STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Priti d/o S. Balwinder Singh,

VPO Uchcha, Village Sanghol,

Tehsil Khamano,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib

   



 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh





 …Respondent

CC- 88/13
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. Kuldeep Singh.
For the respondent: S/Sh. Suminder Singh, Supdt.-PIO; and Balwinder Pal, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide application dated 19.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Preeti had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
A list of senior scale stenographers / Personal Assistants working in various Municipal Corporations in the State of Punjab as in October, 2012;

2.
A list of the senior scale stenographers whose records were called from the various Municipal Corporations in the year 2011; a list of the Corporations from whom the records were received; number of senior scale stenographers promoted as PAs; and a copy each of the order including a copy of the office noting, whereby such officials were ordered to be promoted as PAs;

3.
No. of sanctioned posts of Senior Scale Stenographers and PAs; posts lying vacant in Municipal Corporations at Ludhiana, Patiala, Bathinda, Jalandhar, Amritsar, Moga and Mohali.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 13.12.2012.

 
Copy of Memo. no. 712 dated 14.02.2013 had been received from the respondent transferring the request of the applicant to the office of Director, Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh.


When the case came up for hearing on 03.04.2013, the complainant was not present.    In the said hearing, it was recorded that transfer of the request of the applicant under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 was much beyond the prescribed time limit and hence not accepted and the respondent PIO was directed to procure the information from the relevant quarters and provide the same to the applicant.   It was further observed that some information had been provided to the applicant complainant vide Memo. no. 6123 dated 19.02.2013.  However, since the complainant was not present, she was directed to intimate the Commission if complete information to her satisfaction stood provided. 


Today, Sh. Kuldeep Singh, appearing on behalf of the complainant stated that complete information according to RTI application dated 19.10.2012 stands provided by the respondent. 


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu,

Chamber No. 329, New District Courts,

Jalandhar


   




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





 …Respondent

CC- 108/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application dated 21.09.2012 addressed to the respondent and another copy addressed to Jalandhar Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, Sh. Harminder Singh Sandhu had ht information on 16 points under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to encroachments on the land of the Improvement Trust, Jalandhar specified in the application. 


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


Copies of Memo. no. 7038 dated 06.11.2012; and No. 8721 dated 19.02.2013 addressed to the complainant had been received from the PIO, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar. 


In the hearing dated 03.04.2013, Sh. Jaswant Singh, Asstt. Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar, had stated that vide communications no. 7038 dated 06.11.2012; and No. 8721 dated 19.02.2013, the complete requisite information had already been provided to Sh. Harminder Sandhu, the applicant-complainant.   Since the complainant was not present, one last opportunity was afforded to him to inform the Commission if he was satisfied with the information provided. 


Despite clear directions of the Commission, neither the complainant has come present nor has anything to the contrary been heard from him.    Seemingly, he is satisfied with the response received.


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









  Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Deepak Moudgil,

Military Station Road,

Opp. Chankya School,

Fazilka-152123


   



 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9, Chandigarh.





 …Respondent

CC- 113/13

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Deepak Moudgil in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Akhtar Hussain, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide application dated 20.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Deepak Moudgil had sought information on four points pertaining to his complaint dated 20.09.2012, under the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 18.12.2012.


Copy of Memo. no. 503 dated 20.02.2013 had been received from the respondent, addressed to the complainant stating that copies of relevant notifications and the plan had already been sent to him vide letter no. 2020 dated 19.11.2012.   Since the complainant was not present, one last opportunity was afforded to him to inform the Commission if he was satisfied with the information provided. 


Today, though Sh. Akhtar Hussain, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copies of Memo. no. 952 and 955, both dated 11.04.2013 addressed to the Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Ferozepur; and Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fazilka stating that queries put to them have not been answered so far, Sh. Moudgil, the complainant, insisted that the said offices have no concern with the present information as the same is supposed to be available with the present respondent alone.


As such, Sh. Chhote Lal, Supdt.-PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. is directed to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, according to his RTI application dated 20.10.2012, per registered post, within a period of three weeks and present a copy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records.   Any further laxity in the matter could entail the respondent PIO liable under the punitive provisions under the RTI Act, 2005, which should be noted carefully. 


Adjourned to 20.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Dilbagh Singh

Village Bainapur,

P.O. Pabwan,

Tehsil Phillaur,

Distt. Jalandhar-144034
   




 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Pb.

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority

Director Local Govt. Pb.

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.


3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,


(LG-3 Branch)


Punjab Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9,


Chandigarh. 






 …Respondents

AC- 2/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondents: S/Sh. Neeraj Bhatti; and Rakesh Singla, Vigilance Officers; and Jagdeep Kapil, Sr. Asstt. 


Vide RTI application dated 21.06.2012 addressed to respondent No. 1, Sh. Dilbagh Singh had sought the following information: -

1.
Copy of the action taken report to implement recommendations made by Vigilance Cell of the Local Bodies Department in its inquiry report in case pertaining to a complaint lodged against Nagar Council, Nakodar in connection with grant of Rs. 2 crore released by the CM, Punjab, four years ago; 

2.
Copy of letter written by Director to the Deputy Director, Jalandhar for cancellation of resolution No. 302 passed by NC Nakodar, on 02.12.2011; 

3.
Copy of action taken on recommendations for action against the Executive Officer of NC Nakodar and copies of show cause notices to eleven officials and employees of NC Nakodar for irregularity committed in development work with the above grant of Rs. 2 crore. 


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 08.11.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission on 07/10.12.2012.

 
In the hearing dated 04.04.2013, S/Sh. Neeraj Bhatti; and Rakesh Singla, Vigilance Officers, appearing on behalf of respondents tendered copy of Memo. no. 766 dated 01.06.2012 addressed to the appellant Sh. Dilbagh Singh whereby the position had been clarified, referring to the Orders of the Commission dated 23.11.2011 and 23.05.2012 in the complaints preferred by him against the respondents.   Perusal of Para 2 of the communication dated 01.06.2012 suggested that the process of serving show cause notice on the delinquent officials was under way and the drafts thereof had been sent to the Establishment Branch – LG-3 had been sent on 09.04.2012.  Even vide communication dated 09.07.2012, the same position had again been communicated to the appellant.   Apparently, necessary action at the level of LG-3 Branch in the office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab was overdue and that is why the requisite information had not been passed on to the appellant.  


In the circumstances, Public Information Officer, O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector 9, Chandigarh was impleaded as a party-respondent who was directed to appear before the Commission in person today and apprise the Commission the latest development in the matter.   Appellant had, however, sought an exemption from appearance today, which was granted.


During the proceedings today, it transpired that information on point no. 1 and 2 is available with the office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt., which is directed to be mailed to the appellant Sh. Dilbagh Singh per registered post, within a week’s time.   A copy of the relevant postal receipt is directed to be presented before the Commission on the next date fixed, for its perusal and records. 


Since information only from respondent no. 3 is now pending, respondents No. 1 and 2 are exempted from appearance on the next date fixed. 


To come up on 20.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(96530-54940)

Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur,

VPO Rasulpur(Mallah)

Tehsil Jagraon,

Distt. Ludhiana - 142035




   
 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Revenue, Rehabilitation and Disaster Management,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Revenue, Rehabilitation and Disaster Management,

Punjab,

Chandigarh.




 
            …Respondents
AC- 745/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondents: Sh. Kanwaljit Kumar, Supdt. Grade I-APIO


Vide RTI application dated 17.12.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Iqbal Singh Rasulpur sought district-wise details of the suicides committed by farmers and labourers during the yeas 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012 along with details of compensation, if any, awarded to each of them including the appointments on compassionate grounds, to the next of the dependents of the victims.

The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 20.03.2013.


A Memo. no. 7683 dated 09.05.2013 has been received from the respondent annexing therewith copy of Memo. no. 7/1/2013-4 DM.1/6362 dated 12.04.2013 whereby the requisite information is stated to have been sent to the applicant by registered post. 


Sh. Sh. Kanwaljit Kumar, Supdt. Grade I-APIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered written acknowledgment dated 14.05.2013 from the applicant-appellant regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information.


Therefore, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ram Kishan,

No. 33, Parvati Enclave,

Near Radha Swami Satsang Bhawan,

Kharar,

Distt. Mohali


   




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Maili Construction Division,

SCO 37/3, Sector 17-E,

Chandigarh.







 …Respondent

CC- 171/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

Vide application dated 06.11.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Ram Krishan had sought information on four points under the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 21.12.2012.


In the hearing dated 03.04.2013, both the parties had mutually agreed that the applicant would visit the office of respondent on any working day with prior appointment, inspect the relevant records, identify the documents copies whereof are required by him; and the respondent would provide copies thereof, according to his RTI application dated 06.11.2012, within a fortnight, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


A written acknowledgment dated 10.05.2013 has been received from Sh. Ram Kishan acknowledging receipt of complete information to his satisfaction.


Accordingly, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma,

No. 585, Phase 2,

Mohali.



   



 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Administrator,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Phase 8, Mohali.


2.
First Appellate Authority

O/o Chief Administrator,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Phase 8, Mohali.









          …Respondents

AC- 89/13
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Pawan Kuamr Sharma.


None for the respondent.


Vide application dated 03.09.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma had sought information on 9 points under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to godowns / stores of GMADA.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – Respondent No. 2 had been filed on 08.10.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.12.2012.


In the earlier hearing dated 03.04.2013, 
Sh. Pawan Kumar Sharma had stated that no response whatsoever had been received from the respondents till date.


No one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondents nor had any communication been received from them. 
In the interest of justice, respondent PIO was afforded one more opportunity to provide the appellant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with his RTI application dated 03.09.2012 and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt along with a copy of the information provided, before the Commission today, for its perusal and records.

Today again, neither any appearance has been put in on behalf of the respondent-PIO nor has any communication been received from him.   Such lackadaisical attitude of the respondent PIO is far from desirable.  Therefore, PIO is hereby issued a show cause notice to explain as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  


In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 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. 


PIO is further directed to make written submissions, if any, in response to the show cause notice, in the shape of a duly sworn affidavit, failing which further steps including initiation of disciplinary proceedings shall be taken, as per relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.


Adjourned to 25.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

The Estate Officer,

(REGISTERED)

O/o Chief Administrator,

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Phase 8, 
Mohali.

To ensure due compliance by the respondent-PIO.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sorabh Mohindru,

No. 3171, Sector 38-D,

Chandigarh.




   


 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o I.G. (Hqrs)

Punjab Police Headquarters,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.






        
 …Respondent

CC- 1975/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Sorabh Mohindru in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Paras Ram, ASI, o/o Commissioner of Police, Jalandhar. 


Submissions of both the parties taken on record.

Judgment to be pronounced and communicated to the parties. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98555-55060)

Sh. Jaswinder Singh, 

No. 658-B, Phase XI (Eleven)

Mohali (Pb)







 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

PWD (B&R),

Sirhind.





 
  …Respondent
CC- 1304/13
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Jaswant Singh, SDO


Vide RTI application dated 07.07.2012 addressed to the PIO, office of the Deputy Commissioner, Fathegarh Sahib, Sh. Jaswinder Singh sought the following information pertaining to link road to village Isherhail, Tehsil and Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib: -
1.
Certified copy of Fard of link road of village Isherhail to State Highway 22 A;
2.
Certified copy of map of link road of village Isherhail to State Highway 22 A;

3.
Year in which link road from village Isherhail to State Highway 22 was carpeted and / or concreted;

4.
If link road is not carpeted, what action the office of DC is taking for it?

5.
Is this link road free from illegal occupants by locals, trees, shops etc.

6.
Does this link road have access to public to travel by car, bus or two wheelers?

7.
Is there any institution on this link road and have free access to it?

8.
How wide is this link road from State Highway 22 A to village Isherhail;

 
Vide Memo. no. 1567 dated 12.07.2012, the request of the applicant-complainant was transferred to the present respondent in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005, who, vide Memo. no. 4702 dated 04.09.2012, provided Sh. Jaswinder Singh the requisite point-wise information. 


The present complaint has been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 26.03.2013.


Complainant is not present today nor has any communication been received from him.


Sh. Jaswant Singh, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that the relevant information has been mailed to the complainant by registered post, on 06.05.2013.


Complainant is afforded another opportunity to intimate the Commission if he is satisfied with the response received.


To come up on 25.06.2013 at 2.00 PM.


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Dr. Gur Parkash Singh

DL-3, Dashmesh Dental College,

Faridkot-151203
  





 … Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Faridkot.





 
  …Respondents

AC- 338/13
Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondents: Sh. Gurtej Singh.


Vide application dated 12.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Dr. Gur Parkash Singh had sought the following information related to Dr. Harish Arora, Professor and Head, Department of Psychiatry, GGS Medical College, Faridkot, under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Complete details of all the complaints received in your office against Dr. Harish Arora during the last ten years;

2.
Complete details of all the complaints against Dr. Harish Arora during the last ten years received in the District Consumer Forum, Faridkot;

3.
Complete details of all the complaints against Dr. Harish Arora during the last ten years received in the Vigilance Department of Punjab Police, , Faridkot.


First appeal before the First Appellate Authority – respondent no. 2 had been filed on 01.12.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 04.02.2013.


In the hearing dated 02.04.2013, 
Sh. Gurtej Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, had submitted a Memo. no. 350 dated 19.03.2013 that the applicant-appellant had been requested to specify the information sought as it was difficult to dig out ten year old records pertaining to complaints received against Dr. Harish Arora, Professor and Head, Department of Psychiatry, GGS Medical College, Faridkot.


During the proceedings, it was mutually agreed between the parties that the appellant would visit the respondent office either personally or through an authorised representative on 04.04.2011 between 11.00 AM and 12.00 Noon and see Sh. Gurtej Singh who was present in the hearing on behalf of the respondents, for inspection of the relevant records and to identify the documents, copies whereof were required by him, whereafter the respondents would take further steps accordingly.   The appellant had also agreed to be satisfied with the information pertaining to a period of five years.


Today, Sh. Gurtej Singh, appearing on behalf of the respondents, tendered a written acknowledgment dated 07.05.2013 from the appellant regarding receipt of complete satisfactory information. 


As such, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Gursewak Singh

s/o S. Gurjant Singh,

Village Thandewala,

Tehsil & Distt. Muktsar


        


…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation,

Muktsar 

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Executive Engineer,

Water Supply & Sanitation Division,

Muktsar.

3.
District Development & Panchayat Officer,


Muktsar.

4.
Block Development & Panchayat Officer,


Muktsar.

5.
Sarpanch,


Gram Panchayat,


Village Thandewala,

Distt. Muktsar.




    
  …Respondents
AC- 1344/12
Order

Present:
Appellant Sh. Gursewak Singh in person.


Sh. Darshan Singh, J.E. for respondent no. 1 & 2;



Sh. B.M. Sharma, former J.E. for respondent No. 1 and 2;



Sh. Suraj Singh Brar, BDPO – Respondent no. 4.


In the instant case, vide application dated 08.05.2012 addressed to Respondent No. 1, Sh. Gursewak Singh had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Amount due from Water Works for the Electricity Board connection; 

2.
Who has been assigned the job of collection for consumption of Water Works bills?  His name, address and his salary particulars be provided.   Is he paid salary in cash or through bank account?  In case of Bank account, provide the bank account particulars. 

3.
What was the income from Water Works bills from 2008 to 2012?

4.
Details of payments made for electricity connection along with attested copies of the receipts.

5.
Details of records including the amount spent on the Water Works.


Respondent, vide his endorsement no. 538 dated 21.05.2012, had forwarded the application to the Sarpanch / Chairman, Village Water Supply & Sanitation Committee, Village Thandewala to provide the information. 


Vide letter no. 733 dated 05.07.2012, Sub-Divisional Engineer, Division No. 5 of respondent no. 1 had written to the applicant expressing his inability to provide the information on the ground that the Sarpanch / Chairman of  the concerned Committee was not cooperating. 


When the case came up for hearing on 19.12.2012, Sh. Darshan Singh, JE, appearing on behalf of the respondent had stated that they had been writing to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Muktsar to use his good offices and prevail upon the Sarpanch to make the relevant records available so that the requirement of the applicant for information could be met.   Further, District Development & Panchayat Officer, Muktsar, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Muktsar; and the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Thandewala (Distt. Muktsar) were impleaded as respondents.   It was directed that on the next date fixed, all the respondents would appear personally before the Commission.     Also compensation to the tune of ` 2,000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) in favour of the appellant Sh. Gursewak Singh was awarded which was payable by the Public Authority i.e. the office of the Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation, Muktsar – respondent no. 1, within a month’s time. 


When the case came up for hearing on 05.03.2013, Sh. Darshan Singh, JE had appeared on behalf of respondent Nos. 1 and 2 and tendered written submissions dated 04.03.2013 from the Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation Division No. 1, Muktsar which were taken on record.   However, neither any further information had been provided to the appellant nor had the amount of compensation been paid to the applicant-appellant.


One final opportunity was afforded to Respondent No. 3 and 5 - District Development & Panchayat Officer, Muktsar; and Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Thandewala, District Muktsar, respectively to appear personally before the Commission today, failing which, it was recorded, the Commission would be constrained to ensure their appearance through bailable warrants.


The amount of compensation which was payable by respondent No. 1 was also directed to be paid to him at the earliest and compliance reported to the Commission.

In the earlier hearing dated 02.04.2013, it was recorded: -

“In compliance with the directions of the Commission, respondents no. 3 to 5 have put in personal appearance.

Sh. Gursewak Singh lamented that the amount of compensation awarded to him by the Commission had not so far been paid to him.   Sh. Yadvinder Singh Dhillon, XEN, respondent No. 1 assured the Commission the same would be paid to him very shortly. 

The matter was discussed quite at length in the presence of all the parties.   There was no second opinion about the fact that the relevant records pertaining to the Village Water Supply and Sanitation Committees are to be maintained by a Junior Engineer working with the office of XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation concerned.   Moreover, Sarpanch stated that the former JE had been taking her signatures regarding all the records and she being illiterate, never knew the contents of the documents where her signatures were so taken.

It has been, the earlier Junior Engineer looking after the records of the Village Water Supply and Sanitation Committee, Thandewala (Distt. Muktsar) – Sh. Bhupinder Mohan Sharma, has since demitted office; and that Sh. Darshan Singh, Junior Engineer is presently looking after the records in his place.  

As such, a copy of this order be sent to both the above named JEs who are directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed and apprise the Commission the complete facts of the case.   It is also imperative that a copy of this order is sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar for assisting the Commission and if feasible, to order initiation of necessary enquiry into the matter by naming the Enquiry Officer.”

Today, Sh. Darshan Singh, appearing on behalf of respondents submitted that the amount of compensation has since been paid to Sh. Gursewak Singh, the appellant, vide receipt no. 3 dated 06.05.2013.   Appellant also confirmed the same.


A communication bearing no. 498 dated 14.05.2013 has been received from the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Muktsar annexing therewith copy of Memo. no. 2025 dated 06.05.2013 from the Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation Division No. 1, Muktsar, addressed to Sh. Gursewak Singh, the applicant-appellant whereby the point-wise complete information according to RTI application dated 08.05.2012 has again been mailed to him and receipt thereof has also been acknowledged by the appellant.   


Perusal of the Memo. dated 06.05.2013 reveals that complete information according to RTI application dated 08.05.2012 stands provided to the applicant-appellant.     
The amount of compensation awarded in his favour has also been paid.


Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Copies of order be sent to the parties.









   Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated:  15.05.2013



State Information Commissioner
