STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Navneet Kapoor, Vice Chairman,

Akhil Bharitya Hindu Suraksha Sammitti,

Tatej Singh Market, Moga.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Civil Surgeon,
Muktsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1471 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Meena Jaggi, PIO the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Complainant by fax and a copy of the same has also been sent to the Commission. Complainant is absent. He was absent during the last date of hearing also. In view of the foregoing no action is required.
3.
This case is Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









  Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Ashwani Gupta,
S/o Sh. Kasturi Lal,

# 209, Shiv Nagar Colony,

P.O Jinala Flour Mill,

Amritsar.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Nagar Nigam,
Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1894 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Ashwani Gupta, the Complainant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has filed an application for information on 07.07.2008, whereas the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar has sent a reply on 31.10.2008, after delay of more than 3 months and that too wrong information has been given to him and prays that action should be taken against the M.C, for delay in giving the information. Complainant states that he has been informed that further action will be taken for effecting the demolition of the alleged encroachment as soon as the stay is vacated by the Hon’ble High Court. Complainant states that there is no stay order issued by the Hon’ble High Court and if any Municipal Corporation, Amritsar should supply him the copy of the said orders. Respondent is directed to provide copy of the stay orders, if any, of the Hon’ble High Court to the Complainant before the next date of hearing and also show cause why action should not be taken for not providing the information 
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within time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005, and also should file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,
Kundan Bhawan, 126, 

Model Town, Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o  Divisional Forest Officer,
Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana, 

Near Raj Guru Nagar, Opp.,

Westend Mall, Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1889 of 2008
Present:
(i) Mr. Deepak Kumar, on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Mohan Singh, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant has authorized Mr. Deepak Kumar to attend the hearing on his behalf. Complainant states that when he visited the office of the Respondent in connection with the information, the Suptd concerned refused to entertain him. Complainant further states that information was supplied to him after a period of more than 3 months and action should be taken against the PIO for not giving the information within  time as prescribed under the RTI Act. Sh. Mohan Singh, Clerk states that Sh. Gurjeet Singh, Suptd., is the PIO 
3.
PIO is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act for not providing the information within prescribed time and should file an affidavit in this regard and should appear personally on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Gurvinder Singh,
S/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

VPO-Mehma Sarja,

Distt-Bathinda-151201.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SEcy., Market Committee,
New Grain Market, Bathinda-151001.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1891 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Gurvinder Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Darshan Singh, Secy., on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has received the information but the same has been supplied after 3 months and prays that action should be taken against the Respondent for delay in providing the information. Respondent states that the information was sent by post on 25.07.2008. To verify this fact, Respondent is directed to produce the dispatch register on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Krishan Sood,
Prop. Sood Pesticides,

Dera Baba Nanak Road,

Batala, Distt-GUrdaspur.

        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Agriculture Officer,
Gurdaspur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1906 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Krishan Sood, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Surinder Pal Dhiwan, Agricultural Officer & Sh. Shahbad Singh, Administrative Officer on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that the information supplied to him is not authenticated. Respondent hafs agreed to supply the authenticated information within one week. 
3.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Smt. Swaran Kaur,
W/o Sh. Lakhwinder Singh,

Vill-Duttal, Tehsil-Patran,

Distt- Patiala.

C/o Sh. Balkar  Singh,

H. No.739, St No.11,

Tripti Town, Patiala.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Assistant Registrar Cooperative,
Societies, Samana New Anaz Mandi,

Samana, Bhwani Gash Road,

Samana, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1914 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Guljar Singh, Assistant Registrar on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the information as available in the record has already been supplied to the Complainant. Complainant is absent. Complainant may go through the information that has been provided to her and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   



Sd/-
                                                               (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Ram Asra Sharma,
S/o Sh. Dev Raj Sharma,

VPO-Rampura Bilron,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o.Sr. Executive Engineer, (PSEB)
Forest Division, Garshankar.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1483 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

2.
Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the both parties.

3.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   










Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Mandeep Singh,
# 20, Friends Colony,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o .Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1256 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Sh. G.S. Sikka  on behalf of the Complainant



(ii)  Sh.Harvinder Pal Singh, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has filed an application for information on 06.05.2008, still information has not been provided to him. He states that  PIO is deliberately not giving the information and prays that PIO should be penalized and he should be compensated for the detriment suffered by him on account of non supply of information.

3.
PIO states that sought for information is to be provided by Ajaib Singh (BRS Nagar), Suptd., Pritam Singh (Rajguru Nagar), Suptd. & R.L. Berry (Rishi Balmiki Nagar). All the three Suptd had been directed to provide the information and they are responsible for the delay in providing the information.

4.
In the above circumstances there is sufficient basis to prime facie presume that information in this case has deliberately not been given to the 
Contd…P-2

-2-

Complainant by the Respondents.  Accordingly, I call upon PIO, Sh. Ajaib Singh, Suptd., Pritam, Suptd. & R.L. Berry., the  deemed PIOs to show cause by filing an affidavit before the next date of hearing as to why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005, be not imposed on them and compensation be not granted to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by the Complainant. They are also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 04.12.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   



Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Dr. Ravinder Kaur,
Principal Lodge, Malwa Central College,

Of Education for Women, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1252 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. G.S. Sikka  on behalf of the Complainant


(ii)  Sh.Harvinder Pal Singh, PIO, the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that application for item no.1 is not available in the record so no action has been taken on the said application. For item no. 3 copy of the file notings has been provided to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant may go through the same and point the deficiencies, if any, before the next date of hearing. In order to verify the facts, Respondent is directed to bring the receipt register pertaining to the period of August 2006 and the concerned dealing clerk should also be present on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 04.12.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   










Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Tejwant Singh,

VPO-Bhawaur, Tehsil-Dhuri,

Distt-Sangrur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DDPO, Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 693 of 2008

Present:
None
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present. One more opportunity is given to the both parties.
3.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   










Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Dinesh Kumar,

# 56-B, Gali Patwarian,

Gopal Nagar, St No-3,

Majitha Road, Amritsar.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Pb, Tourisam Development Corporation,

Ltd. (PTDC), SCO-183-184, Sec-8-C,

Chandigarh.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1677 of 2008

Present:
(i)  Sh. Dinesh Kumar, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Anil Kshetarpal , Advocate on behalf of the Respondent, O/o 

   Punjab Tourism Development Corporation Ltd. (PTDC)

ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that information has not as yet been supplied in its entirety to him regarding his service record i.e. completed years in service, account of leave encashment and recoveries etc. Respondent states that it will take three weeks to cull out the complete details. Respondent is directed to supply the complete details as asked for before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 05.12.08 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   










Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Gian Deep,

S/o Sh. Kuldeep Singh,

# 10, VPO Lalru,

Tehsil., Dera Bassi, Distt-Mohali.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Secretary,

Zila Parishad, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1569 of 2007

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Nakul Sharma, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent  
ORDER

Heard.
2.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to fix the responsibility of erring official for the loss of original application form of Smt. Vandana Arora D/o Sh. O.P.Arora. Respondent states that regarding the loss of application form of Smt. Vandana Arora D/o Sh. O.P.Arora an enquiry was marked to BDPO, Sanour and after the receipt of report from Enquiry officer action will be taken accordingly. This was also mentioned in the affidavit submitted by the PIO on 23.09.08. 
3.
Respondent states that the remaining information as asked for was sent to Complainant on 26.09.08 but the Complainant has refused to take the delivery of said letter sent by post and the same has been received back undelivered. 

4.
Complainant is absent but he has sent a letter submitting, that 
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Respondent is not providing the information for the last 4-5 months so penalty be imposed on PIO and he should be compensated for the delay.

5.
In this case, the application for information was made by the Complainant on 24.07.2007. The information required by the Complainant concerns the appointment of primary school teacher in the year 2006. Since, no information was received by the Complainant within 30 days prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005; a complaint was made by him to the Commission on 03.09.2007, requesting taking of necessary action in the matter. Notice of hearing was issued by the Commission on 28.11.2007, requiring PIO to appear before the Commission on 13.12.2007, either personally or through authorized representative who should be well conversant with the facts of the case. On the hearing on 13th Dec. Respondent submitted that due to certain queries the required information could not be given. The Complainant stated that he had already submitted the reply to all the queries raised by the Respondent. The initial reply was sent to the Complainant by the Respondent in response to information sought for on 02.01.2008. On the hearing on 11th March 2008, PIO was directed to supply the information and also to appear personally on the next date of hearing i.e on 26th March 2008. On 26th March 2008, none appeared on behalf of the Respondent nor was any information provided. So, PIO was asked to show cause why penalty under Section 20, of the RTI Act 2005 be not imposed on him

6.
The PIO filed an affidavit in response to show cause notice. In this affidavit PIO submitted that he was on medical leave from 11.04.2008 to 28.05.2008 and again from 17.06.2007 to 15.07.2008, and his absence before the Commission was not intentional and further submitted that work regarding selection of the teachers in the District was carried out by the selection committee and the record was in possession of different clerks of the Zila Parishad, Patiala.
7.
PIO submits that there is no default on his part in the supply of 
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information. In my view, the averments made in the affidavit do not absolve the PIO in any manner. He has clearly not performed his duties under the RTI Act 2005 in keeping with either the letter or the spirit of statute. It is also to be noticed that the Respondent has been functioning in a most lackadaisical manner. The Respondent has taken his own sweet time in supplying the information and has not shown any concern for the rights of the Complainant. The Respondent PIO has, therefore, become liable to be penalized under Section 20 of RTI Act 2005. Though, in facts and circumstances of the case, a penalty of Rs. 25000/-(i.e minimum amount) could be imposed, I am of the view that the ends of justice would be met by imposing a penalty of Rs.2500/- (Two thousand and five hundred only) upon the Respondent PIO i.e Sh. Paramjit Singh Sidhu, Public Information Officer-cum- Deputy Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Patiala. This amount of penalty shall be personal liability of the PIO. The Deputy Commissioner, Patiala shall ensure that this amount of penalty is deducted from the salary of the Respondent and deposited in the Treasury under the relevant head.

8.
The Complainant is also entitled to the compensated for the detriment suffered by him on account of the delay caused in the supply of the information and on account of ten hearings attended by the Complainant before the Commission. In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs.5000/- (Five Thousand Only) to the Complainant as compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act. It is clarified that the amount of compensation will be paid by the Public Authority i.e Zila Parishad, Patiala. The compensation shall be paid within in one week from the receipt of copy of this order, failing which the Commission shall consider enhancement in the amount of compensation. 
9.
Adjourned to 04.12.08 (2.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties as well as Deputy Commissioner, Patiala  



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th November, 2008
CC:-  Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Jaswant Singh,

# 3911, W.No. 12 (15), 
Hamayunpur Sirhind,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. DEO (SS),

Fatehgarh Sahib.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1502 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Jaswant Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rattan Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has already been sent to the Complainant. Complainant is not satisfied with the information supplied. Respondent states that an enquiry has been conducted with regard to affidavit filed by the Complainant. Copy of the enquiry report has been given to the Complainant

3.
In view of the foregoing, no further action is required.  This case is Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Prem Singh Grewal,

104 (Prem Kunj), New

Officers’ Colony,

Stadium Road, Patiala.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,

MC, Patiala.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2181 of 2007

Present:
(i)  Sh. Prem Singh Grewal, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sajal Kosar, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Arguments heard. Judgment reserved.

Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  6th November, 2008
