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DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
_COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THE CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

' March 25, 2004
PDS.RTL./171/Del
r

Mirs. Shailaja Chahdra
Chief Secretary
Government of NCT, Delhi
Delhi Sectetariat

Delhi ‘

Dear Mrs Chandrd,

We have been given to understand that the Delhi High Court has granted stay in some
areas of Delhl against making PDS records available to public under the Delhi Right to
lnfonmallin Act. As this appears to be contrary to the orders of the Supreme Court in this
matter, we would be grateful if you could let us know whether the Delhi High Court has
been appltbed of /ar ious orders passed by the Supreme Court in this regard. We would
also be grateful if copies of the relevant papers, including the afﬁdav1ts filed by your
government, be sent to us at the earliest so that this matter ¢ .. ught to the notice of
the Supreine Courr, if appropriate.
o
With regards

Byucen R
Dr N C Saxena S R Sankaran

Cc. Nodal Officer

‘ o CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A! MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147
Email. commissioners@usnl.net






.| DR.N.C.SAXENA, MR.S.R.SANKARAN
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

! . IN THE CASE: PUCL Vs UO! & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

March 25,2004
PDS.Transpcy/172/Del

Mrs Shailaja Chandra
:C hief Secretary
Government of NCT] Delhi
Delhi Secretariat, I.P| Estate
T\Je\\' Delhi — 110002

Subiect: Non — Compliance of Supreme Court Orders relating to Transparency
| in PDS

|
i
|
]i)ear Mrs Chandra, !
Your attention is drfawn to the orders of the Honorable Supreme Court, in PUCL versus
Union of India and o:thers (No 196 of 2001), wherein the Hon’ble court has ordered that lists
of all the beneficiaries should be publicly displayed and made available to the people. You

may also kindly refer to our letter of 16 September, 2003 on the subject.

It has been brought to our notice that, even now, the lists of beneficiaries are not being
displayed in many of the circles and neither are they being provided to the people, even when
requested. In fact, we have recently been sent the report of a survey conducted by two local

GOs in'15 circles, comprising two districts, of Delhi. The report brings out that in all these
gircles the lists were not displayed anywhere. Further, when the officials were requested to
show the list, they ihvariably refused and it was only after they were shown copies of the
Supreme Court order: that a few of them relented and showed e i1,

Ln order to ensure easy access to these lists, it is again clarified that these lists should be
displayed on the notice boards of every circle. Duty should be cast upon a senior officer to
énsure that the lists are not tampered with or removed. It shall be the duty of this officer to
knsure immediate replacement in the event of any defacement of this list. Certified copies
jnust also be made available to any person who asks for them at a price of not more than Rs.
1 per page. The lists should also be made available to the public in the form of CDs and

should not be priced at more than the cost of CD.

It has also been brought to our notice that often, when people seek copies of records related to
distribution of rations. the ration dealers, who maintain these records, refuse to make these
records available, sometimes pleading their loss, theft or destruction. Also, we understand
that, in Delhi, when people seek copies of records, the records have to be procured each time
from the respective dealer. Apart from being time consuming, this also leads to the dealer
feing alerted about the request and sometime about the identity of the applicant. This can
‘esult in Undue pressure being put on the applicant.
|

[n some states, the FPS and KOD are required to submit their records every month, as a
matter of practice, to the Government. Such a practice minimi=pe the possibility of loss of
ecords and of the virtimization of applicants. We think this is a healthy practice that would

| ) CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A, | MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-1 1-26178048, 51642147
: - ' Email. commissioners@usnl.net )



help further the implementation of the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. Therefore, the
Delhi Government should direct all the FPS and KOD to submit their records every month to
the Food Depal‘tmenl The records should include card register, daily sale register, stock
register and other regflstelb maintained by the dealers and these should be kept with the Food
Department for prowdm g copies and access to the public.

We would be ;,Ialt,i ul if you kindly send us a status report on the compliance of these
instructions within 15 days, as we need to report progress to the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

With regards,
| |
I

l@,wwﬂ TN s

br NC Saxe}m S R Sankaran

LL Nodal Officer




' DR.N.C.SAXENA, MR. 5. R. SANKARAN
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THE CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

March 25,2004
PDS.Transpcy/172/Del

Mrs Shailaja Chandra
Chief Secretary
b()\'@!'l‘l]]'iﬂl]l bf NCT| Dethi
Delhi Secretariat, 1P| Estate
]I\lew Delhi — 110002

Subject: Non — Compliance of Supreme Court Orders relating to Transparency
1 : in PDS

Dear Mrs Chandra, |

Your attention is drawn to the orders of the Honorable Supreme Court, in PUCL versus
Union of Indja and others (No 196 of 2001), wherein the Hon’ble court has ordered that lists
of all the beneficiaries should be publicly displayed and made available to the people. You
may also kindly refer. to our letter of 16 September, 2003 on the subject.

It has been brought to our notice that, even now, the lists of beneficiaries are not being
displayed in many of the circles and neither are they being provided to the people, even when
quuestcdl. Ini fact, we have recently been sent the report of a survey conducted by two local
NGOs in 15 circles, comprising two districts, of Delhi. The report brings out that in all these
gircles the lists were not displayed anywhere. Further, when the officials were requested to
show the' list, they invariably refused and it was only after they were shown copies of the

i | -
Supreme Court order; that a few of them relented and showed uw L.

Ln order to ensure cl:sy access to these lists, it is again clarified that these lists should be
displayed on the notice boards of every circle. Duty should be cast upon a senior officer to
énsure that the lists are not tampered with or removed. It shall be the duty of this officer to
énsure immediate replacement in the event of any defacement of this list. Certified copies
1:nust also be made available to any person who asks for them at a price of not more than Rs.
1 per page. The lists should also be made available to the public in the form of CDs and

should not be priced at more than the cost of CD.

It has also been brought to our notice that often, when people seek copies of records related to
distribution of rations, the ration dealers, who maintain these records, refuse to make these
records available, sometimes pleading their loss, theft or destruction. Also, we understand
that, in Delhi, when people seek copies of records, the records have to be procured each time
from the respective dealer. Apart from being time consuming, this also leads to the dealer
being alerted about \hc request and sometime about the identity of the applicant. This can
fesult in undue pressure being put on the applicant.

|

In some states, the FPS and KOD are required to submit their records every month, as a

matter of practice, 10 the Government. Such a practice minimi=~e the possibility of loss of

1'ecoz'ds and of the victimization of applicants. We think this is a healthy practice that would
|

| -

' ' i CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
| i C-17A, | MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147
i Email. commissioners@ysnl.net 2 S
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help further the implementation of the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. Therefore, the
Delhi Government should direct all the FPS and KOD to submit their records every month to
the Food Department. The records should include card register, daily sale register, stock
register and other registers maintained by the dealers and these should be kept with the Food
Pepartment flor providing copies and access to the public.

We would be grateful if you kindly send us a status report on the compliance of these
instructions »iL/ithin_ 15 days, as we need to report progress to the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

%With l‘Cgal'dSE
|
o

|
br N C Saxena . S R Sankaran

[ g1 '"*f"

i o
lCL Nodal Officer




| = DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

. IN THE CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

March 25,2004
PDS.Transpcy/172/Del

Mrs Shailaja Chandra
Chief Secretary
Government bf NCT} Delhi
Delhi Secretariat, I.P| Estate
New Delhi 110002

Subiect: Noh — Compliance of Supreme Court Orders relating to Transparency
| | | in PDS
| .

Dear Mrs Chandra, |
Your attention is dr:awn to the orders of the Honorable Supre\'me Court, in PUCL versus
Union of India and others (No 196 of 2001), wherein the Hon’ble court has ordered that lists
of all the beneficiaries should be publicly displayed and made available to the people. You
may also kindly refer to our letter of 16 September, 2003 on the subject.

It has been brought to our notice that, even now, the lists of beneficiaries are not being
displayed in many of the circles and neither are they being provided to the people, even when
requested. Ini fact, we have recently been sent the report of a survey conducted by two local

GOs in 15 circles, comprising two districts, of Delhi. The report brings out that in all these
f:ircles; the lists were not displayed anywhere. Further, when the officials were requested to
show the list, they ihvariably refused and it was only after they were shown copies of the

Supreme Court order that a few of them relented and showed wiw iises.

In order to ensure easy access to these lists, it is again clarified that these lists should be
displayed on'the notice boards of every circle. Duty should be cast upon a senior officer to
ensure that the lists are not tampered with or removed. It shall be the duty of this officer to
ensure immediate replacement in the event of any defacement of this list. Certified copies
must also be made available to any person who asks for them at a price of not more than Rs.
1 per page. The lists should also be made available to the public in the form of CDs and
should not be priced at more than the cost of CD.

It has also been brought to our notice that often, when people seek copies of records related to
distribution of rations, the ration dealers, who maintain these records, refuse to make these
records available, sometimes pleading their loss, theft or destruction. Also, we understand
that, in Delhi, when people seek copies of records, the records have to be procured each time
from the respective dealer. Apart from being time consuming, this also leads to the dealer
being alerted about 1‘110 request and sometime about the identity of the applicant. This can
1:'usu!1 in undue presslu'c being put on the applicant.

In some states. the FPS and KOD are required to submit their records every month, as a

matter of practice, to the Government. Such a practice minimizne the nossibility of loss of

records and of the vi'ﬁimization of applicants. We think this is a healthy practice that would

CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
| C-17A, | MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-261 78048, 51642147

Email. commissioners@usnl.net————1—————



|

help further the implementation of the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. Therefore, the
Delhi Government should direct all the FPS and KOD to submit their records every month to
the Food Department. The records should include card register, daily sale register, stock
register and other registers maintained by the dealers and these should be kept with the Food
Pepartmem for providing copies and access to the public.

We would be gl'ateful if you kindly send us a status report on the compliance of these
instructions Within 15 days, as we need to report progress to the Hon’ble Supreme Court.
i

|With regardsi
i
(RN ' |
@) i ! | 1 -ﬂ__ ’ --—h--:—'
DrNCSaxena | S R Sankaran

(Cc¢. Nodal Officer
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| g \ DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
CONMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THE CASE: PUCL Vs UQI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

March 25,2004
PDS.Transpcy/172/Del

Mrs Shailaja Chandra
Chief Secretary
Government bf NCT| Delhi
Delhi Secretafriat. [.P| Estate
New Delhi —|1 10002

Subject: Nop — Compliance of Supreme Court Orders relating to Transparency
'i ; in PDS
|

Dear Mrs Chandra, !

Your attention is drawn to the orders of the Honorable Supreme Court, in PUCL versus
Union of Indja and dtllel's (No 196 of 2001), wherein the Hon’ble court has ordered that lists
of all the beneficiaries should be publicly displayed and made available to the people. You
may also kindly refer!to our letter of 16 September, 2003 on the subject.

It has been brought to our notice that, even now, the lists of beneficiaries are not being
displaved in many of the circles and neither are they being provided to the people, even when
requested. In fact, we have recently been sent the report of a survey conducted by two local
NGOs in 15 circles, comprising two districts, of Delhi. The report brings out that in all these
circles the lists were not displayed anywhere. Further, when the officials were requested to
show the list, they ipvariably refused and it was only after they were shown copies of the
Supreme Court orderthat a few of them relented and showed uiw iisw.

| a
}n order to ensure efisy access to these lists, it is again clarified that these lists should be
displayed on the notice boards of every circle. Duty should be cast upon a senior officer to
ensure that the lists are not tampered with or removed. It shall be the duty of this officer to
ensure immediate replacement in the event of any defacement of this list. Certified copies
must also be made available to any person who asks for them at a price of not more than Rs.
1 per page. The lists should also be made available to the public in the form of CDs and
should not be priced at more than the cost of CD.

It has also been brouflght to our notice that often, when people seek copies of records related to
distribution of rations, the ration dealers, who maintain these records, refuse to make these
records available, sometimes pleading their loss, theft or destruction. Also, we understand
that, in Delhi, when people seek copies of records, the records have to be procured each time
from the respective dealer. Apart from being time consuming, this also leads to the dealer
being alerted about The request and sometime about the identity of the applicant. This can
tesult in i.mdu}le pru—:ssTre being put on the applicant.

In some states, the FPS and KOD are required to submit their records every month, as a

]

matter of practice, t? the Government. Such a practice minimi=ne the nossibility of loss of
‘ecords and of the virtimizalion of applicants. We think this is a healthy practice that would
|

[ I CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
| | C-17A, |MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-1 10067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147
- | ' Email. commissioners@usnl.net )



1elp further the impl;cmcmation of the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. Therefore, the
Delhi Government should direct all the FPS and KOD to submit their records every month to
he Food Department. The records should include card register, daily sale register, stock
egister and other registers maintained by the dealers and these should be kept with the Food
Department for provid-ing copies and access to the public.

WL, would bg grateful if you kindly send us a status report on the compliance of these
113111}(.110[1‘» thm 15 days, as we need to report progress to the Hon’ble Supreme Court.

W ith 1egards l
I&Mwﬂ ‘ i 4 ! “'I*‘“
|

Dr NC Saxena | S R Sankaran

lCc. Nodal Officer



.~ DR.N.C.SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THIf CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

|

|

. March 25, 2004
' PDS/170/Del
|

Ms Shailaja Chandra

L.I11Lt Secretary |

Government of NCT, Delhi

Delhi Secretquat '
Delhi a '

Subject: Reduce the Charges for accessing information under Right to Information Act.
Dear Mrs Chandra. '

Your attention is drawn to letter (ref. No. F — 17(40)/2CC1.T 2.2 "L&P/Vol-V/1016) dated
|'I5 10.03; from the ;Pl Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi
Government, rcgaldm& compliance of Hon’ble Supreme Court orders relating to transparency
in PDS. Thereln it is stated that as Delhi has a Right to Information Act in force, people are
rh]e to acces§ PDS records under this Act.

F—lowwm it has been brought to our notice that the fee prescribed under this Act for
accessing information is quite high and is making it difficult for the poor people to use this
law to access information about the PDS. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has desired that the
entire PDS should be transparent and people should be able to access information easily.

Therefore, in order to comply with the orders of the Supreme Court, it is necessary to bring
down the applicable charges to an affordable level of not more then Rs 5 per application, and
not more than Rs 1 per page for photocopying.

With regardsl

|

'CF’J} (wce‘mf?v SN
Lr N C Saxena S R Sankaran

Ce. Nodal Officer; Pr. Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi
Government.

CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A, MUNIRKA NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147
Email. commissioners@usnl.net
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DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN TI-{L CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001
| { |

‘ o ‘ © March 25, 2004
’ PDS/170/Del

Ms. Shailaja Chandra
Chlef Secretary
Government of NCT, Delhi
Delhi Secretariat

Delhi ;

|
Subject: Reduce the Charges for accessing information under Right to Information Act.

_ |
Dear Mrs Ch;andra,

Your attention is drawn to letter (ref. No. F — 17(40)/20C1. T 2.2 L&P/Vol-V/1016) dated
5.10.03: from the [Pr.Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Depanment of Delhi
jovernment, regaldl ng compliance of Hon’ble Supreme Court orders relating to transparency

in PDS. Thereln it is stated that as Delhi has a Right to Information Act in force, people are

T‘l]'}lﬁ' 1o acces§ PDS records under this Act.

Elovx ever, it has been brought to our notice that the fee prescribed under this Act for
ccessing information is quite high and is making it difficult for the poor people to use this
law to access information about the PDS. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has desired that the
?ntlre PDS should be transparent and people should be able to access information easily.

Therefore, in order to comply with the orders of the Supreme Court, it is necessary to bring
down the applicable charges to an affordable level of not more then Rs 5 per application, and
not more than Rs 1 per page for photocopying.

With regards \
8, i & | o
L)r NC Saxeha ‘ S R Sankaran

|
Ce. Nodal Officer; Pr. Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi

Government.

A | .
| CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A, MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147
| Email. commissioners@ysnl.net
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.~ DR.N.C.SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
OMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THIE CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

|
! March 25, 2004
l ; | PDS/170/Del
Ms. Shailaja Chandra

Chief Secretary

Government of NCT, Delhi

Delhi Secretgriat
belhi i :

|
|
Subject: Reduce the Charges for accessing information under Right to Information Act.

:Dear Mrs Ch;amdra,
| ; I
Your attention is drawn to letter (ref. No. F — 17(40)/20C1. T 2.2 L&P/Vol-V/1016) dated
PS 10.03| from the Pr.Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi
Government, regardm;; compliance of Hon’ble Supreme Court orders relating to transparency
in PDS. Therein, it is stated that as Delhi has a Right to Information Act in force, people are
lele to acces§ PDS récords under this Act.

Eowever it has been brought to our notice that the fee prescribed under this Act for
ceessing mformatmn is quite high and is making it difficult for the poor people to use this
law to access information about the PDS. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has desired that the
entire PDS should be transparent and people should be able to access information easily.

Therefore, in order to comply with the orders of the Supreme Court, it is necessary to bring
dovxn the applicable chdrges to an affordable level of not more then Rs 5 per application, and
not more than Rs 1 per page for photocopying.

With regards!
@} iAo~ .p" " | B
| -
Dr N C Saxena ! S R Sankaran

I ; ‘

Cc. Nodal Officer; Pt. Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi
Government.

i '

| !

CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A, MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-261 78048, 51642147
| Email. commissioners@usnl.net






DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN

f
| ' :COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THIE CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

l

Chlef StClLtﬂl’)’

March 25, 2004
PDS/170/Del

|
Ms. Shailaja Chandra

Governnu.nt of NCT, Delhi

Delhi Secretauat
Delhi

|
|
1 |
} |

Subject: Reduce the Charges for accessing information under Right to Information Act.
|

Dear Mrs Ch;andra,

Your attention is drawn to letter (ref. No. F — 17(40)/2¢C1, T2 2&P/Vol-V/1016) dated

tlS 10.03; flopn the

Pr.Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi

Govemment regarding compliance of Hon’ble Supreme Court orders relating to transparency
in PDS. Therein, it i3 stated that as Delhi has a Right to Information Act in force, people are
T\hle to access PDS records under this Act.

F%owevez it has been brought to our notice that the fee prescribed under this Act for
accessing 111f01mat10t1 is quite high and is making it difficult for the poor people to use this
law to access information about the PDS. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has desired that the
entire PDS should be transparent and people should be able to access information easily.

Thelefore in order to comply with the orders of the Supreme Court, it is necessary to bring
down the applicable Chdrges to an affordable level of not more then Rs 5 per application, and
not more than Rs 1 per page for photocopying.

With regards:

), i

Dr N C Saxena
I

Government.

¢ f
I‘JAI“' R

-

S R Sankaran

Cc. Nodal Ofﬁcer; Pr. Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi

CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES

C-17A, MUNIRKA NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147

I Email. commissioners@usnl.net



I

—— = . —




DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

|

|

|

i < IN 'mt CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001
| :

|

|

, ! March 25, 2004
‘ : | PDS/170/Del

Ms. Shailaja IChandra
Chief Secretary

Government of NCT, Delhi

Delhi Secretariat

Delhi

Subject: Reduce the Charges for accessing information under Right to Information Act.

|
bear Mrs Chandra

1
Your attention is drawn to letter (ref. No. F — 17(40)/2001 T2 L&P/Vol-V/1016) dated
PS 10.03, from the [Pr.Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi
Government regarding compliance of Hon’ble Supreme Court orders relating to transparency
in PDS. Therein, it is stated that as Delhi has a Right to Information Act in force, people are
Tihle to acces:s PDS récords under this Act.

tloue\ er, it has been brought to our notice that the fee prescribed under this Act for
ceessing information is quite high and is making it difficult for the poor people to use this
law to access information about the PDS. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has desired that the
entire PDS should be transparent and people should be able to access information easily.

Therefore, in order tb comply with the orders of the Supreme Court, it is necessary to bring
down the applicable chalges to an affordable level of not more then Rs 5 per application, and
not more than Rs 1 per page for photocopying.

With regards? ‘
Gurws S
Dr N C Saxena ‘ S R Sankaran

| _ |
Cc. Nodal Officer; Pr. Secy-cum-Commissioner, Food & Supplies Department of Delhi
,t'iovernment.

4

CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A, MUNIRKA NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147
Email. commissioners@usnl.net
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_ DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THE CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

.
! March 25, 2004
1 PDS.RTI./171/Del

Mrs. Shailaja Chandra
Chief Secretary
Government of NCT, Delhi
Delhi Secretariat |

Delhi !

Dear Mrs iChandr%,

We have been given to understand that the Delhi High Court has granted stay in some
areas of Delhi against making PDS records available to public under the Delhi Right to
Information Act. As this appears to be contrary to the orders of the Supreme Court in this
matter, wé would be gr ateful if you could let us know whether the Delhi High Court has
been appmed of various orders passed by the Supreme Court in this regard. We would
also be glLalefu] IF copies of the relevant papers, including the aff'ddwts filed by your
government, be sent to us at the earliest so that this matter ¢z ' “rought to the notice of
the Supreme Cour}, if appropriate.

With regards

Boment Lol
Dr N C Sdxena S R Sankaran

Cc. Nodal Ofﬁceri
|
|

| CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C- I'?Ar MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51642147
Email. commissioners@vsnl.net
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Government of NCT, Delhi
Delhi Secretariat
Delhi L

|
Dear Mrs Chandrq",

| |

We have peen given to understand that the Delhi High Court has granted stay in some
areas of Delhi against making PDS records available to public under the Delhi Right to
Informaliin Act. As this appears to be contrary to the orders of the Supreme Court in this
matter, we would |be grateful if you could let us know whether the Delhi High Court has
been app:‘Lsed of various orders passed by the Supreme Court in this regard. We would
also be gltateful iEcopies of the relevant papers, including the affidavits filed by your
government, be sent to us at the earliest so that this matter = % . “rcught to the notice of
the Supreine Court, if appropriate. |

With rega:rds |

Borms { gl
Dr N C Saxena S R Sankaran

Cc. Nodal Officer]|

) CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES j
C-17A| MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-261 78048, 51642147
Email. commissioners@ysnl.net
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March 25, 2004
PDS.RTL/171/Del

Mors. Shailaja Chandra
Chief Secretary
Government of NCT, Delhi
Delhi Secfetariat |

Delhi | |

Dear Mrs Chandrq;

We have been glven to understand that the Delhi High Court has granted stay in some
areas of Delhi against making PDS records available to public under the Delhi Right to
Infor matuin Act. As this appears to be contrary to the orders of the Supreme Court in this
matter, we would |be grateful if you could let us know whether the Delhi High Court has
been applised of Various orders passed by the Supreme Court in this regard. We would
also be grateful if copies of the relevant papers, mcludmg the affidavits filed by your
government, be sent to us at the earliest so that this matter <2 . ,-uught to the notice of
the Supr e||‘ne Courl, if appropriate.

|
With regards |
By wment R

Dr N C Sdxena | S R Sankaran

Cc. Nodal Ofﬁceri

CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A| MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-26178048, 51 642147
Email. commissioners@ysnl.net
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|

| IN THE CASE; PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001
i ¢

| March 25, 2004
‘ 'PDS.RTL/171/Del

Mrs. Shai Laja Chahdra
Chief Sectetary |
Government of NCT, Delhi
Delhi Sectetariat

Delhi ' ° |

Dear Mrs :Chandre{,

| |
We have been gi\:aen to understand that the Delhi High Court has granted stay in some
areas of Delhi against making PDS records available to public under the Delhi Right to
Informaticin Act. As this appears to be contrary to the orders of the Supreme Court in this
matter, we would e grateful if you could let us know whether the Delhi High Court has
been apprgsed of Various orders passed by the Supreme Court in this regard. We would
also be grateful if copies of the relevant papers, including the affidavits filed by your
governmeht, be sent to us at the earliest so that this matter c2:- . ';:'sught to the notice of

the Suprel-ane Court, if appropriate.

With regards
@?{WW&” i :, q. f St
DrN C Sdxena | SRSl

Ce. Nodal Officer!
i

l [ CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES '
i C-17A MUNIRKA, NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-261 78048, 51642147
[ Email commissioners@usnl.net
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. DR. N. C. SAXENA, MR. S. R. SANKARAN
B COMMISSIONERS OF THE SUPREME COURT

IN THE CASE: PUCL Vs UOI & ORS. WRIT PETITION (Civil) NO. 196 of 2001

March 25,2004
| PDS.Transpcy/172/Del
Mrs Shailaja Chandra
Chief Seuetan_/
bovunmunt of NCT] Delhi
Delhi Secr etariat, [.P| Estate
}\Iew Delhi — 110002

|

‘ Subiect: Nop — Compliance of Supreme Court Orders relating to Transparency
- - in PDS

Dea1 Mrs Chandra !

\
Ymu attention is drawn to the orders of the Honorable Supreme Court, in PUCL versus
Union of Indja and others (No 196 of 2001), wherein the Hon’ble court has ordered that lists
of all the beneficiaries should be publicly displayed and made available to the people. You
may also kindly refer to our letter of 16 September, 2003 on the subject.

it has been brought to our notice that, even now, the lists of beneficiaries are not being
displayed in many of the circles and neither are they being provided to the people, even when
"equested. In fact, we have recently been sent the report of a survey conducted by two local

GOs in 15 circles, comprising two districts, of Delhi. The report brings out that in all these
circles the lists were not displayed anywhere. Further, when the officials were requested to
show the list. they invariably refused and it was only after they were shown copies of the

Supreme Court order|that a few of them relented and showed uic iises.
1

' | . . . . . ! .
In order to ensure easy access to these lists, it is again clarified that these lists should be

pnplayed on the notice boards of every circle. Duty should be cast upon a senior officer to
ensure that the lists are not tampered with or removed. It shall be the duty of this officer to
ensure immediate replacement in the event of any defacement of this list. Certified copies
must also be made available to any person who asks for them at a price of not more than Rs.
I per page. The lists should also be made available to the public in the form of CDs and
should not be priced 'at more than the cost of CD.
\

[t has also been brought to our notice that often, when people seek copies of records related to
dlStI‘lbuthl’l of rations. the ration dealers, who maintain these records, refuse to make these
records available, sometimes pieadmg their loss, theft or destruction. Also, we understand
;hat in Delh1, when people seek copies of records, the records have to be procured each time
from the respective dealer. Apart from being time consuming, this also leads to the dealer
eing alerted about the request and sometime about the identity of the applicant. This can
Febull in undue plessiue being put on the applicant.

ln some states. the F PS and KOD are required to submit their records every month, as a
matter of practice, to the Government. Such a practice minimi=r- the possibility of loss of
"eeords and Li*af the vi|ftimjzation of applicants. We think this is a healthy practice that would

CENTRE FOR EQUITY STUDIES
C-17A, |MUNIRKA NEW DELHI-110067. PHONE: +91-11-261 78048 51642147
Email. commissioners@usnl.net






help further the implementation of the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court. Therefore, the
Delhi Government should direct all the FPS and KOD to submit their records every month to
the Food Department. The records should include card register, daily sale register, stock
register and other registers maintained by the dealers and these should be kept with the Food

Department ﬁor providing copies and access to the public.
r !

We wou!ci be grateful if you kindly send us a status report on the compliance of these
Instructions within 15 days. as we need to report progress to the Hon’ble Supreme Court.
IWith regeltrds;

RIS s |
@’ g’r’ ‘ i .pl,_ , '—hl-lr‘:-"
Dr N C Saxena | S R Sankaran

Cc¢. Nodal Officer
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