  Regarding information on point no. 7, respondent shall communicate to the appellant the qualifications along with relevant discipline (e.g. science, arts, commerce etc.) as well as the marks obtained by the candidates called for interview as per requirement of the applicant-appellant; however, the copies of respective marks-sheets are not to be provided.    Similarly, information under point no. 8 i.e. BC-category certificate in respect of Roll No. 2885 of Sujata Saini is within the public  domain and hence the same is also directed to be made available to the applicant-appellant.    For information on point no. 9, only two dates are to be specified by the respondent and there should be no difficulty in parting with this information.  The respondent-PIO is directed to provide to the applicant-appellant information on points no. 7, 8 and 9 as discussed / directed hereinabove, duly authenticated, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission, free of cost, per registered post; and to present a copy thereof before the Commission on the next day fixed, for its perusal.    

No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him, despite the fact that the provided information is far from being complete and satisfactory.   Such an attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and indicates utter disregard to the provisions of the same.   Therefore, PIO – Ms. Kusam Bector, Under-secretary, Office of the Punjab Public Service Commission, Patiala 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 written submissions in the form of a duly attested affidavit explaining the delay caused / being caused.


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, in the form of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings can be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and the same should be noted carefully.   


Adjourned to 05.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Ms. Kusam Bector,

Under-secretary-cum-PIO,

O/o Punjab Public Service Commission,

Patiala. 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar Singla

s/o Sh. Kheru Ram,

Ward No. 6,

Near village Library,

Lehragaga

(Distt. Sangrur)
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer, 
O/o Director,

Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh




        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3338/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide RTI application dated 06.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Raj Kumar Singla sought the following information: -

1.
Quota of sugar being allocated to families per ration card per head along with rates thereof; 

2.
Centre-wise allocation of sugar during 2010-11 and 2011-12.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012.


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.

No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.    Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and indicates utter disregard to the provisions of the same.   Therefore, PIO, office of the Director, Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Sector 17, 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.   

Complainant who is also not present today, shall intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


Adjourned to 06.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

Public Information Officer,

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

Jeevandeep Building,

Sector 17,

Chandigarh. 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar Singla

s/o Sh. Kheru Ram,

Ward No. 6, Near village Library,

Lehragaga (Distt. Sangrur)
    

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Food & Civil Supplies Controller,

Sangrur.




        
 

             …Respondent

CC- 3346/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 



For the respondent: Sh. Padam Mittal.


Vide RTI application dated 06.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Raj Kumar Singla sought the following information: -

1.
Quota of sugar being allocated to families per ration card per head along with rates thereof; 

2.
Centre-wise allocation of sugar during 2010-11 and 2011-12.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012.


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, Sh. Padam Mittal, appearing on behalf of the respondent stated that vide memo. No. 7297 dated 13.09.2012, they had demanded document charges amounting to ` 240/-.   However, Sh. Singla, rather than depositing the same, preferred to make the present complaint before the Commission.  He submitted copies of the relevant correspondence in support of his contention, which is taken on record.  He further stated that the relevant information running into 104 pages is ready with them and can be delivered immediately upon deposit of the charges demanded.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.   However, when contacted over the telephone, he said that he would collect the information from the respondent PIO on deposit of the amount demanded; and that he had no objection if the case is disposed of accordingly. 


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









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner 

                   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ramesh Kumar Garg

Ward No. 12, 

Shaheed Bhagat Singh Basti,

Lehragaga (Distt. Sangrur)

 
      
             
 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Lehragaga (Distt. Sangrur)


        
 

   …Respondent

CC- 3345/12

Order

Present:
None for the parties. 

Sh. Ramesh Garg, vide his RTI application dated 22.08.2012 addressed to the respondent, sought various information  pertaining to Mutation No. 11760 regarding partition of land, along with a copy of the order of Asstt. Collector I Grade.



The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 25.10.2012.


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.

No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.    Such attitude of the respondent PIO is clearly against the spirits of the RTI Act, 2005 and indicates utter disregard to the provisions of the same.   Therefore, PIO, office of the Tehsildar, Lehragaga (Distt. Sangrur)  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.   


Complainant who is also not present today, shall intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the information, when provided. 


PIO o/o Tehsildar, Lehragaga shall bring complete record pertaining to RTI information, sought by complainant for perusal of Commission. 


Adjourned to 06.02.2013 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

Copy to:

Public Information Officer,

Office of Tehsildar,

Lehragaga

(Distt. Sangrur) 

For compliance, as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh





     (B.C. Thakur)

Dated: 28.12.2012



State Information Commissioner

