STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Sanjay Aggarwal,
C/o M/s Amritsar Industries,

G.T. Road, Batala – 143505,

District: Gurdaspur.







…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,
PWD(B&R), Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

PWD(B&R), Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents
Appeal Case No.  1647 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
None for the Appellant.
Shri Hans Raj, Superintendent, PWD(B&R -3 Branch, on behalf of the Respondents.


The case was last heard on 10.12.2013, when none was present. A perusal of the case file revealed that the requisite information  had been provided to the Appellant. Therefore, the Appellant was asked to point out  whether he was satisfied with the provided information.

2.

The Respondent states that the information asked for relates to PWD(B&R), Irrigation and Local Government Departments. As desired, speaking order has been issued. As far as Local Government Department is concerned, Nagar Council, Batala has supplied the requisite information to the Appellant. 
3.

Since the Appellant is not present, one more opportunity is afforded to him to pursue his case otherwise the same will be decided as ex-parte on the basis of record available  with the Commission.  

4.

Adjourned to 25.03.2014  at 2.00 P.M.








Sd/-
 

Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Ashish Gupta,
Owner Business Encounter 5,

Shastri Market-2, Jalandhar.





…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner,  
Jalandhar.

2.
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, 

Jalandhar.







…Respondent

Appeal  Case No.  2625 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Ashish Gupta, Appellant, in person. 
Shri B.J. Singh, Counsel for the Respondents. 


Vide RTI application dated 17.07.2013 addressed to the Respondent No. 1, Shri Ashish Gupta   sought the following  information/documents in respect of Banarasi Dass Arya Girls College, Jalandhar Cantt.:-
1)
How many times district health department visited the above college for the purpose to inspect food quality which is being provided in college canteen since 1st  January, 2007 till the date of reply.

2)
How many times samples are being taken by District Health Department from college mess and hostel premises since 1st January, 2007 till the date of reply.

3)
Please provide the balance sheets of the college for the last 5 years. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Ashish Gupta filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority of the office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar vide  letter dated  03.09.2013 under the provisions of Section 19(1) of the RTI Act,2005.   District Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, office of Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar 
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transferred the application to the Principal, Banarasi Dass Arya Girls College, Jalandhar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to supply requisite information to the applicant. On getting no response, Shri  Ashish Gupta filed Second Appeal  with the Commission  vide letter dated nil. under the provisions of Section 19(3) of the RTI Act,2005 ,  which was received in it on 02.12.2013. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the parties for today.
3.

The Counsel for the Respondent sseeks more time to study the case, which is granted. 
4.

Adjourned to  25.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









   Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jasminder Singh,
S/o Shri Udhay Singh, 

H.No. 613, Street No. 1, 

Vishkarma Puri, Gill Road, 

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana – 141003.





…Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer

o/o R & D Centre for Bicycle & Sewing Machine,
B-38-39, Focal Point, Phase-V, Ludhiana. 



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 4157 of 2013                                                                                                             

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Ashwani Ahluwalia, Manager, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 09.09.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasminder Singh  sought various information/documents on six points. General Manager/Principal supplied information to the applicant vide letter No. BSMC/1432, dated 11.10.2013. 
2.

Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Jasminder Singh filed  a complaint dated 22.11.2013 with the Commission which was received in it on 26.11.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
3.

 Since the instant case is a complaint case and the Complainant does not seem to be serious in getting the information, as he is not present nor any intimation has been received from him,  it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the 
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Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the the information. As provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.








Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jasminder Singh,

S/o Shri Udhay Singh, 

H.No. 613, Street No. 1, 

Vishkarma Puri, Gill Road, 

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana – 141003.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o R & D Centre for Bicycle & Sewing Machine,

B-38-39, Focal Point, Phase-V, Ludhiana. 



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 4158 of 2013                                                                                                             

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Ashwani Ahluwalia, Manager, on behalf of the Respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 09.09.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasminder Singh  sought various information/documents on eight points. General Manager/Principal supplied information to the applicant vide letter No. BSMC/1423, dated 08.10.2013. 

2.

Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Jasminder Singh filed  a complaint dated 22.11.2013 with the Commission which was received in it on 26.11.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

3.

 Since the instant case is a complaint case and the Complainant does not seem to be serious in getting the information, as he is not present nor any intimation has been received from him,  it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the 
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Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the the information. As provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.








   Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jasminder Singh,

S/o Shri Udhay Singh, 

H.No. 613, Street No. 1, 

Vishkarma Puri, Gill Road, 

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana – 141003.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o R & D Centre for Bicycle & Sewing Machine,

B-38-39, Focal Point, Phase-V, Ludhiana. 



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 4159 of 2013                                                                                                             

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Ashwani Ahluwalia, Manager, on behalf of the Respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 28.09.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasminder Singh  sought various information/documents on seven  points. General Manager/Principal supplied information to the applicant vide letter No. BSMC/1477, dated 29.10.2013. 

2.

Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Jasminder Singh filed  a complaint dated 22.11.2013 with the Commission which was received in it on 26.11.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

3.

 Since the instant case is a complaint case and the Complainant does not seem to be serious in getting the information, as he is not present nor any intimation has been received from him,  it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the 
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Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the the information. As provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.








   Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jasminder Singh,

S/o Shri Udhay Singh, 

H.No. 613, Street No. 1, 

Vishkarma Puri, Gill Road, 

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana – 141003.





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o R & D Centre for Bicycle & Sewing Machine,

B-38-39, Focal Point, Phase-V, Ludhiana. 



…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 4160 of 2013                                                                                                             

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Ashwani Ahluwalia, Manager, on behalf of the Respondent. 



Vide RTI application dated 30.09.2013,  addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasminder Singh  sought various information/documents on five  points. General Manager/Principal supplied information to the applicant vide letter No. BSMC/1479 dated 29.10.2013. 

2.

Not satisfied with the provided information, Shri Jasminder Singh filed  a complaint dated 22.11.2013 with the Commission which was received in it on 26.11.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

3.

 Since the instant case is a complaint case and the Complainant does not seem to be serious in getting the information, as he is not present nor any intimation has been received from him,  it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the 
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Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the the information. As provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.








      Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Avtar Singh,
S/o Shri Hazoora Singh,

Village: Gobindgarh, 

Post Office: Jugiana, District: Ludhiana. 




…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Commissioner of Police, 
Ludhiana. 








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No. 4190 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
None for the complainant.

Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI, on behalf of the Respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 22.10.2013 addressed to the respondent, Shri Avtar Singh   sought various information/documents on three points. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Avtar Singh  filed a complaint dated 25.11.2013 with the Commission which was received in it on 28.11.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for  today.
3.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the Complainant vide letter No. 3411/RTI, dated 27.12.2013, which has duly been received by the Complainant. A copy of the provided information has been supplied to  the Commission vide letter  No. 380/RTI, dated 31.12.2013 by the  PIO-cum-Deputy Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana, which has been taken on record. 

4.

Since the information stands provided to the Complainant to his satisfaction, the case is ordered to be closed and disposed of. 








Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Jagmohan Singh Makkar,
347/86, Model Colony,

Salem Tabri, Ludhiana.

.









…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer

o/o Deputy Commissioner, 
Ludhiana.








…Respondent

Complaint  Case No.  4194 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Jagmohan Singh Makkar, Complainant, in person. 
None for the Respondent. 


Vide RTI application dated 07.09.2013 addressed to the Respondent, Shri Jagmohan Singh Makkar  sought Action Taken Report on his complaint dated 14.05.2013 against Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana West. District Revenue Officer-cum-APIO, Ludhiana vide letter No. 3716, dated 12.09.2013 directed Officer Incharge, Establishment Branch, Ludhiana to furnish requisite information to the Applicant within 10 days.
2.

Failing to get any  information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Makkar filed a complaint dated 31.10.2013 with the Commission which was received in it on 26.11.2013 and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of Section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

The Complainant reiterates that the requisite information has not been supplied to him as yet by the Respondent. Therefore, Respondent-PIO is directed to supplied requisite information to the Complainant within 15 days  and be present in person on the next date of hearing with a copy of the provided information to explain reasons for delay in providing the information. 
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4.

A copy is forwarded to Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ludhiana to ensure that the requisite information is provided to the Complainant within 15 days by the concerned PIO and the PIO is present in person on the next date of hearing. 

5.

Adjourned to 25.03.2013 at 2.00 P.M.







 

Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Sub Divisional Magistrate, Ludhiana
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri V.P. Goel, 
# 102, Sector: 15, 

Panchkula – 134113.






…Appellant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Administrator,
Patiala Development Authority, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Administrator, 

Patiala Development Authority, Patiala.



…Respondents
Appeal  Case No. 1401 of 2013    

Order

Present: 
Shri V. P. Goel, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Sukhwant Singh Sandhu, S.E.; Shri Mohinder Singh,  Estate Officer;  Shri Chanchal Ram, XEN, Electrical; Shri Vijay Janjua, S.D.O. Public Health;  Shri Mohan Pal, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Vinod Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondents.  


The case was last heard on 03.12.2013, when Shri Mohinder Siongh, Estate Officer, present on behalf of the Respondents stated that complete information in respect of RTI application of the applicant stood provided to him. The Appellant stated that complete information had not been supplied as yet and some information relating to development works was still pending.  Consequently, the entire case was discussed in detail in the presence of both the parties as a result of which it came to the notice of the Commission that the information stated to be pending is probably available with the office of  Shri Sukhwant Singh Sandhu, S.E., Patiala Development Authority, Patiala. Accordingly, Shri Sukhwant Singh Sandhu, S.E., was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing ie. today alongwith relevant details pertaining to developmental works undertaken/completed in Urban Estate Phase-II, Patiala.
2.

As per the directions issued by the Commission, Shri Sukhwant Singh Sandhu, S.E., Patiala Development Authority, Patiala is present today. The case has 
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been discussed in detail. It has come to the notice that  Information has been provided to the Appellant a number of times in piece meal but he is still not fully satisfied. During discussion it has been brought to the notice of the Commission that the requisite information relates to different departments such as P.W.D.(B&R), P.S.P.C Ltd., Water Supply and Sanitation. Accordingly, Shri Zorawar Singh, XEN, Provincial Division-2, PWD(B&R), Mini Secretariat, Patiala; Shri Paramjit Singh Gill, Assistant XEN, PSPC Limited, Distribution, Bahadurgarh, Patiala and Shri R. K. Sharma, XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation Division-1, Nabha Road, Patiala are directed to be present in person alongwith relevant record to provide requisite information to the Appellant without any further delay as the information is pending since 03.04.2012, the date of submission of RTI application by the applicant to the PIO.  A  copy of the information sought  by the Appellant is sent to them for ready reference. 
3.

Adjourned to 26.03.2014 at 2.00 P.M.









Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:








(By Registered Post)

1.
Shri Zorawar Singh, XEN, Provincial Division-2, PWD(B&R), Mini Secretariat, Patiala;
2.
Shri Paramjit Singh Gill, Assistant XEN, PSPC Limited, Distribution, Bahadurgarh, Patiala.

3.
 Shri R. K. Sharma, XEN, Water Supply and Sanitation Division-1, Nabha Road, Patiala

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,
Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,
Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9,

Chandigarh.







…Respondents
Appeal  Case No.  1469 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Appellant, in person. 
Shri Inderjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondents. 


The case was last heard on 03.12.2013, when one more opportunity was afforded to the Respondents to provide the requisite information to the Appellant  as per his RTI application dated 18.02.2013. 
2.

Shri Inderjit Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of the Respondents, states that inquiry has been completed and a speaking order will  now be issued. He further states that a copy of the inquiry report alongwith requisite information after the inspection of the record, will be supplied to the Appellant. 

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the requisite complete information be provided to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

Adjourned to  05.03.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of order.








Sd/-
 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER, PUNJAB

SCO 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.





…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer-cum-

Senior Vigilance Officer,

O/o  Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Sector: 17-C, 
Chandigarh.

2.
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Sector: 17-C, 

Chandigarh.







…Respondents
Appeal  Case No.  1000 of 2013   

Order

Present: 
Shri Rohit Sabharwal, Appellant, in person. 

Shri Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondents. 



The case was last heard on 03.12.2013, when on the request of the Appellant that he may be compensated for the detriment suffered in obtaining the information in the instant case, a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees Three Thousand Only) was awarded to Shri Rohit Sabharwal  Appellant,  keeping in view the detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information since 26.12.2012 as he had to visit from Ludhiana to Chandigarh to attend the hearings in the office of the Commission,  to be paid by the Respondent Public Authority through a Bank Draft.  Besides, the PIO was directed to make written submission, if any, in response to show-cause notice issued to him, through a duly sworn affidavit. He was also directed to provide the Appellant point-wise complete information, duly attested, free of cost, by registered post, within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission. 

2.

As per the directions of the Commission  issued on the last date of hearing, Shri Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, office of Director Local 
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Government, Punjab, appearing on behalf of Respondents, hands over remaining 
information alongwith a Bank Draft of Rs. 3000/- on account of compensation, to the Appellant in  the court today. 
3.

The Respondent submits that since complete information has been provided to the Appellant and compensation amount has been paid through Bank Draft, the case may be filed. He submits an affidavit in response to the show-cause notice issued to him, which is taken on record. 
4.

The Appellant states  that he sought information in this case vide RTI application on 26.12.2012 and information has been provided to him after more than 13 months and during this long period he has suffered a lot. He further states that during hearing on 30.10.2013,  the Respondent promised in the court that the information was  ready and would  be furnished without any further delay. Despite of the assurance given on 30.10.2013 in the court, the information was not provided.  He prays that the PIO may be penalized under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 

5.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the instant case has been heard on 04.07.2013, 21.08.2013, 30.10.2013, 03.12.2013 and 28.01.2014 and  the information has been provided in the instant case after more than 13 months. The information has been provided to the Appellant in piece meal a number of times. No sincere efforts were made by the Respondent-PIO to provide information within stipulated period as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.  Even in the affidavit submitted by the Respondent-PIO, he himself has admitted that there have been some lapses in providing the information in the instant case.  More-over, on 30.10.2013, he gave assurance to provide information immediately as the information was ready but the same was not provided as the complete information has been provided today. In his affidavit he has not given any reasonable justification for not providing information within stipulated time-frame as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005. 
6.

Therefore, in these circumstances, it can be safely concluded that the respondent PIO have intentionally and willfully delayed/obstructed the providing of complete and correct information to the Appellant. It reflects the callous  attitude adopted by  the PIO in the instant case.  Therefore, it is a fit case for imposing  penalty upon the Respondent PIO. 
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7.

Therefore, in terms of the powers conferred by the RTI Act, 2005, under the provisions of section 20(1),  the Commission imposes a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- (Rupees Twenty Five  Thousand Only) on the respondent-PIO namely  Shri Atul Sharma, Senior Vigilance Officer, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, SCO No.  131-132, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.  

8.

The amount of penalty will be deducted from the salary of the Respondent-PIO by the Director Local Government and will be deposited in the Treasury under the relevant  Head. 
9.

A copy is forwarded to the Director Local Government, Punjab, SCO No. 131-132, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh for compliance of the orders. 
10.

Adjourned to  26.03.2014  at 2.00 P.M. for confirmation of compliance of order.










Sd/- 
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 28.01. 2014


             State Information Commissioner

CC:

Director, Local Government, Punjab, 






SCO No. 131-132, Sector: 17-C,



Chandigarh.
