STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Baldev Raj Joshi,

63/B, New Kitchlu Nagar,

Partap Singh Wala,

Opposite Radha Swami Satsang Ghar, 

Ludhiana.        
       
                               
            …..Complainant
                                                          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Phagwara, District Kapurthala.


            ….. Respondent

CC No. 310 of 2008






         ORDER

Present  :
Mr. Baldev Raj Joshi, Complainant, in person.


  Representative, Mr. Hem  Raj, Accountant, for the Respondent 
----



Heard both the parties.

2.
            The information sought by the Complainant vide his application dated 24.01.2008  has been given to him except for  information on one point i.e. a photo copy of his last  Annual Confidential Report for the year 1996-97.
3.
           I direct the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Phagwara to give a certified copy of the Annual Confidential Report to the Complainant within 15 working days from today with a compliance report to the Commission.

The case stands disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



             State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 05, 2008.

Saini

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Bippinjit Singh,

R/o 2072-C, MIG Independent,

Sector 70, Mohali.



     
                               …..Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Divisional Engineer, C-1,

GMADA, SAS Nagar, 

Mohali.                                                                                           ……Respondent
       

AC No. 08 of 2008





 ORDER

Present:     
None for the Appellant.

Representative,Mr. Mohinderpal Singh, Supdtt., for the Respondent.





-----


The information was handed over to a representative of the Appellant, Mr. Parveen Kumar, on  03-points, i.e. 1, 2 & 6, on 07.04.2008.  Nothing contrary has been heard.


The case stands disposed of and closed.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



             State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 05, 2008.

Saini

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
R.S. Sandhu,

Ivory Towers Flats Owners Association,

Ivory Towers Complex,

Sector-70, Mohali.      
                               
           


         …..Complainant
Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar,

Mohali.






                 
     ……. Respondent

CC No. 652 of 2008




               ORDER
Present:
Mr. R.S. Sandhu,  Complainant in person.



Mr. Gurbax Singh, A.P.I.O., for the Respondent.






----



No information has been given.

2.
           I direct the Respondent to supply legible and certified copies of the information demanded on all the three points by the Complainant, as per his RTI application dated 18.02.2008.  The Respondent and the Complainant have mutually agreed to meet in the  office of  Mr. Gurbax Singh, A.P.I.O., on 09.05.2008 at 11.00  a.m. to collect the information on all the 03 points, which will be supplied free of cost.

        The case will come up for confirmation on 21.05.2008 (Wednesday) at 11.00 a.m. in room No. 07, III Floor, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



             State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 05, 2008.

Saini

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
N. K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd.),

Sayal  Street,

Sirhind




     
                           …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.                  







    
                       ……Respondent

CC No. 1967 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:     
Mr. N.K. Sayal,  Complainant in person.

Representative, Mr. Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant, for the Respondent.

----


In the instant case, a copy of the inquiry report against a former Junior Engineer of Municipal Council, Sirhind, was sent to the Complainant on 28.04.2008.  The Complainant, Mr. Sayal, says that as per his information there are two inquiries being conducted against the said Junior Engineer. The 14 pages inquiry report, that he has received, pertains to Parshu Ram Nagar, whereas, he had sought inquiry report in this case pertaining to Shamsher Singh Avenue. 
2.
       The Respondent, Mr. Paramjit Singh, says he is not aware if any other inquiry is being held and that the inquiry report sent to complainant covers both issues. He further says that as for his branch, there is nothing more to give to the Complainant in the instant case.
3.
          I direct the P.I.O., Office of the Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, to look into the matter whether two inquiries are being conducted against the same Junior Engineer or there is only one inquiry whose report has been given to the Complainant.  He should send the correct and factual information to 
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the Complainant with intimation to the Commission  within 15 working days from today. The P.I.O. should clearly state whether 14 page inquiry report sent to Complainant covers both issues – Parshuram Nagar and Shamsher Singh Avenue – or only one issue.  

       The case is adjourned to 26.05.2008 for confirmation.
                     Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



             State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 05, 2008.

Saini

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Joginder Singh,

H. No. 1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.

     
                 …..Complainant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Chamkaur Sahib.
                                                
                 ….. Respondent
CC No. 2137 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:     
Mr. Joginder Singh, Complainant in person.



None for the Respondent.

----


It is the 5th consecutive hearing in the instant case when the Respondent has not appeared on any of the hearing  dates.  The Complainant had filed an application under the RTI Act to the B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib on 30.07.2007  seeking information on two points –

1) Details of money withdrawn by Smt.  Amarjit Kaur as shown on page                  24 vide ‘Mata’ nos. 2, 3, 4 & 5 and also give detail of the amount spent vide fake Mata  dated 23/08/06.

2)  Also supply me bank statement of accounts of the panchayat Bhallian   duly signed by bank manager for the period of April to December 2006.

2.
        At  the last hearing on 07.04.2008, a copy of that order was also sent to  Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, by name, to  direct the B.D.P.O.. Chamkaur Sahib to be present personally at the next hearing, i.e. today,and also bring along  the requisite information on the  02- points mentioned above.  The B.D.P.O. (Ms. Dalbir Kaur) was also asked  on 10.03.2008 to file an Affidavit why action should not be taken against her under Section 20 of the RTI 
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Act.  This Affidavit was to be filed on or before 07.04.2008, the next date of hearing.
3.

There is no compliance of the Commission’s order of 14.01.2008, 18.02.2008, 10.03.2008 and 07.04.2008.  This is a serious violation of the RTI Act. It also shows utter casual and callous attitude of the B.D.P.O. The Complainant states, with a heavy heart, that such has been the time- gap since he had sought the information that the very purpose for which the information was demanded stands almost defeated. Also, with panchayat elections under way and some transfers affected in the recent weeks, the entire scenario has changed.  He regrets that the Respondent has taken the Commission lightly and for a ride. 
4.

A perusal of the proceedings prima facie reveals that the Respondent-P.I.O. may be liable for penalty under Section 20 (1) of the R.T.I. Act, 2005.  The denial of information and non-compliance of the Commission’s orders tantamounts to violation of the Act and malafide denial of information. Lack of any response on the part of B.D.P.O. not only shows the obstructionist attitude of the Respondent (B.D.P.O.) but is also a reflection on the functioning of the Directorate of Rural Development and Panchayats.

5.

The Act stipulates imposing a penalty of Rs.250 for each day till application is received or information is furnished.  However, total amount of such penalty shall not exceed Rs.25000. 
6.
           B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib, is given another opportunity of being heard before the penalty is imposed on her. Consequently, I direct B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib to submit an Affidavit before the next date of hearing and also supply information to the Complainant. 
7.                   The Affidavit should state:

               (1)   why information has been denied for the past seven months;

               (2)   why there has been no appearance of the Respondent at any of    


 the five hearings held on 14.01.08, 18.02.08, 10.03.08, 07.04.08 


 and 05.05.08;
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                (3)  why penalty be not imposed under Section 20 of the R.T.I, Act.

8. 

A copy of this order be sent  by name to Ms. Dalbir Kaur, B.D.P.O., Chamkaur Sahib, under Registered post.  A copy also be sent  by name to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, who should ensure compliance of this order.  


     The case is adjourned to  26.05.2008  for further proceedings.
                  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

       (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



             State Information Commissioner.

Dated, May 05, 2008.

Saini

