STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Baljinder Singh, Panch

Village Gudana,

Tehsil & Distt.  Mohali.




          …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mohali.







…Respondent

CC No. 259/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Baljinder Singh in person.



None for the respondent.


Sh. Baljinder Singh, vide his application dated 13.12.2011 addressed to the respondent sought information pertaining to the enquiry conducted by the DDPO regarding construction of a Gurudwara in place of a Dharamshala in village Gadana, Tehsil & Distt. S.A.S. Nagar. 


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 23.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


No one is present on behalf of the respondent.


Complainant submits that though he has received the requisite information, the same is not duly attested.

 
Therefore, respondent-PIO is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, within a period of 7 days, under registered cover, free of cost.   He is further directed to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilfully delaying and denying the information; and the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the applicant in receiving the information under the Act.


The PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date fixed, along with a spare copy of the information supplied to the complainant, for perusal / records of the Commission.


Adjourned to 13.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gurbaksh Singh Jhika,

Advocate,

VPO Ladhana Jhika,

Distt. Nawanshahr-144510





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

Mohali - 160062






…Respondent
CC No. 263/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurbax Singh Jhika in person.



None for the respondent.


Sh. Gurbax Singh Jhikka, vide his application dated 28.09.2010 addressed to the respondent sought action taken report on three points pertaining to the CWP No. 10854/10 titled ‘Gurmeet Singh vs. Gram Panchayat Ladhana Jhikka, Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar, under the RTI Act, 2005.


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Complainant states that no information has so far been provided to him by the respondent.

 
Today, none is present on behalf of the respondent.  Therefore, respondent-PIO is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, within a period of 7 days, under registered cover, free of cost.   He is further directed to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for wilfully delaying and denying the information; and the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the applicant in receiving the information under the Act.


The PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date fixed, along with a spare copy of the information supplied to the complainant, for perusal / records of the Commission.


Adjourned to 13.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ved Parkash

s/o Sh. Lubhaya Ram,

Village Diwan Khera,

Tehsil Abohar,

Distt. Fazilka.






…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Subordinate Services Selection Board,

Forest Complex, Sector 68,

Mohali.







…Respondent
CC No. 265/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant. 


For the respondent: S. Amar Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO; along with Sh. Joginder Singh, Sr. Asstt.


Sh. Ved Parkash vide an application dated 11.11.2011 addressed to the respondent sought certain information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to 54 vacant posts of Excise & Taxation Inspectors regarding which an advertisement was issued in the year 1999.  The applicant had also applied for the post and passed the written test under Roll No. 20105347 and had also appeared for interview on 07.12.2001. 


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


The case file has been perused.  It is observed that with reference to the RTI application of the applicant-complainant, PIO, vide Memo. No. 2/16/2011-C.A.2/02 dated 02.01.2012 had sent reply to the application wherein it has been mentioned that only inspection of his own answer sheets can be allowed and no photocopies or attested copies of the same could be given.


Not satisfied with the response received by the complainant, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 11.04.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


It is observed that while sending the reply to the complainant, Respondent-PIO had also sent to the complaint a copy of the order of the Commission dated 27.05.2010 passed by the Full Bench in CC No. 3033/09.


I am convinced that correct reply / information has already been sent to the complainant.


Today, neither the complainant is present nor anything to the contrary has been heard from him. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of since the information supplied to the complainant is in order. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Satish Kakkar appeared on behalf of the complainant.  He has been briefed of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bikramjit Singh

c/o Banti Scooter Works,

Gali No. 2, Krishna Nagar,

Batala-143505 (Distt. Gurdaspur)




…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Asstt. Food & Supplies Officer,

Batala.







…Respondent
CC No. 268/12

Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Yogesh Sood.



None for the respondent.


Sh. Bikramjit Singh, vide an application dated 09.12.2011 addressed to the respondent sought certain information, under the RTI Act, 2005 for the period 2001 onwards the names and addresses of the persons to whom the ration cards No. 20594, 20595 and 21575 had been issued along with the names of the Officers who issued / signed the said Ration Cards in Block XI, Krishna Nagar, Batala. 


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


None is present on behalf of the respondent.  No communication has been received from him.   Accordingly, PIO is directed to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, within a period of two weeks under registered cover, free of cost, under intimation to the Commission.  


PIO-cum-DFSC, Gurdaspur and AFSO, Batala shall also explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against them for wilfully delaying and denying the information; and the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the applicant in receiving the information under the Act.


The PIO is also directed to be personally present on the next date fixed, along with a spare copy of the information supplied to the complainant, for perusal / records of the Commission.


Adjourned to 13.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. B.S. Chahal

s/o Sh. Karnail Singh,

C-II/1A, Model Town III,

Delhi-110054







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar,

Talwandi Sabo,

Distt. Bathinda






…Respondent
CC No. 269/12

Order

Present:
None for the complainant.

For the respondent: Sh. Randhir Singh, Patwari, Halqa Phullo Khari.


Vide RTI application dated 12.05.2011, Sh. B.S. Chahal sought the following information from the respondent, under the RTI Act, 2005: -
“The basis on which Land measuring 2 Kanal 09 Marla, which was in my possession, has been registered in the name of Mandeep Singh son of Pirthi Singh son of Didar Singh, village Ratangarh Kankwal.”


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Today, neither the complainant nor any one else on his behalf is present.  However, Sh. Randhir Singh, Patwari, Halqa Phullo Khari, appearing on behalf of the respondent has been heard.  He has produced a copy of letter no. 5861 dated 03.05.2012 which was meant to be delivered to the complainant in the Commission’s office itself.  Perusal of the information reveals that this is as per the application for information submitted by Sh. Chahal.  Since the complainant is not present, Sh. Randhir Singh, present on behalf of the respondent, is directed to send this information to the complainant today itself, by registered post and submit a photocopy of the postal receipt for records of the Commission.
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Sh. Randhir Singh, complying with the directions of the Commission, has sent the information to the complainant by registered post and has tendered a photocopy of the postal receipt no. 152999262111 dated 08.05.2012 issued by the GPO, Chandigarh.


Since the complete information as per the application has been sent to the complainant, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hari Dass

s/o Lajja Ram

Balad Kothi,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Bhawanigarh,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.





…Respondent
CC No. 270/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Hari Dass in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh, SEPO.


Sh. Hari Dass, vide his application dated 09.12.2011 addressed to the respondent sought information on three points pertaining to the DDR No. 13 dated 03.12.2011 lodged in P.S. Bhawanigarh, pertaining to missing record of Gram Panchayat, Balad Kothi, for the year 1993-98. 


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Baljit Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondent, seeks an adjournment in this case, stating that this case has already been disposed of by the CIC on 06.12.2011 vide order passed in CC No. 2806/11.


However, he is directed to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, by registered post, free of cost, within a period of two weeks under intimation to the Commission.


On the next date fixed, respondent is directed to bring a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its perusal and records.


Adjourned to 13.06.2012


            Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Narinder Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

# 19456, Gali No. 1,

Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.







…Respondent
CC No. 272/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Narinder Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Purshottam Kumar, H.C.


Sh. Narinder Singh, vide his application dated 08.12.2011 addressed to the respondent sought information on six points pertaining to the recruitment of Male Constables under the Punjab Police Cadre in response to the advertisement No. PR-2011/3723-D.  


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Purshottam Kumar, H.C., appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO delivers a letter No. 1434 dated 07.05.2012 a copy of which has also been endorsed to the complainant.  In the said letter, it has been intimated that the information sought is not covered under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005, as only the information that is available on records is to be provided.   It has further been stated that this position was communicated to the applicant-complainant vide letter dated 30.12.2011 a copy whereof has also been annexed with the present letter. 


It is brought to the notice of the parties that CIC, in its Full Bench judgment in CC No. 2903 of 2011 has already held that information seeker is required to apply for the information to the respective Public Authorities for 
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seeking information and similar is the view of Govt. of India, Ministry of Personnel  & Training which has circulated detailed instructions in this regard vide letter No. 10/2/2008-IR dated 12th June, 2008.


In view of the facts noted above, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Narinder Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

# 19456, Gali No. 1,

Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Bathinda.







…Respondent
CC No. 273/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Narinder Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harmeet Singh, ASI.


Sh. Narinder Singh, vide his application dated 08.12.2011 addressed to the respondent sought information on six points pertaining to the recruitment of Male Constables under the Punjab Police Cadre in response to the advertisement No. PR-2011/3723-D.  


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Harmeet Singh, present on behalf of the Respondent states that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant.  However, Sh. Narinder Singh, the complainant is not satisfied.


Therefore, respondent-PIO is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, by registered post, free of cost, within a period of one week under intimation to the Commission.


On the next date fixed, respondent is directed to bring a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its perusal and records.


Adjourned to 19.06.2012









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Narinder Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

# 19456, Gali No. 1,

Bibi Wala Road,

Bathinda.







…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Bathinda.







…Respondent
CC No. 279/12

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Narinder Singh in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Harmeet Singh, ASI.


Sh. Narinder Singh, vide his application dated 28.11.2011 addressed to the respondent sought the following information pertaining to the recruitment of Male Constables under the Punjab Police Cadre in the year 2011 vide Adv. No. PR-2011/3723-D:

(i)
How much quota was reserved for the candidates from the Other States?  

(ii)
List containing names, roll number, permanent address and the marks obtained pertaining to the candidates who were selected for the interview.


Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the present complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 11.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Sh. Harmeet Singh, present on behalf of the Respondent states that the information sought is quite voluminous and providing such huge information pertaining to all the candidates would adversely affect the resources of the Public Authority.


During the course of arguments, the complainant has agreed to be satisfied if information concerning 121 candidates belonging to the BC Category is provided.  Therefore, respondent-PIO is directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant as agreed, by registered post, free of cost, within a period of one week under intimation to the Commission.


Adjourned to 19.06.2012









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.  Rajesh Kapil,

606, Gali No. 12-B,

Avtar Nagar,

Near Nakodar Chowk,

Jalandhar.







…Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.







…Respondents
AC No. 206/12

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Lakhvir Singh, Asstt. Town Planner along with Sh. Ajit Sharma, Building Inspector. 


Vide application dated 29.08.2011 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Rajesh Kapil sought certain information on four points, pertaining to the construction of commercial establishments in the residential area of Master Tara Singh Nagar, Jalandhar.   He also enclosed a copy of the local edition of ‘Punjab Kesri’ dated 21.09.2010 with his application. 


Failing to get timely response as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar which was disposed of by the FAA vide order dated 17.11.2011.


Not satisfied with the outcome of the first appeal, Sh. Kapil preferred a second appeal before the Commission, received in its office on 08.02.2012; and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


S/Sh. Lakhvir Singh and Ajit Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent submitted copy of a letter no. 56 dated 07.05.2012 addressed to the Commission with a copy endorsed to the applicant-appellant, elaborating the points of information.   They further submitted that similar information had been sought by the appellant earlier also and in this connection, his appeal was disposed of by the SIC Ms. Jaspal Kaur vide order dated 02.05.2011.


Appellant is not present.  However, vide his letter dated 08.05.2012, he has sought an adjournment to 19.06.2012.


Accordingly, 
respondent-PIO is directed to once again provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the appellant, by registered post, free of cost, within a period of two weeks.
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Appellant is also directed to be present personally on the next date fixed, failing which it shall be construed that he is satisfied with the information.  He shall also explain as to how a second appeal has again been filed before the Commission in respect of the information earlier sought by him and the appeal having been decided by the Commission.


Municipal Town Planner, office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar along with Asstt. Town Planner shall also be present on the next date of hearing so that the supplied information could be discussed in the presence of the appellant. 


Adjourned to 19.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. R.S. Mahey,

1028, Bootan Mandi,

Jalandhar-144003






     …Appellant

Vs

1.
The Public Information Officer,






O/o The Managing Director,

Punjab State Small Inds. & Export Corpn.

Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.

2. 
First Appellate Authority, 

O/o The Managing Director,

Punjab State Small Inds. & Export Corpn.

Udyog Bhawan,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…Respondents

AC No. 978 of 2011

Order


This appeal was last taken up on 18.04.2012 when, besides the appellant, S/Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO; and Kewal Krishan, Sr. Assistant were present on behalf of the respondents.   Taking submissions of both the parties on record, the case was posted to date i.e. 08.05.2012 for pronouncement of the order. 


Vide application dated 09.06.2011, the following information was sought by the applicant from the respondent No. 1: -

“Photocopy of the recommendations of Sub-Group Committee only to the Main Allotment Committee on the proposal prepared by the Estate Office as per the procedure framed by the Govt. in allotment Policy adopted for plots 3A and 4A at LCJ to allot the allottee in 1996.”


From the perusal of the case file, it is also revealed that the applicant submitted yet another application dated 14.06.2011 seeking different information, from the respondent no. 1; and the first appeal was filed by him before the First Appellate Authority on 14.07.2011 regarding non-receipt of information pertaining to the application dated 14.06.2011.


Further, from letter No. PSIEC/RTI/4969 dated 03.08.2011 addressed to the applicant-appellant by the respondent, it is observed that in fact, two different appeals had been preferred by the applicant-appellant – one dated 14.07.2011 and the other dated 15.07.2011.  Vide the above said letter dated 03.08.2011, the applicant was called upon to appear in the respondent office on 10.08.2011 for the hearing of the appeals.


The instant Second Appeal before the Commission had been filed on 04.10.2011 pleading non-receipt of different information sought vide two separate applications dated 09.06.2011 and 14.06.2011. 
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This case was heard by the Bench of SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh (since retired) on 02.11.2011; and subsequently on 30.11.2011 when it was recorded: -

“Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO and Sh. Bhagat Ram, Sr. Asstt. appeared and state that this information is to be provided by Sh. Darshan Lal Garg, EO and Sh. Kewal Krishan, Sr. Asstt.  Sh. Darshan Lal Garg, EO and Sh. Kewal Krishan, Sr. Asstt. is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing along with an affidavit clearly mentioning information not available, as per record, for plot no. 1A, 2A, 3A and 4A.”


The next date fixed was 15.12.2011.


The relevant affidavit was filed by the respondent and a copy of the same had been handed over to the appellant, who sought time to study the same and the case was then fixed for 26.12.2011 when the appellant did not appear while Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent.


Thereafter, this appeal has been allotted to the present Bench and it was heard on 22.03.2012 when the appellant submitted his observations regarding the affidavit filed by the respondent in the hearing on 15.12.2011 i.e. after a period of over three months.   In the order dated 22.03.2012, it was recorded as under: -

“We have discussed the entire details of the information supplied, contents of affidavit and the observations filed by appellant, with the representatives of respondent-PIO and have observed that the appellant has not been provided complete and correct information yet.  PIO of o/o MD, PSIEC as well as Shri Amarjit Singh, Estate Officer-1 and Shri Darshan Lal Garg, Estate Officer-II shall, therefore, ensure that the remaining information complete in all respects as discussed is provided to the appellant within a period of 15 days, failing which the provisions under Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act shall have to be invoked against them for willfully denying and delaying the information to the appellant and for loss and other determents suffered by him.


Adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 18-04-2012 at Chandigarh.” 


The contents of the affidavit submitted by the respondent read as under: -

“1.
That Sh. R.S. Mahay, resident of 1028-Bootan Mandi, Jalanadhar had sought certain information under RTI Act vide his applications dated 09.06.2011 and 14.06.2011.

2.
That information as is available on the record of Estate Wing, PSIEC was supplied to the   applicant vide Estate Wing’s letter
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 No. PSIEC/7520 dated 05.08.2011 & Letter No. PSIEC/7521 dated 05.08.2011 (copies enclosed).

3.
That position has further been clarified to the applicant vide Estate Wing’s letter No. PSIEC/Estate/15519 dated 23.11.2011 (copy enclosed).

4.
That record / information as is available on the record of Estate Wing, PSIEC, the same has already been supplied to the applicant as stated above and no other record on this count is available in the office of PSIEC, Chandigarh (Estate Wing).”


From the foregoing, it is thus clear that: -

· Two separate applications dated 09.06.2011 and 14.06.2011 were filed by the applicant for seeking different information;

· Two different first appeals had been preferred by the applicant-appellant – one dated 14.07.2011 and the other dated 15.07.2011.

· The position has further been clarified by the respondent vide communication No. PSIEC/Estate/15519 dated 23.11.2011.

· In Para 4 of the affidavit tendered by the respondent (a copy whereof had been provided to the applicant-appellant), it was stated that no other record on this count is available in the respondent office.

· A number of hearings have taken place before the complete information stood provided to the appellant.

 
Taking the overall view of the matter, the Commission is of the view that though complete information as per records has been provided to the appellant but also, there is no denying the fact that much delay too has been caused in the process.   Therefore, in terms of the powers conferred on the Commission under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, it shall be in the interest of justice if a compensation amounting to Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) is awarded in favour of the appellant Sh. R.S. Mahey, which is directed to be paid to him by the Public Authority namely Department of Industries, Punjab, Chandigarh, within a month’s time against acknowledgment and an attested copy of the acknowledgment so obtained be produced before the Commission for records.


Further, Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Industries shall initiate disciplinary proceedings against the officer(s) found guilty in providing the highly delayed information, as late as 23.11.2011 while the RTI applications are dated 09.06.2011 / 14.06.2011, in terms of Section 
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20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 which provides as under: -


“20(2)

Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect, incomplete or misleading information or destroyed information which was the subject of the request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 21.06.2012. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,



Department of Industries, 



Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,



Chandigarh.



For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kanwar Rajinder Singh,






VPO Beh-Lakhan,

Tehsil Mukerian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur-144223





   …Appellant

Vs

1.
The Public Information Officer,






Regional Transport Authority,

Jalandhar.

2. 
FAA-cum-Deputy State Transport Commissioner, 

Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…Respondents

AC No. 1418 of 2011

Order

When this case was last taken up for hearing on 19.04.2012, Kanwar Rajinder Singh, the appellant appeared personally while on behalf of the respondents, S/Sh. Harjinder Singh, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur along with Dirender Pushap, Supdt. put in appearance.  Taking submissions of both the parties on record, the appeal was posted to date i.e. May 8, 2012, for pronouncement of the order.


Summarily, the relevant facts of the case are that Kanwar Rajinder Singh, vide application dated 02.02.2011 sought the following information from the Secretary, Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar – Respondent No. 1 under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
What is the stage-wise fare from Kamahi Devi to Talwara (Hoshiarpur)?  

2.
Why the fare list has not been displayed at Kamahi Devi Bus stand?

3.
Why the Gian Mini bus left stand after 50-55 minutes while all other mini buses left after 10-11 minutes from above Stand No. I?


When no information was received by the applicant within a period of 30 days as prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, he filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority i.e. Managing Director, Punjab State Transport, Chandigarh-17 (address as appearing in the appeal of the applicant-appellant) on 21.04.2011 pleading that the office of Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar had not provided the information sought by him application dated 02.02.2011.

 
It is relevant to note here that the office of Director, State Transport Punjab, Chandigarh forwarded a copy of the appeal dated 21.04.2011 
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received from the appellant, along with its enclosures to the General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur vide communication no. 3190 dated 29.04.2011 for providing the information to the applicant under intimation to the said office.   It was, however, not a transfer of the application in terms of section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.  


However, upon receipt of communication dated 29.04.2011 from the office of Director State Transport, Punjab, PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur wrote back to the applicant vide letter dated 17.05.2011 demanding a sum of Rs. 6/- towards additional fee / cost of the documents along with a self-addressed stamped envelope to enable them to send the requisite information.   This was duly complied with, by the applicant-appellant.   It is apparent that first ever communication received by the office of General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur was dated 21.04.2011, from the office of Director, State Transport Punjab, Chandigarh, received on 29.04.2011 and the said office at Hoshiarpur got back to the applicant-appellant vide letter dated 17.05.2011.  


Vide another letter bearing no. 3220 dated 02.05.2011, the office of Director State Transport, Punjab forwarded a set of the papers received in appeal dated 21.04.2011, to the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab for information and necessary action.


State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh sent the appeal dated 21.04.2011 received from the office of Director State Transport, Punjab vide letter no. 16200 dated 12.01.2012 to the Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar with directions to provide the requisite information to the applicant-appellant.


On notice, S/Sh. Virender Singh, Gurmajor Singh, Junior Assistants appeared on behalf of the Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar while Sh. Dirender Pushap, Supdt. was present from the office of Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur.   Besides, appellant Kanwar Rajinder Singh also put in appearance in the first hearing on 01.03.2012 when the appellant admitted receipt of complete satisfactory information on 17.02.2012 from the General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur.  The case was then adjourned to 19.04.2011.


Upon thorough perusal of the entire case file, the position that emerges is as follows: -

· Original RTI application dated 02.02.2011 is addressed to the Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar;

· First appeal dated 21.04.2011 has been addressed to the Managing Director, Punjab State Transport, Chandigarh-17;
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· Copies of first appeal were forwarded by the office of Director State Transport, Punjab to the General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur; and the State Transport Commissioner, Punjab;

· State Transport Commissioner, Punjab, Chandigarh just forwarded the appeal dated 21.04.2011 received from the office of Director State Transport, Punjab to the Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar under its letter no. 16200 dated 12.01.2012 with directions to provide the requisite information to the applicant-appellant;

 
It is thus clear that the delay in providing the information can only be attributed to the PIO, office of Regional Transport Authority, Jalandhar who did not act on the original application in accordance with the provisions of the Act, necessitating filing of the first and second appeals due to which the matter went from bad to worse and led to the position as it exists today.


Also, the facts enumerated above also indicate variety of stages of delay on the part of various PIOs and the matter reaches a dead end hence, it is almost difficult to pin-point as to who is actually responsible for the delay caused.


Another undisputed fact that has come on record is that in response to the original application dated 02.02.2011 made by the applicant-appellant to the Secretary, R.T.A. Jalandhar, the information has been provided by the PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Hoshiarpur only on 17.02.2012 i.e. with a delay of about one year.   Thus in exercise of the powers conferred on the Commission under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, a compensation to the tune of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) is awarded to the appellant Kanwar Rajinder Singh, which is payable to him by the Public Authority i.e. Department of State Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh within a period of one month.  An attested copy of the acknowledgement obtained from the appellant be sent to the Commission for its records. 


Further, Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab, Department of Industries shall initiate disciplinary proceedings against the officer(s) found guilty in providing the highly delayed information, as late as 17.02.2012 while the RTI application is dated 02.02.2011, in terms of Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 which provides as under: -


“20(2)

Where the Central Information Commission or the State Information Commission, as the case may be, at the time of deciding any complaint or appeal is of the opinion that the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, has, without any reasonable cause and persistently, failed to receive an application for information or has not furnished information within the time specified under sub-section (1) of section 7 or malafidely denied the request for information or knowingly given incorrect, incomplete or misleading information or destroyed 
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information which was the subject of the request or obstructed in any manner in furnishing the information, it shall recommend for disciplinary action against the Central Public Information Officer or the State Public Information Officer, as the case may be, under the service rules applicable to him.”


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 21.06.2012. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
Copy to:
Principal Secretary to Govt. of Punjab,



Department of Transport,

Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,



Chandigarh.



For compliance as directed hereinabove. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pawan Gupta

s/o Sh. Kuklwant Rai,

Ward No. 14, Gopal Bhawan Road,

Ahmedgarh,

Distt. Sangrur-148021





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Education Officer (SE)

Sangrur.







…Respondent

CC No. 260/12

Order

Present:
1.Sh. Pawan Gupta complainant in person.

2. Sh. Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Ad.O. alongwith Sh.Rakesh Jain, Senior Asstt. on behalf of the respondent PIO. 


The complainant vide an RTI application dated 16.08.2011 addressed to the Distt. Education Officer (SE) Sangrur sought information on three points pertaining to the Punjab Govt,, Finance Department’s letter No.523 dated 1.11.2010. Failing to get any response within a period of thirty days, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission, received in its office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 



I have perused the case file and have observed that no information has so far been supplied by the PIO-cum-DEO (SE) Sangrur. It is, therefore, directed that the PIO-cum-DEO (SE) Sangrur, Ms.Paramjit Kaura shall supply the point-wise information duly attested  to the complainant free of cost under registered cover within a period of seven days and shall also send one spare copy of the supplied information to this Commission for its record.  It is also made clear that in case of non-supply of correct, complete and duly attested information to the complainant, the  provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of RTI Act 2005 could be invoked against the 
PIO. 
To come up for hearing on 13.06.2012.







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Kashmir Singh

s/o Sh. Pritam Singh,

Village Jalalabad,

Tehsil Khadoor Sahib,

Distt. Tarn Taran-143118





…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Khadoor Sahib,

Distt. Tarn Taran






…Respondent

CC No. 262/12

Order

Present:
1.  Sh. Balwinder Singh on behalf of complainant.

2. Sh.Balraj Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Jalalabad, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib,Distt. Tarn Taran for the respondent



The complainant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to the BDPO, Khadoor Sahib, Distt. Tarn Taran sought certain information relating to allocation and utilization of various funds by the Gram Panchayat, Jalalabad, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib, Distt. Tarn Taran between the period from 13.09.2008 to 28.07.2011. The RTI application was transferred by the BDPO, Khadoor Sahib to Sh.Balraj Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Jalalabad, Tehsil Khadoor Sahib under section 6 (3) of the RTI Act 2005 for providing the requisite information to the complainant directly. Failing to get any response, as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 10.01.2012 received in the Commission’s office on 24.01.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing  was issued to both the parties for today



Sh. Balraj Singh Panchayat Secretary, Khadoor Sahib, who is present in person today, states that the complete record of Gram Panchat Jalalabad is in the possession of DDPO, Tarn Taran with effect from 10.06.2011 in connection with an inquiry against Sh. Harpal Singh Sarpanch. So the information, as sought by the complainant, cannot be provided in toto unless and until the complete record is received back. He delivers a copy of letter dated nil under the signatures of Sh. Harpal Singh Sarpanch vide which certain information is being supplied to the complainant.



In view of the above facts the case is disposed of and closed.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jeet Bhumla,

Village Nada,

P.O. Naya Gaon,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







…Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Officer,

Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Officer,

Mohali.







…Respondents

AC No. 211/12

Order

Present:
1. Sh.Jeet Bhumla, appellant in person.



2. Sh. Kuldip Singh, DFSO Mohali on behalf of respondent PIO.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 31.08.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-DFSO, Mohali sought certain information on five points. Failing to get timely response within a period of thirty days as mandated under section 7 (1) of RTI Act 2005, he filed first appeal with the FAA-cum-DFSC Mohali and second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 11.1.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing to both the parties was issued for today.



Sh. Kuldip Singh, DFSO, Mohali states that the requisite information pertaining to AC No.211 and AC No.212 has already been sent to the appellant vide memo.No.108 dated 06.01.2012. He also delivers one copy of the supplied information to the appellant in the Commission itself. The appellant has gone through the supplied information. He states that the same is in order to his satisfaction.



In view of the submissions made by the appellant and the respondent PIO, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jeet Bhumla,

Village Nada,

P.O. Naya Gaon,

Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







…Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Distt. Food & Supplies Controller,

Mohali.







…Respondents

AC No. 212/12

Order

Present:
Sh.Jeet Bhumla, appellant in person.



2. Sh. Kuldip Singh, DFSO Mohali on behalf of respondent PIO.



The appellant vide an RTI application dated 31.08.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-DFSO, Mohali sought certain information on four points. Failing to get timely response within a period of thirty days as mandated under section 7 (1) of RTI Act 2005, he filed first appeal with the FAA-cum-DFSC Mohali and second appeal with the Commission received in its office on 11.1.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing to both the parties was issued for today.



Sh. Kuldip Singh, DFSO, Mohali states that the requisite information pertaining to AC No.211 and AC No.212 has already been sent to the appellant vide memo.No.108 dated 06.01.2012. He also delivers one copy of the supplied information to the appellant in the Commission itself. The appellant has gone through the supplied information. He states that the same is in order to his satisfaction.



In view of the submissions made by the appellant and the respondent PIO, the case is disposed of and closed.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Om Parkash s/o Sh. Sat Pal,

r/o Ward No. 3, Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur- 148033.





 …Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Sangrur- 148033.






…Respondent 
CC No. 36/12

Order

Present:
Sh. Ramesh Kumar Chawla, Ad.O. alongwith Sh.Rakesh Jain, Senior Asstt. on behalf of the respondent PIO.


None is present on behalf of the complainant.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 20.03.2012 Sh. Rakesh Jain, Sr. Asstt. appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO stated that the requisite information has already been supplied  to the complainant vide letter dated 19.03.2012. Since the complainant was not present during the last hearing, therefore, the case was adjourned for today for hearing and it was mentioned in the order dated 20.03.2012 that if nothing is heard from the complainant on the next date of hearing, the case shall be closed in his absence. Sh. Rakesh Jain further states that the requisite information has again been sent to the complainant vide letter No.1229 dated 27.04.2012.



Since neither the complainant is present today nor anything has been heard from his side, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajaib Singh  s/o Sh. Bhinder Singh,

Village: Bishanpura, PO: Gajewas,

Distt. Patiala.







   …Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o District Transport Officer,

Patiala.






               …Respondent

CC No. 3623/11

Order

Present:

Sh.Ajaib Singh complainant in person.




None on behalf of the respondent PIO.



On the last date of hearing on 30.03.2012, Sh.Karanbir Singh, ADTO Patiala appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO-cum-DTO, Patiala was directed to supply complete information within a period of two weeks and the complainant was directed to meet him in his office on 03.04.2012 with the details of required information.



The case file has been perused. It is observed that certain information has been supplied by the respondent PIO to the complainant vide his letter No.6444 dated 08.12.2011 and vide letter No.3056 dated 16.04.2012. None is present on behalf of the PIO-cum-DTO Patiala, which is viewed seriously. However, the complainant had stated that neither he has received any information vide letter No.3056 dated 16.04.2012 nor he has been accorded any hearing on providing any information on his visiting DTO’s office on 03.04.2012.

The PIO-cum-DTO Patiala is, therefore, afforded last opportunity and is directed to supply the complete, correct and duly attested information free of cost to the complainant within a period of ten days under registered cover/courier. He is also directed to be present on the next date of hearing with a complete set of supplied information to the complainant for perusal of the same by the Commission.



To come up for hearing on 20.06.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Santokh Singh ,Conductor (retd),

Village: Khara Dookh Niwaran,

Distt. Tarn Taran- 




                    …    Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,






o/o General Manager,

Punjab Roadways, Tarn Taran.



               …Respondent

CC No. 3488/11

Order

Present:

1. Sh. Santokh Singh complainant in person.

2. Sh. Vinod Kumar Arora, General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Tarn Taran along with Sh. Narinder Singh Clerk.

On the last date of hearing i.e. 30.03.2012 directions were given to the PIO-cum-General Manager, Punjab Roadways, Tarn Taran to supply the complete, correct and duly attested information to the complainant. He was also directed to be present in person and furnish affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in supplying the information. He has stated in the affidavit that the complainant has been supplied the requisite information on the basis of available record, which was in his office, due to various court cases filed by the complainant. He has further stated that otherwise the service record of the complainant has already been misplaced for which Report NO.7 dated 11.04.2010 has already been lodged with Police Station City, Tarn Taran.

From the affidavit furnished by the General Manager, Punjab Roadways,Tarn Taran and after hearing both the parties, it is observed that no deliberate or intentional delay has been caused by the respondent PIO in providing the requisite information to the complainant. The information on the basis of available record has already been provided to the complainant. 

In view of these facts, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Gagandeep Kumar







V.P.O.Kathu Nangal,

Tehsil and Dist. Amritsar.





…Complainant













Vs

The Public Information Officer,






O/O S.H.O. Police Station,

Kathu Nangal,

Distt. Amritsar.






…Respondent

CC No. 3135/11

Order

Present:

None.



On the last date of hearing i.e. 17.04.2012 Sh.Chandan Kumar, S.H.O. Kathunangal had stated that he has recently taken over as SHO only on 04.04.2012. Therefore, he could not trace the RTI application dated 03.09.2011. He, therefore, sought some more time for providing the information to the complainant. He was, therefore, directed to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant within two weeks with a copy of the supplied information to the Commission for its record. 



The case file has been perused. It is observed that a letter under the signatures of SHO Kathunangal has been received on 26.04.2012 which shows that the complete information has been provided to the complainant. A letter dated 25.04.2012 under the signatures of the complainant has also been received in the Commission’s office. In para 2 of this letter, the complainant has admitted receipt of complete information by him. It is observed that the delay in providing correct and complete information was mainly because all police functionaries being on various types of law and order duties due to Vidhan Sabha elections in the State during the past months. Now since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 08.05. 2012



 State Information Commissioner

