STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Mohan Lal,

S/o Sh. Hans Raj,

R/o Vill: Sialba,

Tehsil: Kharar, Distt. Mohali.




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Engineer (C-I),

Greater Mohali Area Dev. Authority,

PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62, Mohali.






…… Respondent


                         
  AC – 52 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

On 18.08.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the appellant for the detriment suffered, was reserved.
2.

The case relates to seeking information on a service matter.  Initial request containing four items was filed on 13.06.2008 and on not getting a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 19.12.2008.  He had also approached the first Appellate Authority on 23.10.2008.

3.

The Respondent PIO, however, submitted that information 
had been sent to the Appellant vide Memo No. 842-43 dated 17.04.2009.  Since the 
Appellant had not received the same, the Respondent was directed to provide the 
requisite information. Deficient information and response to various observations 
submitted by the Appellant has been provided vide Respondent’s letters 
No. EO (R)-EA-2/2009/885 dated 04.05.2009, No.953-54 dated 18.05.2009, 
No. GMADA-EO (R) S-2-2006/1060 dated 28.05.2009, No. Suptd(R) GMADA-S-
2-2008/2197 dated 22.06.2008, No. EO (R)-GMADA-2009/S-2/1345 dated 10.07.2009, No.Suptd.(R)-GMADA-09/S-2/1872 dated 23.07.2009, Suptd. 
(R)-GMADA-09/S-2/1584 dated 10.08.2009.  Thus, information as demanded by the Appellant was provided by the Respondent in full and to his satisfaction after approximately 14 months and it was provided after five hearings. 
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4.

The appellant thus requested that penalty be imposed on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the 
detriment that he had suffered.  Accordingly, the Respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation be not award to the Appellant for the detriment suffered. 

5. 

The Respondent APIO initially submitted an affidavit dated 02.09.2009 and a copy was sent to the Appellant who submitted his comments on 14.09.2009.

6. 

The Respondent PIO submitted an affidavit on 29.09.2009.  The Respondent sent a copy of this affidavit by registered post to the Appellant vide letter No.1981 dated 01.10.2009.  Since the Appellant had not received the said affidavit, the appellant collected a copy of the said affidavit on 04.12.2009 and submitted his response vide his letter dated 16.12.2009.

7. 

The respondent PIO has not brought out any specific reasons for the delay in providing information. 

8. 

I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  Complete information has been provided to the Appellant after approximately fourteen months.  The Respondent reacted only after a notice was issued by the Commission  on 25.03.2009.  Neither the APIO nor the PIO have justified the reasons for the delay in providing information till 17.04.2009 which had been demanded on 13.06.2008.  The response of the Respondent was however, prompt only after the case was in progress in the Commission. 

9. 

Thus, it is evident that the system adopted by the Respondent Public Authority has not met the aspirations of the information seekers and also that provisions relating to time stipulations  laid down in the RTI Act 2005 have not been met by the Respondent.  Rather than imposing penalty on the Respondent PIO, I direct that this case be placed before the Chief Administrator, GMADA for taking necessary cognizance and reviewing the existing system of implementing the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.  A detailed introspection of the existing system is essential.  A confirmation to this effect will be submitted by the Chief Administrator by 20.01.2010.
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10. 

For the detriment suffered by the Appellant in seeking information, compensation amounting to Rs.3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand only) is awarded to the Appellant.  This amount will be paid by the Respondent department by 15.01.2010.

11. 

To come up on compliance of orders on 21.01.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

12. 

Copies be sent to both the parties and to Sh. Vikas Pratap, Chief Administrator, GMADA, Mohali for taking necessary cognizance of this case. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga – 148 031,     

Distt. Sangrur.                                                         ……..……………… Appellant  





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.                                          ……………..…… Respondent

     AC –135 of 2009


ORDER 

1.

On 19.11.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered was reserved.
2.

The case relates to seeking information regarding the grants, their utilization and development projects undertaken by BDPO, Lehragaga.  Initial request containing five items was sent on 19.09.2008.  On not getting a response the Appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 16.02.2009.

3.

Information was provided to the Appellant vide letter No. 2228 dated 16.10.2008, FPA 393 Counter No.1 dated 31.12.2008 and FPA 412 Counter No.1 dated 27.10.2009.

4.

Since there was a delay of thirteen months in providing information, the respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the Appellant for the determent suffered. 

5. 

The Respondent PIO Sh. Mallok Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer submitted an affidavit dated 11.11.2009.  He has highlighted that:- 

(a) Request for information was received on 22.09.2008. Vide letter No.2212 dated 13.10.2008, the Appellant had been requested to deposit the requisite fee.  Sh. Harpal Singh, Messenger had taken the said letter for delivery. 
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(b) Information about 51 villages had to be collected and after collation it was required to be provided.  

(c ) Information was sent vide letter No.2228 dated 16.10.2008.

(d) Since the requirements were being changed, it was difficult to collect, collate and further pass on the requisite information. 

(e) In any case, the delay is not intentional. 

6. 

In his response to the affidavit of the Respondent PIO dated 19.1.2009, the Appellant has highlighted the detriment he had to suffer in order to obtain information. 

7. 

I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  I am of the view that there has been a delay in providing information. However, this delay is not intentional.  Thus, this is not a fit case for imposing any penalty.  For the detriment suffered, the Appellant is awarded a compensation of Rs.1000/- (Rupees One Thousand only).  This will be paid by 20.01.2010 by the respondent department. 

8. 

  To come up for compliance of order 21.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

9. 

  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Harjinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Naranjan Singh,

R/o VPO: Talwandi Aryian,

Tehsil & Distt. Hoshiarpur.





…… Appellant






          Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Pb.,

Near Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar, Mohali.

 (ii)  First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Dev.) & Panchayats,

Pb., Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



…… Respondents

  AC – 761 of 2009







ORDER

1. On 03.12.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in provision of information was reserved. 

2. The case relates to a service matter.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 8.7.2009.  The Appellant approached the First Appellate Authority on 31.08.2009 and on not receiving a response, the Appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 04.10.2009.

3. Information as had been demanded by the Appellant on 08.07.2009 was provided vide letter No. 27092-93 dated 18.11.2009.

4. Since there was a delay in providing information of approximately four months, the Respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information under the provisions of Sector 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005.  He was also given an opportunity under Section 20 (1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty.  He was to take note that in case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission would proceed to take  further proceedings against him ex-parte. 
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5.  
In response Smt. Raminder Kaur Buttar, Deputy Director (Women Programme)-cum-PIO made a written submission vide Memo No.  283338 dated 27.11.2009. In her submission she has stated that:- 

“ (a) It is admitted that there was a delay in supplying the information to the Appellant. 

(b) I, tender an unconditional apology for delay in providing the  information to the Appellant and humbly submit that this delay was not intentional. It simply occurred due to acute shortage of dealing staff in the RTI Cell of this department”. 

6.  
On being given an opportunity to make a verbal submission on 03.12.2009 with regard to the delay in provision of information wherein she reiterated the aspect brought out in her written submission and added that she had requested the Administrative Secretary to increase the strength of staff in the RTI Cell. 

7.  
An opportunity was given to the Appellant to submit his comments/observations on the written submission by the respondent.  The Appellant submitted his comments vide his letter dated 05.12.2009. 

8.  
I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.   I am of the view that the approach of the respondent has been lackadaisical in this case.  The respondent reacted only after a notice of hearing was issued on 28.10.2009.  No justification has been provided as the reason for the delay.  It is apparent that provisions of the RTI Act 2005 have not been implemented by the respondent.  The respondent did not submit an affidavit as had been directed on 25.11.2009.

9.  
For the delay in providing information a penalty of Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousand only) is imposed on Smt. Ravinder Kaur Butter, PIO.  This amount will be deducted from her salary and deposited in the Treasury.  Further, 
the respondent is directed to institute measures to ensure that information seeker 
are not harassed and that provisions of the RTI Act are implemented. 
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10. To come up for compliance of orders on 21.01.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

11. Copies be sent to both the parties.  A copy be sent to Sh. Jagpal Singh Sandhu, IAS, Financial Commissioner, Department of Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9, Chandigarh for taking cognizance of this case. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.C. Arora, Advocate,

S/o Sh. Sunder Dass,

H.No. 2299, Sector- 44 C, 

Chandigarh. 






……….…… Appellant 





          Vs

(i) Public Information Officer,

O/o Deptt. of Personnel (IAS Branch), 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh. 


(ii) First Appellate Authority, 

O/o Deptt. of  Personnel (IAS Branch), 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh. 






…………..Respondents 

 AC-711 of 2009


             





      ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Yog Raj Sharma, Under Secretary, Deptt. of Personnel; Sh. Arun Kumar, Superintendent, IAS Br., Deptt. of Personnel and Sh. Sham Lal, Senior Assistant, IAS Br., Deptt. of Personnel, Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

The case came up for compliance of order issued on 14.12.2009.

2.

Through his letter dated 29.12.2009, the complainant has confirmed that he has received the requisite information on 24.12.2009.  The Respondent submits a copy of his letter No. 2348 dated 24.12.2009 confirming provision of information.

3.

The case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Sunita Rani,

W/o Sh. Mohinder Singh Sood,

H.No. 2626/1, Sector- 44 C,

Chandigarh. 






…… Appellant 






          Vs

(i) Public Information Office,

O/o The Under Secretary (Accounts), 

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh. 


(ii) First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Secretary to Govt. Pb.,

Deptt. of General Administration,

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh. 



…… Respondents

AC- 962 of 2009



             





       ORDER
Present:
Smt. Sunita Rani, Appellant in person.

Sh. Mangat Ram, Superintendent, Accounts – 5 Br. and Sh. Harchand Singh, Senior Assistant, Accounts – 5 Br., Deptt. of General Administration, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to a service matter.  Initial request for information was filed on 14.7.2009 and on being refused this information on 17.8.2009, the appellant approached the First Appellate Authority on 15.9.2009.  She finally met the First Appellate Authority on 9.12.2009 and on not being satisfied with the response of the Respondent, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 2.12.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that information pertaining to Item No. 4 of the original request dated 14.7.2009 has not been provided to the appellant.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent will provide reasons for non-supply of information through a written submission by 10.01.2010.

4.

The appellant submits that she has been harassed for seeking this information by the respondent.

5.

To come up for compliance of order on 12.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur -148 001.





....……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt.,  (LG –IV Br.),

SCO No. 131 – 132, Juneja Building, 

Sector – 17 C, Chandigarh.                                                ..…….…… Respondent  


             CC –2974 of 2008



         ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Jaswant Singh, Superintendent – cum – APIO, LG – IV Br. and Sh. Gurpal Singh, Senor Assistant, LG – IV Br.,  Deptt. of Local Government, Punjab, Pb. Mini Sectt. Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 10.12.2009, the respondent had been directed to submit his response to the observations submitted by the complainant on 29.11.2009 and 10.12.2009. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO who had been directed to be present, is not present.  The respondent present states that letters containing observations have not been received from the complainant and as such no information has been provided.  The respondent further states that no PIO has been appointed in his office.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed :-

(a) To provide the requisite information as had been directed on 10.12.2009 at the earliest but not later than 05.01.2010 with a copy to the Commission.
(b) The case be put up to Sh. C. Roul, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Department of Local Government, for taking necessary cognizance of this fact that no PIO has been appointed so far.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO, if appointed, will be personally present with a copy of the information, sent to the complainant.
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4.

This case will come up on 12.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; Sh. C.Roul, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Department of Local Govt., Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9, Chandigarh and Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab.  It is brought to his notice that the respondent department has not appointed any PIO resulting in difficulty to the information seekers.
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Gurjail Singh,

S/o Sh. Harnam Singh,

Ex. Sarpanch, Vill. Bahmna,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o  The Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector -9, Chandigarh.


…..…… Respondent



    
  CC – 3303 of 2009


 



           ORDER

Present:
Sh. Gurjail Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh. Jasbir Singh, BDPO, Samana; Sh. Jatinder Singh, DDPO at Hqr., O/o Director, Rur. Dev. & Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Mohali and Sh. Gurmail Singh, Superintendent, L.D. Br., O/o Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats, Pb., Mohali.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 10.12.2009, the respondent had been directed to be specific in providing status of complainant’s letter dated 23.01.2009.
2.

During the proceedings today wherein the concerned BDPO Sh. Jasbir Singh  is personally present, the case was discussed regarding individuals who have not been allotted plots.  The complainant agrees to provide a list of such individuals at 1000 hours on 30.12.2009 to BDPO, Samana.  The respondent is directed to provide the exact status of the individuals by 05.1.2010 with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 06.01.2010 at 11.00 AM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Raj Kumar Gautam,

S/o late Sh. Ajudhia Parshad Gautam,

R/o H. No. 1174/1, Mohalla Sudan,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Welfare of SCs & BCs Department, Punjab,

SCO No. 128 – 129, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3363 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar Gautam, Complainant in person.

Sh. Bhupinder Singh, Superintendent Grade 1 - cum – APIO, O/o Director, Welfare of SCs & BCs, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 11.12.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide the requisite information as held on record by registered post free of cost to the complainant with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission by 25.12.2009.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. 32157 dated 24.12.2009 , a copy of which is taken on record.

3.

The case is disposed of and closed.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizen Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344,

Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Excise & Taxation Commissioner,

Bhupindra Road, Patiala.





…… Respondent





  CC - 3681 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Kuldeep Singh Khaira, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harwinder Singh, Excise & Taxation Inspection & Assistant, RTI Br., O/o Commissioner, Excise & Taxation, Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding sale of liquor in various districts of Punjab.  Initial request was filed on 2.10.2009.  The information was denied vide respondent’s letter dated 8.10.2009.  Accordingly, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 20.11.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent makes a written submission dated 28.12.2009.  He states that the requisite information is not held on record.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent PIO is directed to inform the complainant  regarding non-availability of information on record as sought by the complainant vide his original request dated 02.10.2009, by 05.01.2010 with a copy to the Commission.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 06.01.2010 at 11.00 AM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil  Lines, Ludhiana – 141 001.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director,

Social Security, Women & Child Development Deptt., Pb.,

SCO No. 102 – 103, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3686 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Raman Kumar Sharma, Superintendent Grade 1 – cum – APIO, O/o Director, Social Security, Women & Child Development, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding implementation of the Maintenance and Welfare of Parents and Senior Citizens Act, 2007.  Initial request was filed on 3.6.2009.  The respondent provided response on 11.8.2009.  Having found information to be inadequate, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 2.12.2009 which contained his observations.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that he has not received the said letter containing observations.  Accordingly, a copy of the same was provided to him to submit response to the observations by 10.01.2010.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 19.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil  Lines, Ludhiana – 141 001.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Financial Commissioner (Dev.),

Department of Agriculture, Govt. of Punjab, 5th Floor,

Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, 

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3687 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Raj Kumari, Senior Assistant, Agriculture Br. IV, Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh. Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager, Council for Citrus and Agri. Juicing in Punjab, Sector – 34, Chandigarh.
1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding formation and functioning of various Councils.  Initial request containing 11 items was filed on 27.5.2009 and on not getting a proper response, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 2.12.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondent has not received observations submitted by the complainant.  A copy of his letter dated               02.12.2009 is handed over to the Respondent.  The respondent is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant by 10.01.2010.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO will be personally present along with a copy of the information sent to the complainant.
3.

To come up on 19.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh. N.S.Kang, IAS, Financial Commissioner (Dev.) and Agriculture, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Surinder Rai,

S/o Sh. Rolu Ram,

Village Khadiala Sainian,

Distt. Hoshiarpur,

PIN : 146 113.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Hoshiarpur – I.






…… Respondent





  CC - 3695 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Malkiat Singh on behalf of Sh. Surinder Rai, Complainant.

Sh. Sahib Singh, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Block- I, Hoshiarpur.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter wherein the initial request was sent on 8.7.2009.  On not getting a proper response, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission received in the office of the Commission on 01.12.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that a copy of the proceedings has been handed over to the respondent.  The respondent has, however, stated that there is nothing on record to show the status of action initiated on proceedings dated 28.10.2009.

3.

Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.
4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Sarjit Singh,

General Secretary,

# 782, Urban Estate,

Phase – I, Patiala.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Patiala.






…… Respondent





  CC - 3696 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sarjit Singh, Complainant in person along with Sh. D.C.Gupta.

Sh. Raj Pal, Superintendent O/o Estate Officer, PUDA, Patiala and Sh. Ravinder Pal Singh, Accounts Assistant O/o Estate Officer, PUDA, Patiala.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter wherein initial request containing ten items was filed on 26.8.2009.  The respondent vide his letter No. 353 dated 1.10.2009 informed the complainant that the requisite information was being held and would be provided shortly.  On not receiving a response, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.11.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.  The respondent present is not familiar with the case.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant by 10.01.2010 with a copy of the said letter to the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO will be personally present along with a copy of the information demanded by the complainant.  He will also submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why complainant not be awarded compensation for the detriment suffered.
4.

The PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.
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5.

To come up on 14.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Smt. Ram Piari,

D/o Sh. Ram Saroop,

Vill: Khandebad, P.O. Ghorenab,

Tehsil Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block  Development & Panchayat Officer,

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur.




…… Respondent





  CC - 3703 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Harinder Singh on behalf of Smt. Ram Piari, Complainant.



Sh. Gandhi Singh, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Lehragaga.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter wherein two separate applications dated 6.10.2009 have been filed by the Complainant and on not getting a response, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 21.11.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, information pertaining to the case of allocation of plots is handed over to the complainant.  The respondent states that he will provide information pertaining to allocation of funds by 05.01.2010, with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 06.01.2010 at 11.00 AM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Karam Chand,

S/o Sh. Lehna Ram,

H. No. 69, Mohalla Mutiarpura, Mehli Gate,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The President,

Distt. Kapurthala Khadi Gram Udyog Karya Karta Sangh,

G.T. Road, Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.


…… Respondent





  CC - 3728 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Karam Chand, Complainant in person.

Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Secretary, Distt. Kapurthala Khadi Gram Udyog Karya Karta Sangh, Phagwara.

1.

The case relates to a service matter wherein initial request for information was filed by the complainant on 28.7.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 11.11.2009. 

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondent is not within the jurisdiction of this Commission, being a Central Government Organisation.   Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed and consigned to the records.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Makhan Goyal,

S/o Sh. Prem Chand,

Sagar Basti, W. No. 13,

Patran Mandi, Distt. Patiala.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patran, Distt. Patiala.




…… Respondent





  CC - 3709 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.
1.

Since neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present, one more opportunity is given to the Complainant to progress his case.

2.

Adjourned to 14.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan,

S/o Sh. Kuldip Rai Mahajan,

President of Anti Corruption Council,

Opp. Water Tank, Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot (Pb.).




…… Appellant






          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Engineer,

Drainage Division, Canal Complex,

Amritsar.







…… Respondent




 
    AC – 476 of 2009







ORDER

Present:
Sh Yogesh Mahajan, Appellant in person along with Sh. Arvind Kumar, H. No. 928, Asha Purni Mandir, Pathankot.

Sh. J.S.Sandhu, XEN – cum – PIO, Amritsar Drainage Division, Amritsar; Sh. Jagdish Singh, Superintendent, O/o XEN, Amritsar Drainage Division, Amritsar and Sh. R.L.Sharma, Divisional Accounts Officer, O/o XEN, Amritsar Drainage Division, Amritsar.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 10.12.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide response to the observations submitted by the appellant vide his letter No. ACC – 1856-57 dated 28.11.2009 by 15.12.2009.  Sh. Jasbir Singh Sandhu, XEN – cum – PIO, Amritsar Drainage Division, Amritsar, was to be personally present with an affidavit certifying that no additional information was held on record.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the response has been provided vide letter No. 2941 – 43/1E/RTI dated 4.12.2009.  The appellant still has some observations.  These were discussed.  It emerges that the only deficiency is a justification note as asked for in Serial No. 4.  The respondent states that this will be provided by 10.01.2010 with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission
3.

To come up on 21.01.2010 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 29.12.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner
