STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.




……………..Complainant.






Vs 
Public Information Officer,

o/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Information Technology,

Administrative Reforms Branch,

Punjab Civil Sectt, Chandigarh.



 ……………....Respondent

CC No. 73 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Hemant Goswami, on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Jasbir Singh, Sr. Assistant Department of Administrative 



Reforms on behalf of the Respondent.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, Law Officer-cum-APIO office of PSEB.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   



On 03.10.2007 the last date of hearing, we had observed that most of the Departments of the Government had not strictly implemented the provisions of Sections 4 and 5 of the RTI Act, 2005 in regard to the maintenance of records or the publishing of requisite information relating to the working of the Public Authorities.  We had, accordingly, directed that the Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab should personally direct all Administrative Departments in the State to complete the task and ensure that obligations under Sections 4 and 5 are carried out by all the Public Authorities within their purview. 
2.

Respondent states before us that in compliance with these directions, the Chief Secretary has issued strict instructions to all the Administrative Secretaries on 20th November, 2007 for effective implementation of Sections 4 and 5 of RTI Act, 2005.  A copy of these directions to the Administrative Secretaries has been endorsed to the Commission.  A copy of the communication from the Chief Secretary to the Administrative Secretaries is delivered to the Complainant before us today. Complainant points out the following two deficiencies :- 

(i)
that certain information in regard to compliance of Sections 4 and 5 that is required to be brought on to the website of the State Government has not been done so far. 
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(ii)
that the complete list of Public Authorities is still not available on website of the State Government nor has this list been supplied in electronic form to the Complainant.

3.

Respondent submits that the magnitude of the task is huge, since compliance with the mandate of Sections 4 and 5 would require every single Department and Public Authority in the State of Punjab to publicize a considerable volume of data.  Respondent states that certain Departments and Public Authorities have supplied the material in question to the nodal department, the Department of Information Technology and Administrative Reforms, while others are in the process of doing so.  Respondent submits before us that the staff available with the nodal Department for handling the work is inadequate.  He also states that the hardware (computer etc.) available is also insufficient for the task involved.  Respondent also informs us that certain information received by him from various Public Authorities up to 06.12.2007 has been duly dispatched in the form of CD to the Complainant.  According to the Respondent, following the Chief Secretary’s directions of 20th November, 2007 the various Administrative Departments and Public Authorities have stepped up the pace of work as enjoined by the Act.   The Complainant pleads that even if all the Departments of the Government have not yet compiled the necessary information, the State Government website should reflect whatever material has been received from the Department so far. 
4.

We direct that :-

(i)
The website of the State Government should be continually updated with the information that is received from the Departments and Public Authorities from time to time.  The information presently in hand should be brought on the website straightaway that is within a period of one week.  In respect of the remaining, the Chief Secretary should indicate a time frame in which complete information would be published by all the Departments and Public Authorities.   

(ii)
In regard to the deficiencies in availability of equipment and staff etc., the State Government must immediately determine the minimum staff and equipment required and these numbers should be brought in position immediately. 
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(iii)
It is necessary that the website of the Government should reflect the names of Public Authorities and PIOs..  Details pertaining to the PIOs including their names, telephone numbers etc. are also required to be brought on to the website.  
5.

The representative of the Punjab State Electricity Board submits before us today that he has supplied certain information in respect of Public Authorities in the Punjab State Electricity Board to the State Government.  He produces before us today a CD alongwith a hard copy containing the material pertaining to PSEB.  This CD is delivered to the Complainant in our presence.  This list supplied includes the names of various Public Information Officers and Appellate Authorities.  From the submission of the APIO, it appears that the information supplied today is in fulfilment of obligations under Section 5.  Respondent is not able to confirm if the obligations under Section 4 have also been fulfiled by the PSEB.  The Respondent assures that the manuals required in terms of Section 4(1)(b) would be duly published if not done so far. 
6.

We further observe that in compliance with our order of 03.10.2007, the Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab was required to submit a time bound plan of action for removal of the deficiencies in implementation of the mandate of Sections 4 and 5 of the Act..  Whereas the Chief Secretary has issued directions to various Administrative Departments for compliance, a time bound plan for implementation has still not been submitted to us.  We direct, therefore, that the PIO in the office of Chief Secretary should himself be personally present on the next date of hearing and he should bring with him a comprehensive time bound plan of action for implementing the relevant provisions of the Act in the State.
7.

This will come up for compliance and further proceedings on 23.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sachin Jain,

372-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana (Pb.)





……………..Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Incharge,

Traffic Police,

Jagraon, Ludhiana.



 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1680 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Jarnail Singh, Head Constable office of SSP, Jagraon.  



The information demanded relates to a specific traffic challan (report of traffic violation) against the driver of the Complainant.  Respondent states that the requisite information has been duly delivered to the Complainant by post.  A copy of the communication is produced before us for record.

2.

This matter is accordingly, disposed of. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Sham Singh Harika,

Euclyptus Garden, Vill. Birmi,

P.O. Malakpur, Via-Ayalli-Kalan,

Teh & Distt. Ludhiana.




……………..Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o PSEB, Ludhiana,

(West), PSEB, Mini Sectt., 

Opp. PAU, Gate No. 1,

Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana. 




 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1683 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.


This being the first date of hearing, we feel that another opportunity should be granted to the parties to appear before the Commission and present their case.

2.

To come up on 02.01.2008.   Notice be issued to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagat Singh,

# B3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk,

Post office, Opp. Sanatan Dharam.


……………..Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Food & Supplies Pb.,
Chandigarh.




 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1691 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
Shri Jagat Singh, Complainant in person.



Dr. Ranjit Powar, Deputy Director, Food & Civil Supplies on behalf 


of the Respondent.



The information demanded relates to a scheme of the Government for providing subsidized pulses and flour (dal ata scheme).  The Respondent states that the original application was addressed to the Chief Minister.  Since it was received in the Department of Food & Supplies, the Department wrote to the Complainant to fulfil the necessary formalities and also advised him to make payment of fees for the delivery of information.  
2.

There is some dispute as to the valid receipt of the request of information.  Complainant insists that he had sent the request by post.  Respondent, on the other hand, states that she had advised the Complainant in writing to complete certain formalities which has still not been done.  Complainant demands that since information has not been delivered to him within one month, it should be delivered free of cost.  
3.

We feel it is futile to go into this controversy of communication gaps.  To settle the matter expeditiously, we direct that the information be delivered to the Complainant by post free of charge.

4.

The matter is, accordingly, disposed of. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Pardeep Singla,

R/o # 1005, Phase-2,

Urban Estate, Dugri Road,

Ludhiana. 






……………..Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Sectt., 

Ludhiana.




 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1693 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Jasbir Singh, Head Constable on behalf of the Respondent.



The Complainant has accepted in writing that the information has duly been delivered to him and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.
2.

The matter is, accordingly, disposed of. 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Amar Nath,

# 33159, Gali No. 1,

Partap Nagar,

Bathinda.






    ……………..Appellant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Education Minister,

Pb. Chandigarh.



 

……………....Respondent

AC No. 306 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Appellant or the Respondent.



Dismissed for non-prosecution.

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswinder Singh,

ASI No. 501, Ropar,

Kothi No. 612, Phase-X,

Mohali.






……………..Appellant





Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Headquarter,  Pb. 

Chandigarh.



 

……………....Respondent

AC No. 308 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Complainant alongwith Sh. K.V.Aggarwal, 


Advocate.


Sh. V.K.Sharda, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.



Arguments heard.  Judgment reserved.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaspal Singh,

ASI NO. 1210, Ropar,

# 4, Block No. 4,

Police Lines, Ropar.





……………..Appellant






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police,

Headquarter,  Pb. 

Chandigarh.




 

……………....Respondent

AC No. 309 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Jaspal Singh, Complainant alongwith Sh. K.V.Aggarwal, 



Advocate.



Sh. V.K.Sharda, Superintendent on behalf of the Respondent.

Arguments heard.  Judgment reserved.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Pal Bhalla,

S/o Sh. Krishan Gopal Bhalla,

Bhalla St. # 106, Ward No. 15,

Sangrur.






……………..Applicant





Vs 

O/o Principal,

Adarsh Sr. Sec. School,

Sangrur. 
 



 

……………....Respondent

MR No. 24 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Applicant.


This is a Miscellaneous Reference.  Notice of hearing was issued to the Applicant only to show as to how the Respondent Adarsh Senior Secondary School, Sangrur is a Public Authority in terms of RTI Act, 2005.  The Applicant has not turned up.  The school in question appears to be a private institute.  
2.

The Miscellaneous Reference is dismissed in default.  
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Tarsem Lal Garg,

Executive Engineer (civil),

Pb. State Agricultural Marketing Board,

Bathinda.







..Complainant


Vs



Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Agricultural Marketing Board,

Govt. of Punjab,

SCO 149-52, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC No. 1345 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Sh. Alok Jain, Advocate on behalf of Sh. Puneet Gupta Advocate 


for the Complainant.



Sh. Chander Shekher Kalia, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.


The representative of the Complainant submits that he has duly received the information in question.  
2.

The matter is accordingly, disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Kesar Singh,

S/o Sh. Paras Nath,

Adarsh Colony,

Near Police Station,

Zirakpur, District Mohali.





        ..Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o Director Planning-3,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Patiala.








..Respondent

CC No. 1329 of 2007

ORDER

Present :
Shri Kesar Singh, Complainant in person.  



Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Upper Division Clerk on behalf of the 



Respondent.


It is submitted before us that the Respondent PIO is at this moment appearing before another bench of the Commission.  Sh. Rakesh Kumar, appearing on behalf of the PIO seeks an adjournment.  
2.

Adjourned on 02.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Vishnu Dev,

# 2159/4-O/2 Gali No. 4,

Gali No. 4, Basant Nagar,

Shivpuri, Ludhiana.






…...Applicant/Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…..…..Respondent
MR No. 26 of 2007 

In CC No. 1357 of 2007

ORDER
Present :
Sh. Ramesh Sharma on behalf of the Applicant.


Sh. Rajan Sharma, Clerk office of Sub Registrar, Ludhiana (West).


CC-1357 of 2007 was taken up for hearing on 08.10.2007.  The Complainant was not present.  The Respondent had stated that the information demanded by the Complainant had been supplied to him.  The complaint was disposed of on 08.10.2007 on the assumption that the information stood supplied.

2.

Through this Miscellaneous Reference, the Applicant/Complainant seeks re-opening of the matter on the plea that he could not reach the Commission’s office in time on 08.10.2007 on account of excessive traffic on the roads and also because he was not aware of the location of the Commission’s office.  He also states that information demanded by him had not been supplied.  

3.

Respondent states before us that the material as demanded was sent by him to the Complainant on 06.12.2007.  Applicant states that he is not satisfied with the information given to him.    
4.

This is a minor matter relating to the procedure being followed by the office of Sub Registrar in the matter of registering certain deeds and documents.  There is, thus, no need to formally re-open the proceedings in the complaint case.  However, in order to settle the matter finally, Sub Registrar, Ludhiana  (Sh. Mukesh Sharma) is directed to give a personal hearing to the
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 Applicant/Complainant and satisfy him about the information demanded by him.  This hearing will take place on 24.12.2007 at 1100 hours in the office of Sub Registrar, Ludhiana. 
5.

The Miscellaneous Reference 26 of 2007  is disposed of.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal,

# 2123, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh.






……………..Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Asstt. Inspector General of Prisons,

Jail Department, Pb.

Chandigarh. 




 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1774 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant in person.


Shri Inderdeep Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the 



Respondent.



Complainant avers before us that the communication from the Director General of Police (Prisons) dated 05.12.2007 addressed to the State Information Commission with a copy to him has been written without jurisdiction.  According to the Complainant, his request for information was addressed to the PIO concerned.  It is for the PIO and not Director General of Police (Prisons) to reply.
2.

Considering this basic objection, we direct that PIO in the office of Inspector General of Police (Prisons) should formally consider the request for information and decide the matter on its merit.  
3.

In these circumstances, matter is remanded to the PIO.  The case is, accordingly, disposed of.   
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kashmiri Lal Goyal,

Advocate, # 224, Sector 35-A,

Chandigarh.






……………..Complainant.






Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Pb. (Coordination), Patiala.

 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1765 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.`


Vide his letter dated 31.10.2007, Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate has clarified that the instant case that is CC 1765/2007 has been filed by him on behalf of his client that is M/s Patiala Auto Enterprises.  He, therefore, requests that the memo of parties be amended and instead of Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate, M/s Patiala Auto Enterprises be shown as the Complainant.  We have perused the Complaint dated 08.09.2007 and agree that the complaint in fact has been filed by M/s Patiala Auto Enterprise through Sh. Kashmiri Lal Advocate.  In view of this, we direct the registry to rectify the memo of parties and the name of the Complainant be shown as M/s Patiala Auto Enterprises instead of Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate 

2.

As per the complaint, earlier the application seeking information was made by Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate in his personal capacity.  The Department raised an objection that a power of attorney should be given by Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate before the information sought could be supplied.  In these circumstances, the earlier application was withdrawn.  The complaint further states that the information demanded by him has been illegally denied.  
3.

Perusal of the record of the instant case discloses that a communication dated 07.11.2007 from the PIO has been received in the office of the Commission on 13.11.2007 which is addressed to Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate.  In this communication, it is stated that even though the earlier cases that is CC No. 246/2007, CC No. 118/2007, CC No. 119/2007, CC No. 197/2007 
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and CC No. 268/2007 were disposed of by the Punjab State Information Commission on the statement of Sh. Sandeep Goyal that the required information had been received from other sources, in view of the clarification given by the Complainant the information demanded was being supplied.  

4.

Since neither of the parties is present, it is not possible to verify the averments made in the complaint as well as the written communication dated 07.11.2007 by the PIO.   The matter is, accordingly, adjourned to 23.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.    
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Kashmiri Lal Goyal,

Advocate, # 224, Sector 35-A,

Chandigarh.






……………..Complainant.





Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Excise and Taxation Commissioner,

Pb. (Coordination), Patiala.

 

……………....Respondent

CC No. 1766 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.`



Vide his letter dated 31.10.2007, Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate has clarified that the instant case that is CC 1766/2007 has been filed by him on behalf of his client that is M/s Singla Trading Company, Dhuri.  He, therefore, requests that the memo of parties be amended and instead of Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate, M/s Singla Trading Company, Dhuri be shown as the Complainant.  We have perused the Complaint dated 08.09.2007 and agree that the complaint in fact has been filed by M/s Singla Trading Company, Dhuri through Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate.  In view of this, we direct the registry to rectify the memo of parties and the name of the Complainant be shown as M/s Singla Trading Company, Dhuri instead of Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate 

2.

As per the complaint, earlier the application seeking information was made by Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate in his personal capacity.  The Department raised an objection that a power of attorney should be given by Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate before the information sought could be supplied.  In these circumstances, the earlier application was withdrawn.  The complaint further states that the information demanded by him has been illegally denied.  

3.

Perusal of the record of the instant case discloses that a communication dated 07.11.2007 from the PIO has been received in the office of the Commission on 13.11.2007 which is addressed to Sh. Kashmiri Lal Goyal, Advocate.  In this communication, it is stated that even though the earlier cases that is CC No. 246/2007, CC No. 118/2007, CC No. 119/2007, CC No. 197/2007 
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and CC No. 268/2007 were disposed of by the Punjab State Information Commission on the statement of Sh. Sandeep Goyal that the required information had been received from other sources, in view of the clarification given by the Complainant the information demanded was being supplied.  

4.

Since neither of the parties is present, it is not possible to verify the averments made in the complaint as well as the written communication dated 07.11.2007 by the PIO.   The matter is, accordingly, adjourned to 23.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.    

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Shri Inderjit Singh,

Gill Filling Station,

Situated at Chandigarh Road,

Kohara,

Tehsil & district Ludhiana.




        ……………..Appellant 





Vs 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Assistant Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Ludhiana.



 


……………....Respondent

AC No. 342 of 2007 






  ORDER
Present: 
Sh. Y.M.Bhagirath, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent.



Appellant had demanded information from the PIO in regard to certain sales tax returns of M/s Mecca Traders and the genuineness of certain bills raised by the said firm.

2.

The demand for information has been rejected on the ground that the information pertains to commercial confidence and trade secrets of third party which might harm the competitive position of the third party. This is a second appeal under Section 19 RTI Act, 2005, against the order dated 05.10.2007 by  the First Appellate Authority.  
3.

Respondent not being present today, another opportunity is granted to him to put in appearance and state his case.  This will come up on 09.01.2008.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh


Dated: 12.12.2007









  (P.P.S.Gill)






   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

   
     -------------------------------- Complainant

 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum-

District Election Officer,

Jalandhar. 






   
   ---------------------------------- Respondent

CC No. 393 of 2007

ORDER



The decision on the imposition of penalty upon the Respondent under Section 20 and award of compensation to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b), RTI Act, 2005, was reserved vide our order dated 05.11.2007.   

2.

Two affidavits dated 11th September, 2007 and 17th September, 2007 have been filed by Sh. Ajeet Singh Pannu, IAS, Deputy Commissioner-cum-District Election Officer, Jalandhar in response to the direction in that behalf given by the Commission to the Respondent.  

3.

In the affidavit dated 17th September, 2007, it has been averred that the office of the deponent was not aware of the application allegedly filed by the Complainant seeking information as it was not duly submitted in the office.  As per the complaint, the request for information was sent by the Complainant through courier which was returned due to the failure of the SPIO to receive the application.  Complainant had also attached with his complaint the original envelope containing the request for information.  

4.

We have closely examined the envelope annexed by the Complainant with his complaint.  There is no endorsement on this envelope by the courier saying that the addressee had refused to accept delivery of the letter.  Rather the endorsement is “always locked”.  The endorsement “always locked” made by the courier on this envelope is obviously false.  It passes one’s comprehension as to how the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar could remain “always locked”.  We, therefore, find substance in the submission of the Respondent that the 
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application seeking information was not received in his office.  Despite the fact that the Respondent was under no legal obligation to supply the information in the absence of an application under Section 6 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Respondent during the pendency of the proceedings in the instant case did supply the information sought by the Complainant.  

5.

 In view of the fact that the plea of the Complainant that the Respondent had refused to accept his application seeking information has not been substantiated, no case for imposition of penalty under Section 20 RTI Act, 2005, or for award of compensation under Section 19(8)(b) is made out.  

6.

In view of the foregoing, the request for imposition of penalty/award of compensation is declined.  The complaint is, accordingly, disposed of.  
Rajan Kashyap 





 Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.12.2007




  

 Lt. Gen. P.K. Grover (Retd.)






State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

CHANDIGARH
Sh.Faquir Chand Sharma,

Superintendent,

F-153, Rajpura Colony,

Patiala.                                                                                          ……….Appellant                     

         Vs

Executive Engineer,

Provincial Division No.1,

PWD,(B&R), Patiala.                                                       ………….. Respondent

AC No.67 of 2006

ORDER


None is present on behalf of the Complainant or Respondent.


On 05.11.2007, the last date of hearing we had directed the Respondent to deliver to the appellant the information demanded, i.e. the copies of Appellant’s ACRs for the period 01.04.2000 to 31.03.2006 within a period of 15 days. The complainant, not being present, it is presumed that the orders dated 5th November, 2007 of the Commission have been complied with.  This matter is accordingly disposed of and is closed.

                                                                                       (Rajan Kashyap)

Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh.

Dated: 12.12.2007
                                                                                        (R.K.Gupta)

State Information Commisioner

                                                                                           (Surinder Singh)

State Information Commissioner

