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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, Mohali- 160059.





 -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot,

District Ludhiana- 141009.





 -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2719 of 2015

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal appellant in person.



Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondents.  

ORDER



I am disposing of some of the cases relating to Raikot Sub Division with the consent of the RTI Activist/information-seeker while seeing the plight of the respondents and giving them more time and opportunity to give proper reply under the RTI Act.  Tehsildar, Raikot is also directed to properly maintain record in his office to deal with such applications.  Time and again leniency cannot be made as a matter of rule.

2.

The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was endorsed a copy of the orders dated 2.6.2016 with advise to supervise and monitor properly the performance of the PIO-cum-Tehsidlar, Rakot, which was found below the mark.

       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)
Dated 14.07.2016


                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

CC

Regd.

The Deputy Commission, Ludhiana for taking remedial action please.         
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, Mohali- 160059.






 -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot,

District- Ludhiana- 141009.






 -------------Respondent.

      Complaint Case No. 2722 of 2015

Present:-
Shri H.S.Hundal appellant in person.



Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 2.6.2016 vide which the PIO/Tehsildar, Raikot was directed to file reply and come prepared for the hearing, which was fixed for today.  Tehsildar, Raikot is placing copies of letters vide which the information has been sent to the complainant on the record of the Commission.  The complainant is advised to peruse the information and point out deficiency in the information so supplied, if any, in writing to the respondent.  On receipt of the deficiencies from the complainant, the respondent-PIO is directed to remove the deficiency before the next date of hearing 
2.

To come up on 2.8.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.7.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.-82, District Courts,

Phase- 3B1, Mohali- 160059.





            -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner,

District- Ludhiana- 141001.






-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2721 of 2015

Present:-
Shri H.S.Hundal appellant in person.



Shri Sandhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 2.6.2016 vide which the PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was directed to file reply and come prepared for the hearing, which was fixed for today.  Tehsildar, Raikot is not competent to give any reply or satisfy the Commission in this behalf and he says that RTI case was handed over to him only for representing the office of the Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana.  This kind of practice is not desirable.  PIO/Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana is further directed to file proper response in this case also.  He is further directed to send his explanation in this behalf as to why action should not be taken against him for ignoring the order of the Commission.  He may file his explanation before the next date of hearing.  Non-compliance will definitely result in issuance of SCN for invoking penalty provisions under Section 20 of the RTI Act.

2.

To come up on 2.8.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.7.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82,  District Courts,

Phase 3 B 1, Mohali.






……Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot (Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







……. Respondents.

Appeal Case No.92 of 2016

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal appellant in person.



Shri Sindhoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot-cum-PIO on behalf of the respondents.  

ORDER



I am disposing of some of the cases relating to Raikot Sub Division with the consent of the RTI Activist/information-seeker while seeing the plight of the respondents and giving them more time and opportunity to give proper reply under the RTI Act.  Tehsildar, Raikot is also directed to properly maintain record in his office to deal with such applications.  Time and again leniency cannot be made as a matter of rule.

2.

The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was endorsed a copy of the orders dated 2.6.2016 with advise to supervise and monitor properly the performance of the PIO-cum-Tehsidlar, Rakot, which was found below the mark.

       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)
Dated 14.07.2016


                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri H.S. Hundal, Advocate,

Chamber No.82,  District Courts,

Phase 3 B 1, Mohali.






……Appellant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Tehsildar, Raikot (Ludhiana)

First Appellate Authority

o/o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







……. Respondents.

Appeal Case No.109 of 2016

Present:-
Shri H.S. Hundal complainant in person.



Shri Sandoora Singh, Tehsildar, Raikot on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



I am disposing of some of the cases relating to Raikot Sub Division with the consent of the RTI Activist/information-seeker while seeing the plight of the respondents and giving them more time and opportunity to give proper reply under the RTI Act.  Tehsildar, Raikot is also directed to properly maintain record in his office to deal with such applications.  Time and again leniency cannot be made as a matter of rule.

2.

The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana was endorsed a copy of the orders dated 2.6.2016 with advise to supervise and monitor properly the performance of the PIO-cum-Tehsidlar, Rakot, which was found below the mark.


       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.07.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

CC

The Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Singh Toderwal,

President, Village Toderwal

P.O. Babalpur, Tehsil Nagar

District Patiala 







Appellant

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur

First Appellate Authority

o/o Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur




…..Respondent

Appeal Case No. 3055 of 2015

Present:-         None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Satnam Singh, Senior Assistant alongwith Shri Ramandeep Singh, Clerk on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER
                        This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 2.6.2016 vide which the respondents were directed to send complete information alongwith cheque of Rs.5000/- as compensation to the appellant through registered post.  

2.                    In response to that order, the representatives of the respondents state that they have sent complete information alongwith cheque of compensation on 29.6.2016.   In view of the foregoing the case filed in the Commission on  23.09.2015 is  closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.








    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.07.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        

            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amarjit Singh

s/o Shri Shingar Singh

r/o Village Manewal, Post Office Machhiwara,

Tehsil Samrala, District Ludhiana.



            -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Machhiwara, District- Ludhiana..




-------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 586 of 2015

Present:-
Shri Amarjit Singh, the Complainant.

Shri Karnail Singh, Social Education and Panchayat Officer, Machhiwara on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 14.06.2016, vide which the complainant was advised to visit the office of the respondent-PIO and identify the documents.  On identification of the documents, the respondent was directed to provide the photocopies of the documents within 15 days.

2.

The representative of the respondents states that he has furnished more information but the complainant states that no new information has been provided, but old information has been provided again.  The representative of the respondents states that earlier to him, the incharge of the record was Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent who has been posted at Samrala.  He further states that they have made written request to Shri Harnek Singh on 4.7.2016 for handing over the charge. No reply has been received from him till today.  Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samrala  is impleaded as a necessary party.  He is directed to appear on the next date of hearing and supply the requisite information.  
3.

The complainant requests for imposition of penalty on the respondent-PIO and award of compensation for not supplying the information within the stipulated period.  There is no provision to award compensation in the Complaint Cases under the RTI Act, 2005.  In case, no information is supplied before the next date of hearing, show cause notice for imposition of penalty will be considered.

4.

To come up on 2.8.2016 at 11.30 A.M.


       


                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.07.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

Regd. 

CC

Shri Harnek Singh, Superintendent, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Samrala.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Lal Singh, Village Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.





            -------------Appellant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana-I.





FAA-District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ludhiana.






-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1012 of 2015
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Jagtar Singh, Panchayat Secretary alongwith Shri Satjit Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 14.06.2016 vide which the respondents were asked to provide information as per its availability in the office record.

2.

The representatives of the respondents state that they have provided complete information as per its availability in the office record to the satisfaction of the complainant.  They are directed to send a copy of the same to the Commission for its record.  The case filed in the Commission on 9.3.2016 is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.07.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Om Parkash, CITU Office,

G.T. Road, Putligarh, Amritsar.



            -------------Appellant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust, Amritsar.

FAA-Improvement Trust, Amritsar.



-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 999 of 2016
Present:-
Shri Om Parkash, appellant.

Shri S.K. Sharma, Advocate alongwith Shri Daman Bhalla, Deputy Controller (F & A) and Shri Pardeep Jaiswal, XEN on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 14.06.2016 vide which the respondents were asked to show cause on the following issues:-

(i) Why supply of information as per RTI request to him has been delayed.
(ii) Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act, 2005.

(iii) Why appellant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information.

2.

The representatives of the respondents furnished reply vide their letter dated 8.7.2016. They further stated that they have provided the complete information to the satisfaction of the appellant. 

3.

The respondents are directed to pay an amount of Rs.2000/- as compensation from the Government Exchequer for detriment suffered by the appellant and report compliance within 15 days.  

4.

In view of the above, the appeal case filed in the Commission on  09.03.2016 is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties. The respondents will be sending a compliance report, otherwise the case will be reopened for punitive action.




                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.07.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gulshan Kumar, 167-B,

Industrial Estate, Miller Ganj, 

Ludhiana.






            -------------Appellant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Suvidha Centre, DC Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.
FAA- o/o Suvidha Centre, DC Officer,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.




-------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 1089 of 2016
Present:-
None on behalf of the appellant.
None on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 14.06.2016 vide which the respondents were asked to supply complete information.  In response to that order, the respondents have supplied complete information to the appellant and have taken a receipt from the appellant for receiving the information.  They have sent the same to the Commission stating that the appellant has received the information and nothing is pending against his demanded information. 

2.

In view of the written statement of the appellant, the appeal case filed in the Commission on 15.03.2016 is closed and disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.





                                 


    ( S.S. Channy)



Dated 14.07.2016



                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri P.C. Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar Batala Road,

Amritsar-143001.





 -------------Complainant.








Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Cabinet Minister of Local Bodies, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.


 -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 807 of 2016
Present:-
Shri P.C. Bali appellant in person.



Ms. Manjit Kaur, Senior Assistant on behalf of the respondent.  

ORDER



This order may be read with reference to the previous order dated 14.06.2016 vide which the appellant was advised to point out the deficiencies in the information.  The complainant states that he has not been provided with any information regarding point No.1 of his RTI application.  The respondent states that regarding point No. 2, no information exists in the record.  

2.

The respondent is directed to provide point-wise reply to the appellant in respect of his RTI application before the next date of hearing.

3.

To come up on 2.8.2016 at 11.30 A.M.

       

                                


    ( S.S. Channy)
Dated 14.07.2016

                             Chief Information Commissioner
                        



            

             

 Punjab.

