STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98781-25235)

Sh. Lakhvir Singh

s/o Sh. Hardyal Singh,

VPO Takhran, 

Block Machhiwara,

Tehsil Samrala,

Distt. Ludhiana-141115
   




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Machhiwara (Ludhiana)





 …Respondent

CC- 117/13

Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Vide application dated 30.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Lakhvir Singh had sought under the RTI Act, 2005, information on  four points pertaining to the Gram Panchayat, Takhran.


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


When the case came up for hearing on 04.04.2013, Sh. Lakhvir Singh, the complainant, had submitted that the requisite information had not been made available to him.    In the morning on the said date, a phone call had been received in the office from the respondent BDPO regretting inability to send a representative to attend the hearing today due to certain urgent assignment in the area.   He was, accordingly, afforded another opportunity to provide the complainant point-wise complete requisite information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, within a month’s time and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records. 
   Complainant had sought exemption from appearance, which was granted.


On 21.05.2013, neither the complainant nor the respondent was present.  In the interest of justice, the case was posted to date.


Today again, neither the complainant nor the respondent is present nor has any communication been received from either of the two.   Apparently, complainant is no longer interested in pursual of his case.


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








         Sd/-



Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner

After the hearing was over, Sh. Amarjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary came present.  He had been apprised of the proceedings in today’s hearing. 









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(98725-95930)

Sh. Ravinder Sultanwind

C/o Sharma Advertiser,

Maha Singh Gate Chowk,

Amritsar.




   


 …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,
Chandigarh.
2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh 
 
3.
Public Information Officer,


O/o The Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,


Punjab Mini Secretariat,


Sector 9,


Chandigarh.





       …Respondents

AC - 380/13
Order

Present:-
None from the Appellant.



For respondents No. 1-2: Sh. Jaspal Singh, APIO;


None for respondent no. 3.


In this case, vide application dated 12.03.2012 addressed to respondent no. 1, Sh. Ravinder Sultanwind had sought under the RTI Act, 2005, the up to date action taken on letter No. DRA(M)/2/4249-50 dated 27.10.2008 from the office of Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.


First appeal before the First Appellate authority – Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab was filed on 05.12.2012 whereas the Second Appeal had been preferred before the Commission, received in its office on 06.02.2013.


On 10.04.2013, Ms. Swaranjit Kaur, Supdt. had submitted that the appeal was transferred to L.G.- II Branch by the office of Director, Local Govt. Deptt.  Sh. Gursewak Singh, Senior Assistant had appeared on behalf of LG-II Branch of the respondent office; however, he had requested for more time to provide the information. 

 
On 28.05.2013, respondent had sought some more time to make the relevant information available to the applicant-appellant, which was granted.


Today, copy of communication bearing no. 62557/1 dated 13.06.2013 addressed to the applicant-appellant has been received from respondent no. 3 informing him that since despite putting in best efforts, the relevant file could not be traced, the information sought cannot be provided.


It is, however, noted in the earlier hearing dated 28.05.2013, Sh. Gursewak Singh had appeared on behalf of respondent no. 3 and had sought some time to provide the information.   The plea in the communication dated 13.06.2013 clearly reflects a u-turn taken by the respondent no. 3.


Vide communication dated 21.06.2013, the applicant-appellant Sh. Ravinder Sultanwind has objected to the stand taken by the respondents at this stage and has prayed for invoking punitive provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 against the erring officers. 


As such, Sh. Gurmit Singh, PIO, office of the Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh is directed to appear before the Commission on the next date fixed to explain the facts involved.


Adjourned to 08.08.2013 at 2.00 PM.









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lokesh Kumar

S/o Sh. Pyare Lal

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road,

Kurali (Distt. Mohali)  





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh






 
  …Respondent

CC- 436/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lokesh Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Atul Sharma, Sr. Vigilance Officer. 


In the instant case, 
vide application dated 17.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Lokesh Kumar had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to his application dated 26.07.2012 addressed to the Chief Vigilance Officer:


1.
Action taken report;

2.
Attested copies of correspondence between respondent office and the office of Municipal Council, Kurali till date in respect of his above said application;


It is observed that the Respondent had provided the information after a reminder dated 18.10.2012 had been sent by the applicant-complainant. 


The present complaint had been preferred before the Commission on 11.01.2013.


On 07.03.2013, when the case came up for hearing, the complainant had stated that the information sought by him had not been provided.     Since no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent PIO, the matter was posted to date i.e. April 4, 2013.


When the case came up for hearing on 04.04.2013, Sh. Sunil Sharma, Vigilance Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered copy of an undated memo. addressed to Sh. Lokesh Kumar, the applicant-complainant, enclosing therewith copy of Memo. No. 1706 dated 08.11.2012 whereby it had been intimated to the applicant that the process in respect of information on point no. 1 of his RTI application was under way and that for information on point no. 2, they had already written to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kurali vide their memo. no. 1168 dated 22.08.2012 and no. 1328 dated 19.09.2012 to which no response had been received.   However, the request of the applicant-complainant had not been transferred to the Municipal Council, Kurali in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


In the circumstances, the respondent-PIO Sh. Atul Sharma, S.V.O., office of Director Local Govt. Punjab, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.


PIO was directed to ensure his personal appearance before the Commission today.   In the meantime, it was directed, he would ensure that point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, according to RTI application dated 17.09.2012 was made available to Sh. Lokesh Kumar, free of cost, per registered post, latest within a month’s time and a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt presented before the Commission for its perusal and records, today. 


On 21.05.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Sh. Sumit Sharma, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had tendered a letter bearing No. CVO-13/1138 dated 21.05.2013 stating that the Director, Local Govt. Punjab, upon perusal of the case file, had sought comments of the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kurali – Sh. Girish Verma, vide letter no. 27 dated 11.01.2013; and No. 515 dated 21.03.2013 to which no response had been received.  He had further stated that keeping into account that no response had been received from the EO, the Director had recommended to the Govt. issuance of a show cause notice to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kurali response to which was awaited.    He had further submitted that upon receipt of the response from the office of Secretary / Director, the complainant would be duly informed.


It was, however, observed that vide order dated 04.04.23013, a show cause notice had been issued to the PIO - Sh. Atul Sharma, SVO to which no response had been received.   One final opportunity was afforded to Sh. Sharma to make written submissions, if any.


Today, Sh. Atul Sharma, SVO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submitted that upon approval by the competent authority, a show cause notice has since been issued to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kurali – Sh. Girish Verma.   With this, he asserted, complete information according to RTI application dated 17.09.2012 now stands provided to Sh. Lokesh Kumar, the applicant-complainant.   The Commission concurs with the stand taken by the respondent.  If, however, the complainant has any grouse, he may take up the matter with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector 9, Chandigarh in terms of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Written submissions made by the respondent in response to the show cause notice have been considered.   The reasons cited for the delay are accepted and the Commission is of the view that there was no malafide on the part of the respondent or any of its officials for the delay caused.  No part of the delay can be termed as deliberate or intentional.   Accordingly, the show cause notice issued to the PIO is dispensed with and no order as to any penalty.


In the light of the foregoing, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Ms. Madhu Khosla,

No. 94, Sector 3-B,

Mandi Gobindgarh,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.
  




 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh






 
  …Respondent

CC- 532/13
Order

Present:
For the Complainant: Sh. Sunil Khosla. 

For the respondent:  Sh. Chhote Lal, Supdt.-PIO


Vide application dated 24.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Ms. Madhu Khosla had sought the following information under the RTI Act, 2005: -

1.
Copy of complete proposal for creation of post of Chief Engineer (Councils) including comments of all officers;

2.
Copy of draft notification published for calling objections;

3.
Copy of advice of LR;

4.
Copy of final gazette notification;

5.
Copy of rules framed for the said post;

6.
Copy of duties and powers of Chief Engineer (Councils)

7.
Copy of complete proposal sent for promotion of Sh. Ajay Kanwar as Chief Engineer, including comments of all officers;

8.
Copy of complete report of promotion review file including comments of all officers;

9.
Name of office from where Chief Engineer (Councils) is drawing his salary.


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 21.01.2013.


In the hearing dated 13.03.2013, Ms. Madhu Khosla had submitted that information on point no. 8 of her application was still pending while rest of the information to her satisfaction stood provided.


On 18.04.2013, though Sh. Akhtar Hussain had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent, the relevant information had not been provided to the complainant.
Affording one last opportunity to the respondent-PIO to provide the complainant the remainder information within a fortnight, the case was adjourned to date.


On 07.05.2013, though the respondent had tendered Memo. no. 1162 dated 03.05.2013 wherein it had been asserted that the LG-3 Branch had not undertaken any review regarding matter pertaining to promotion to the posts of Chief Engineer, the complainant, vide letter of date, asserted that the review had been conducted by Sh. Suresh Kumar, PSLG on the orders of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court passed in CWP No. 21778 of 2011 in the case titled ‘Jaspal vs. State of Punjab’.  A copy of the letter submitted by the complainant had also been handed over to Sh. Amarjit Singh, present on behalf of the respondent.


As such, respondent PIO was directed to submit his clear response with reference to the written submissions of the applicant-complainant a copy whereof had been handed over to his representative.    Respondent PIO was directed to be personally present before the Commission, today.


On 28.05.2013 when the case came up for hearing, Respondent had tendered copy of Memo. no. 1341 dated 28.05.2013 stating that speaking order was passed by the LG-2 Branch pursuant to the order passed in CWP No. 21778 of 2011 – Jaspal Singh vs. State.   However, it had been averred that the relevant file was not readily available with the said branch and as such, more time was sought, which was granted with the consent of the complainant.    Respondent was directed to expedite and provide the requisite information to the complainant. 


Today, the respondent-PIO has handed over response vide Memo. No. 66984/2 dated 26.06.2013 with a copy to the Commission.


Complainant seeks time to study the same, which is granted. 


Adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM.









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(96462-00999)

Sh. Vijay Kumar Gupta

Flat No. 206, GHS-36,

Arawali, Sector 20,

Panchkula-134112.






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Govt. Punjab,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.





 
  
…Respondent

CC- 1273/13
Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.



For the respondent: Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, Sr. Asstt. 


In this case, vide RTI application dated 18/19.02.2013, Sh. Vijay Gupta had sought the following information: -

“Copies of noting sheets and copy of orders of all retired employees who have been reemployed or given any kind of extension in service under different categories like Executive Officers of Municipal Councils, XENs, Fire Officers etc. in the Department of Local Bodies, Punjab, Municipal Corporations / Municipal Councils, Trusts and Water Supply and Sewerage Boards, since October 2012 till date.”


Failing to get the necessary response as envisaged under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Sh. Gupta had approached the Commission by way of the present complaint, on 22.03.2013.


In the hearing dated 11.04.2013, Sh. Gupta had stated that incomplete information had been provided by the respondent.  
Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, Sr. Asstt., appearing on behalf of the respondent had submitted that the remainder information pertained to LG-1 and LG-2 Branch of their office wherein Sh. Gopal Dass, Undersecretary, was the designated Public Information Officer. 


Accordingly, Sh. Gopal Dass, Undersecretary-cum-PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab was directed to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, according to his RTI application dated 18/19.02.2013, within a week’s time; and present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission for its perusal and records.  He was also directed to present before the Commission a copy of the information provided to Sh. Gupta.


Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, who had appeared on behalf of the respondent, was directed to apprise Sh. Gopal Dass of the proceedings in the said hearing, so that the information could be provided to the applicant without any further loss of time.


In the earlier hearing dated 23.04.2013, neither of the parties came present and the matter was posted to date. 


On 22.05.2013, it was recorded that Sh. Gopal Dass, Undersecretary-cum-PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab had not put in appearance before the Commission as directed in the order dated 23.04.2013.   Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, present on behalf of the respondent, had stated that the relevant file was with the Ministry concerned and only upon receipt thereof, the requisite information could be provided to the complainant. 


Respondent was directed to take steps for early return of the file and to endeavour to provide the requisite information to the complainant within a month’s time. 


Today, a phone call had been received from the complainant that due to an official meeting, he would be delayed for the hearing.


Sh. Jagdeep Kapil, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered copy of Memo. No. 63764 dated 18.06.2013 addressed to the complainant who is afforded an opportunity to intimate the Commission if the same is to his satisfaction.


Adjourned to 08.08.2013 at 2.00 PM.









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(99150-44168)

Sh. Rajiv Kumar

H-500, First floor,

Phase I,


Mohali.
 






 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority (GMADA),

PUDA Bhawan,

Sector 62,

Mohali.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 721/13

Order

Present:-
Complainant Sh. Rajiv Kumar in person.



For the respondent: Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-APIO

Vide RTI application dated 06.12.2012, Sh. Rajiv Kumar had sought from the respondent the status of three applications diarised under No. 38256, 41594 and 42637 regarding refund of dues pertaining to Booth No. 456-C, Phase 3-B-I, Mohali.


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission on 07.02.2012.


In the hearing dated 10.04.2013, Sh. Harpinder Singh, Clerk who had appeared on behalf of the respondent, did not know about the facts of the case. The relevant information had not been provided to the Complainant despite the fact that the amount of additional charges demanded by it had paid by the applicant-complainant vide cheque on 11.03.2013.   

 
One more opportunity was afforded to the respondent PIO to provide the requisite information and Sh. N.P. Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO was directed to personally attend the Commission today. 


On 28.05.2013, when the case came up for hearing, it was recorded that none of the directions of the Commission had been complied with.  One final opportunity was afforded to Sh. N.P. Singh, Supdt.-cum-PIO to do the needful as directed in the hearing dated 10.04.2013 and to appear before the Commission today. 


Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, Supdt.-APIO has put in appearance in compliance with the directions of the Commission.   He submitted that the information sought by the complainant only involved the issue of refund of the amount which has since been done.  He, however, made a written statement that due to shifting of the records, the relevant file could not be spotted and in the process, it took some time.   He assured the Commission that such a situation would not arise in future.

Since the complete relevant information stands provided to the applicant-complainant Sh. Rajiv Kumar, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of. 








         Sd/-



Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Jindal,

Kothi No. 306, 

Aastha Enclave,

Barnala.








 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Tehsildar,

Sardoolgarh,

(Distt. Mansa)






 
  …Respondent

CC- 1413/13
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In this case, vide RTI application dated 25.02.2013 addressed to the Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, Sh. Tarsem Jindal had sought information pertaining to the sale deeds registered with deficient stamp duty, during the tenure of Ms. Saroj Rani Aggarwal while posted as Tehsildar, Sardoolgarh, during the period 01.06.2004 to 30.05.2005.


PIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa, vide Memo. no. 665 dated 28.02.2013, had transferred the request of the applicant to the Tehsildar, Mansa, in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005.


The present complaint had been filed with the Commission, received in its office on 02.04.2013.


On 22.05.2013, when the case was taken up for hearing, it was recorded that though the office of Deputy Commissioner, Mansa had transferred the application to the Tehsildar, Mansa in terms of Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, the perusal of the case file indicated that in fact, the RTI application had been addressed to the Tehsildar, Sardoolgarh.


As such, Tehsildar, Sardoolgarh (Mansa) was impleaded as respondent in this case, who was directed to provide the requisite information to Sh. Jindal according to his RTI application dated 25.02.2013.


Today, a phone call had been received in the office from the Tehsildar, Sardoolgarh seeking exemption from appearance due to assignment of duties to the staff for the ensuing Gram Panchayat elections in the State of Punjab.


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


In the interest of justice, adjourned to 08.08.2013.









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Ranjit Singh,

No. 2314, Phase 11 (XI),

Mohali




   



 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Nadala Block,

Distt. Kapurthala





        
 …Respondent

CC- 3221/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the case in hand, the present complaint had been filed with the Commission by Sh. Ranjit Singh, received in its office on 17.10.2012 stating that information sought by him from the respondent vide application dated 08.09.2012 had not been provided.   He had sought the following information / attested documents on 14 points regarding funds allotted in the current financial year to Gram Panchayat, Khalil for the repairs of village Phirni etc. and the materials purchased / being purchased for the same.


On 05.03.2013, Sh. Ranjit Singh, the complainant had stated that irrelevant and vague information had been provided by the respondent.  He had further stated that vide communication dated 20.02.2013, he had communicated his observations to the respondent.  A copy of the same had also been placed on record. 


Since in response to RTI application dated 08.09.2012, complete information had not been provided to the complainant despite lapse of about six months, PIO – Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nadala Sh. Iqbaljit Singh was issued a show cause notice.


When the case came up for hearing on 18.04.2013, Sh. Iqbaljit Singh, BDPO had submitted that the communication dated 20.02.2013 containing observations of the complainant had not been received in his office.   A copy of the same had been, therefore, handed over to him in the presence of the Commission and he was directed to address the same and send his response to the applicant-complainant under registered cover.   He had prayed that the case be posted to 23.04.2013 when he was to appear before this Bench in another case, which was accepted.  He was further directed to be personally present on 23.04.2013 when the matter regarding delay caused in providing the information would also be taken up.


However, Sh. Iqbaljit Singh, BDPO failed to appear as assured and instead, Sh. Yousuf Masih, Panchayat Secretary had come present.   However, no further information had been provided to Sh. Ranjit Singh, the complainant.  The matter was adjourned to date. 


On 22.05.2013, a phone call had been received from the respondent seeking an adjournment as he remained busy with the election duties till 2 AM the previous day, which was granted.  
Complainant was also not present during the said hearing.


Today, a communication bearing no. 492 dated 22.06.2013 has been received from the BDPO regretting inability to attend the hearing due to assignment of duties to the staff for the ensuing Gram Panchayat elections in the State of Punjab.


Complainant had appeared in the office this morning when he was informed of the communication received from the respondent.


In the interest of justice, adjourned to 08.08.2013.









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Avtar Singh,

s/o Late Sh. Gurdial Singh,

Gahila Patti,

Village Ghrachon,

P.O. Ghrachon Khas, 

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur

   



 …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Superintending Engineer,
Public Health,

Sangrur




        


 …Respondent

CC- 3567/12
Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In this case, vide RTI application dated 26.09.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Avtar Singh had sought copies of the muster rolls of Division No. 1. 


When the case came up for maiden hearing on 05.12.2012, Sh. Jiwan Singh Mittal had appeared on behalf of the respondent and stated that he had brought the information to the Commission for onward delivery to the applicant-complainant.     As the complainant was not present, Sh. Mittal was directed to send the same to the complainant by registered post and present a photocopy of the postal receipt for records.


In compliance with the directions of the Commission, the information had been sent to the applicant by registered post by the respondent, on 12.12.2012 and a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt was present in the hearing dated 09.01.2013.    During the proceedings on the said date i.e. January 9, 2013, with the intervention of the Commission, both the parties had mutually agreed that the complainant would visit the respondent’s office during working hours between 6th and 8th February, 2013 and inspect the relevant records and upon identification of the documents required, respondent shall endeavour to provide him copies of the same according to his RTI application dated 26.09.2012.


On 11.04.2013, complainant had submitted that though he had visited the office of respondent on the dates fixed, he was only informed that the information was being compiled and would be posted in due course.   However, he had further stated that the requisite information had not been made available to him.


No one had appeared on behalf of the respondent.   Since it was already over five months and the complete relevant information had not been provided to the applicant, respondent PIO was issued a show cause notice under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005.   Point-wise complete was directed to be provided to the complainant within a fortnight.


On 22.05.2013, it was recorded that though complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant had been provided, he had lamented that there had been much delay on the part of the respondent in providing the information. 


In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commission awarded a compensation of Rs. 2,500/- (Rupees Two thousand five hundred only) in favour of Sh. Avtar Singh, the complainant.


Today a communication bearing no. 562 dated 17.06.2013 has been received from the respondent enclosing therewith written acknowledgment dated 14.06.2013 from the applicant-complainant Sh. Avtar Singh regarding receipt of amount of compensation i.e. Rs. 2,500/-.


As already recorded, complete information to the satisfaction of the complainant already stands provided.


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









         Sd/-




Chandigarh





       (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Harbans Singh

s/o Sh. Ranjit Singh,

Village Bhindran,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.





 … Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Executive Engineer,

Public Works Department,

Block Sangrur,

Sangrur.






 
  …Respondent

CC- 816/13
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Harbans Singh in person. 



None for the respondent.

Vide application dated 20.10.2012 addressed to the respondent, Sh. Harbans Singh had sought various information under the RTI Act, 2005 pertaining to the road from Bhindran to Balia Deh Kalan to Ladda Kothi.


The present complaint had been filed before the Commission, received in its office on 14.02.2013.


The case came up for hearing on 11.04.2015.  Complainant had stated that no information had been provided by the respondent.   However, no one had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor had any communication been received from him.


In the interest of justice, one more opportunity was afforded to the respondent-PIO to provide the applicant-complainant point-wise complete specific information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, in accordance with RTI application dated 20.10.2012, within a month’s time; and to present a photocopy of the relevant postal receipt before the Commission today for its perusal and records, along with a copy of the information provided to Sh. Harbans Singh, the applicant-complainant.

When the case came up for hearing on 22.05.2013, Sh. Naveen Mittal, SDO, appearing on behalf of the respondent, had stated that a major part of the information had been provided.  He, however, sought some time to provide the pending information, which was granted. 


Today, Sh. Harbans Singh submitted that the remainder information is still pending.


No one has put in appearance on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received from him.    It appears the staff in the government offices has been put on election duties for the Gram Panchayat elections slated for July, 2013 and that is why overall attendance on behalf of the respondents is negligible.


In the interest of justice, adjourned to 09.07.2013 at 2.00 PM. 









           Sd/-




Chandigarh





         (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 26.06.2013




State Information Commissioner
