STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Baljeet Singh 

# 109, Green Enclave,

Kharar Road,

Daon-140301 (Distt. Mohali)




       …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Mohali


2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Mohali.





   
  …Respondents

AC - 1083/2010
Order

Present: None for the Complainant.


   For the Respondent Sh. Ramesh Lal, Reader in person. 
    (98146-41583)



Submission has been given by M.S. Kainth, Additional Deputy Commissioner Mohali. 

“That the perusal of reply by Tehsildar, Mohali reveals that the complainant sought information under the RTI Act vide various communications starting from 27.09.2009. However the information sought by complainant was very voluminous. Secondly it was not available with the office in the desired format. He had asked for the information regarding registration of documents in Tehsil SAS Nagar in which area from 4 Marlas to 16 Marlas were transferred for the period 1.01.2008 to 01.09.2008 i.e. for the period of 20 months. There are 13000 such registration deeds out of which this information had to be culled out and prepared in the format in which asked by complainant. This exercise has been undergone in office before supplying the reply which has resulted in the delay in reply.”


It is also pointed out that neither the PIO Sh. M.S. Kainth nor the APIO Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Tehsildar-cum-DRO appeared in the hearing held in the Commission on 10.01.2011, 21.02.2011, 30.03.2011 and today i.e. 03.05.2011.  The original application is dated 24.09.2009 and first letter written to the Complainant is dated 18.10.2010 whereby the information was provided.  More than one year had lapsed from the date of original application.  Even though the information was voluminous, there was no reason for the PIO not to respond to the Complainant. 
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This information of 18.10.2010 was followed by communication dated 15.11.2010. In the order 10.01.2011, it was recorded that the information provided to the complainant was incomplete and delayed.  Finally, the complete information was provided on 21.02.2011.   Not only was first response given to the complainant after a lapse of one year but also, the complete information stood provided after three hearings had taken place. Keeping in view the casual and negligent attitude of the PIO in attending to the RTI application and the consequent delay in providing the complete information to the complainant, a compensation of Rs. 2,000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) to the complainant. 


The amount of compensation is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Mohali against acknowledgment of the complainant, within a fortnight.



The acknowledgment of the complainant be sent to the Commission for records. 



For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 21.06.2011 at 11.00 AM in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94170-22933)

Sh. Sher Singh,

Ex-President,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind – 140406.






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Mini Secretariat Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh. 





   …Respondent

CC- 308/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sher Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ramesh Verma, PIO 


In the earlier hearing dated 31.03.2011, it was recorded: 

“None appeared on behalf of the respondent in the earlier hearing and similar is the case today.   This clearly indicates that the attitude of the respondent is careless and casual.   However, one more opportunity is granted to the respondent to appear before the Commission and explain the position.

In the next date fixed, Sh. S.K. Sharma, Director Local Govt. Punjab shall appear in person to apprise the Commission of the latest position in the matter. 

PIO, office of the Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab is also directed to appear personally. 

Penal proceedings as per provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 shall be initiated if in the next hearing, no appearance as directed, is made on behalf of the respondent.”



Today, Sh. Ramesh Verma is present on behalf of respondent and submits two documents dated 11.04.2011 and 21.04.2011.  The letter dated 21.04.2011 which is addressed to the Director, Local Govt., reads as under: -



“Ref. letter no. 9/29/2011-3LG3/878 dated 11.04.2011.

In CC No. 2286 of 2009, you had appeared personally and
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stated that PIO, office of the Director, Local Govt. Punjab will pass a speaking order for not providing the third party information to the complainant.  Now the complainant has filed CC No. 308/11 before the Hon’ble Commission.  A copy of the application is being forwarded to you and the information sought be provided immediately and the compliance be reported.  The next date fixed in the case is 03.05.2011.”



Respondent also submits this position was also brought to the notice of the Secretary on 07.04.2011.


Sh. S.K. Sharma, Director Local Govt. Punjab has not only failed to comply with the directions of the Commission but has also not implemented the orders of Hon’ble SIC Sh. R.K. Gupta dated 06.01.2010.



One more opportunity is granted to Sh. S.K. Sharma, Director Local Govt. Punjab to appear personally in the next hearing and also follow the instructions by the Secretary’s office and ensure compliance of the Orders of Hon’ble SIC Sh. R.K. Gupta dated 06.01.2010.



A copy of this order may also be sent to the Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh.



As the complainant is insisting on compensation, Sh. S.K. Sharma shall also show cause as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to Sh. Sher Singh for the detriments suffered by him in getting the information which still has not been provided to him.



For further proceedings, to come up on 21.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94633-16454)

Sh.  Amrik Singh

s/o Sh. Balbir Singh,

Near Oriental Bank of Commerce,

VPO Dhalle Ke,

Distt. Moga.







  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Moga.







        
    …Respondent

CC- 276/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Amrik Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sat Pal Singh, DSP City, Moga



In the earlier hearing dated 31.03.2011, the complainant submitted: -

“Regarding my application dated 10.04.2006 about which also I had sought information, a photocopy of the said application is enclosed herewith showing rubber stamp of the Police Station and dated signatures of the receiving official on the same.  Besides, no information on my application dated 03.10.2005 has been provided till date.”



Today, Sh. Sat Pal Singh, Dy. SP City Moga has appeared on behalf of the respondent.  He states that the application of the complainant dated 10.04.2006 is not traceable in their office.  A copy of the same has been handed over to him which bears a stamp of the Police Station, suggesting that the same had been received in the office of respondent.   Sh. Singh assured the court that necessary action on the same will be taken.



I have discussed all the points of information with the complainant and the respondent and I am of the view that complete information as per the original application stands provided.



The complainant seeks compensation for the detriments suffered by him in getting the information under the RTI Act, 2005.



Therefore, PIO - Sh. S.D. Sharma, SSP Moga is directed to show cause as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to Sh.  Amrik Singh for the detriments suffered by him in getting the information.
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For further proceedings, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(96467-30524)

Sh.  Jagdish Rai 

s/o Sh. Ram Singh,

Ward No. 3, Balmik Basti,

Bareta,

Distt. Mansa (Pb.)






  … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Bareta,

Tehsil Budhlada,

Distt. Mansa.







    …Respondent

CC- 315/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Kulwinder Singh, E.O. (94172-54084)



Complete information as per the original application stands provided to the complainant.  Sh. Kulwinder Singh submits a letter dated 02.05.2011 from Sh. Jagdish Rai, which reads as under:  

“That I had sought information from the Municipal Council, Bareta regarding Resolution No. 69 dated 07.09.1956, lease deed and records pertaining to the employment of my mother with the Council, has been received by me to my satisfaction.  No further action is required in the matter.”



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.  


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Namrta 

Wd/o Sh. Rajiv Kumar

52-B, Sant Nagar,

Near Gate Bhagtanwala,

Amritsar







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o District Transport Officer

Amritsar.






               …Respondent

CC- 3697/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Dhian Singh, ADTO Amritsar along with Sh. Harjinder Kumar (98728-44751)



In the earlier hearing dated 31.03.2011, Sh. Ravi Kumar Bhatti, advocate appeared on behalf of the complainant and had stated that no further information had not been provided to him, indicating that the information was incomplete. 


In the hearing dated 10.03.2011, no one appeared on behalf of the complainant.  Sh. Harjinder Kumar, while appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated:

“The particulars of the original licence have already been provided.  However, regarding renewal of the same, the records are manual and without relevant particulars, it is altogether difficult to extract and provide the information sought.”



Today, the respondents submit a letter dated 02.05.2011 along with an acknowledgment from the complainant, which states: 
“That information to Smt. Namrata widow of Sh. Rajiv Kumar, resident of 52, Sant Avenue, Near Gate Bhagatan wala, Amritsar regarding a driving licence has been provided vide our letter no. 0868 dated 06.07.2010.  The driving licence no. 891/5 issued on 05.05.1986 was issued to Sh. Rajiv Kumar son of Sh. Tilak Raj, resident of 1002/07, Gali Pehalwana, Gate Bhagatan wala, Amritsar for driving a motor cycle and was valid up to 04.05.1991.  Thereafter, the said licence has not been renewed from our office.”



In my opinion, complete information as per the original application stands provided. 
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Reply to the show cause notice has been submitted.  I have gone through the same and am satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information and the delay cannot be termed as deliberate or intentional.



Seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
After the hearing, Sh. Ravi Kumar Bhatti, advocate appeared on behalf of the complainant.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nirbhay Singh

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

VPO Changal,

Distt. Sangrur 






      …..Appellant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Sangrur 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,


O/o Deputy Commissioner,


Sangrur. 

3.
S.H.O.


Police Station Sadar,


Sangrur.






…..Respondents

AC- 994/10

Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Nirbhay Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Upkar Singh, SDM Sangrur and Sh. Joginder Singh on behalf of SHO, PS Sadar, Sangrur.



Submissions of both the parties have been taken on record.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98881-68223)

Sh. Jagmohan Singh

347/86, Model Colony,

Saleem Tabri,

Ludhiana







 …..Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate (East)

Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer,


Greater Ludhiana Area Development Authority (GLADA)


Ludhiana. 



                                 …..Respondents

CC- 3354/2010

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jagmohan Singh in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sanjeev Kumar, Naib Tehsildar (98762-00927)



As directed in the order dated 31.03.2011, pending information has been provided to the complainant who is present today and expresses his satisfaction over the same.



Seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Manpreet Kaur

d/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

C/o Azad Tent House,

Village Noshehra Mazza Singh,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur





    …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab,

Chandigarh






               …Respondent

CC- 3831/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt. 



In the hearing dated 09.02.2011, it was recorded:

“Respondent present submitted that the information had been declined vide their Memo. No. 6/218-10 dated 26.11.2010 as the same was not in public interest.  However, complainant states that he did not receive it.   A copy of the same has been provided to him in the court. 

Complainant shall submit as to how the information sought is in public interest.”



In the subsequent hearing dated 31.03.2011, complainant did not appear and the respondent presented copies of letters written to various persons seeking their consent for providing the information to the complainant.  One more opportunity was granted to the complainant to submit as to how the information sought was in public interest. 



Today, respondent submits that no response has been received to their communication seeking consent of various persons.  The complainant is not present today again nor has any communication been received.  It seems she is not interested in pursual of the matter.



Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Kukkar

Phase I,

Civil Lines,

Fazilka-152123





              … Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Education Officer (Secondary)

Ferozepur







    …Respondent

CC- 155/2011 
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Rajinder Singh, Sr. Asstt.  (98554-84216)



In the hearing dated 31.03.2011, written submissions were received from the complainant.  A copy of the same was directed to be sent to the respondent.



Respondent present submits that inadvertently, the same had not been sent to their office and has no action could be taken on the same.   A copy of the same has been provided to Sh. Rajinder Singh, today who assured the court that the needful would be done at the earliest.



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 22.06.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(094172-89151)

Sh. Ashwani Kumar Mehta

H. No. 200 HH/EB

HHEB Block,

Power Wing Colony,

Nangal Township – 140124 (Pb)



             … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer (SE)

O/o The Punjab State Power Corporation Ltd.

The Mall,

Patiala







    …Respondent

CC- 3593/2010
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Rajiv Ohri, Nodal Officer.



Respondent present submits that complete information has been provided to the complainant by hand, as well as by registered post on 25.04.2011.  The postal receipt has also been produced. 



Reply to the show cause notice has been provided.  I have gone through the same and am satisfied that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent for the delay in providing the information and the delay cannot be termed as deliberate or intentional.



Seeing the merits, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





 Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 03.05.2011


 
State Information Commissioner
