STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jeet Singh,

# 205, Patel Nagar,

Near Bibi Wala Chowk, Bathinda – 151001.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC - 229/2010

Present:
Shri Jeet Singh,  Complainant, in person.

Shri  Gora Lal Jindal, Executive Officer-cum-PIO and Shri Mohinder Kataria, Accountant–cum-the then PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing Shri Gora Lal, Jindal, Executive Officer-cum-PIO is present in the court today alongwith his written submission through an affidavit dated 05.05.2010.

2.

On 20.04.2010, a penalty of Rs. 10,000/-(Rupees Ten thousand only) was imposed upon Shri Gora Lal, Executive Officer-cum-PIO for the delay in the supply of information to the Complainant and a compensation of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand) was awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. Through affidavit Shri Gora Lal, Executive Officer-cum-PIO has requested the Commission to review/modify the order  dated 

20.04.2010 vide which penalty has been imposed upon him and compensation 
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has been awarded to the Complainant. 

3.

In the affidavit he has stated that he was  appointed as PIO only in the month of November, 2009 and this case was being dealt with earlier  by Shri Mohinder Kataria, Accountant-cum-PIO.  Besides, the officers/officials who attended the earlier proceedings did not bring to his notice the proceedings taken place in the Commission and thus they  have been issued show-cause notices to explain as to why they have not informed the Executive Officer about the proceedings held in the Commission. 

4.

The PIO states that the complete information including a copy of the Resolution and calculation sheet of the saleable area of the Scheme has  been supplied to the Complainant. 

5.

A perusal of the written submissions made by the PIO and the counter submissions made by the Complainant reveals that the complete information has been supplied to  the Complainant today after a period of about 6 months.  Since the information has been delayed for about 6 months, Shri Gora Lal, Executive Officer-cum-PIO is ordered to deposit penalty amount of  Rs. 10,000/-(Rupees Ten thousand only) in the State Treasury under the following  Head of Account:




“ Major Head – 0070 – Other Administrative Services -60




Other Services – 800 – Other receipts – 86




Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005(Penalty)
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Besides, it is directed that compensation amount of Rs. 3000/-(Rupees three thousand only) be paid to the Complainant through Bank Draft by the Public Authority for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 

6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 08.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Saran,

S/o Shri Attar Chand,

Mansurwal Dona Near

Gauri Shankar Cold Store, Kapurthala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Kapurthala.








 Respondent

CC - 763/2010

Present:
Shri Ram Saran, Complainant, in person.

Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, DDPO and Shri Sukhjinder Singh, Clerk,                   
 on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 08.04.2010,  when Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, DDPO-cum-PIO was imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000/-(Rupees Ten thousand only) for the delay in the supply of information and a compensation of Rs. 2000/-(Rupees two thousand only) was awarded to the Complainant for the detriment and loss suffered by him. 

2.

Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, DDPO-cum-PIO is present today in the court and places on record his written submission vide letter No. 432/Reader/DDPO, dated 03.05.2010.  In the written submission he has stated that the requisite information related to the office of A.D.C.(Development) and was to be supplied by him. He has further stated that the orders of the 
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Commission have not reached him or reached him late due to which he could not attend the proceedings.

3.

Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu. DDPO-cum-PIO states that the Complainant filed two applications, one with ADC(General) and one with ADC(Development) which were transferred to DDPO under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 907/RTI, dated 21.12.2009 and letter No. 2884, dated 16.12.2009 respectively. 

4.

A perusal of the complaint dated 10.12.2009 and the written submission of the DDPO reveals that the application was transferred by ADC(Development) to DDPO to supply information to the Complainant in respect of Para 9. It was brought to the notice of ADC(Development) by the DDPO that the information in respect of Para 9 also relates to ADC(Development) which was finally supplied by ADC(Development) to DDPO vide letter No. 231, dated 30.04.2010 for further transmission to the Complainant and the same was  supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 398, dated 03.05.2010 by the DDPO.

5.

After going through the contents of the file vis-à-vis the submissions made by both the parties and in view of the position narrated above, I arrive at the conclusion that the requisite information related to the office of ADC(Development) as the same was finally provided  by that office and thus  the responsibility for the delay in the supply of information  lies with 
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ADC(Development). Therefore, Shri Kanwal Sher Singh, ADC(Development) Kapurthala is directed to make written submission on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay  in the supply of the information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment and loss suffered by him. 

6.

The request of the DDPO, Kapurthala, made through written submission,  to review the order of the Commission dated 08.04.2010, vide which penalty of Rs. 10,000/- has been imposed upon him and compensation of Rs. 2000/- has been awarded to the Complainant, will be considered on the next date of hearing on   receipt of written submission from ADC(Development). 


7.

Shri Kanwal Sher Singh, ADC(Development), Kapurthala and Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala are directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing. 


8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Shri Kanwal Sher Singh, Additional Deputy  Commissioner 

                     (Development) Kapurthala.

2.
Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                              REGISTERED

Shri Parmod Chaudhary,

C/o M/S Harkishan Theatre, Jalalabad.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Infrastructure Development Board,

SCO No. 89-90, Sector:34-A, Chandigarh – 160022.


Respondent

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Technical Education and 

Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC - 1225/2010

Present:
Shri  Saurabh Chugh, Advocate, on behalf of the  Complainant.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of the PIO of the office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training. Therefore, the PIO of the office of Director Technical Education and Industrial Training is directed to supply the requisite information relating to their office  to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

2.

The requisite information relating to Punjab Infrastructure Development Board has already been supplied to the Complainant. Therefore, 
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the PIO of the office of Punjab Infrastructure Development Board has been exempted from attending further proceedings in the instant case. 
3.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that the case may be adjourned at least for a period of one month. 

4.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.07.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC:
1.
Secretary, Technical Education and Industrial Training, 

                      Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.      

2.
Director, Technical Education and Industrial Training, Punjab, Sector: 36, Chandigarh.            
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)







                                      REGISTERED

Shri Gurlal Singh,

S/o Shri Avtar Singh,

Village: Barhi, P.O. Manauli,

District: Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  GMADA, Sector:62,

Mohali.








 Respondent

CC -  924/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 08.04.2010, when a penalty of Rs. 10,000/-(Rupees Ten thousand only) was imposed upon Shri Balbir Singh, PCS, Estate Officer-cum-PIO, GMADA, to be deducted from his salary for the month of April,2010 and deposited in the State Treasury under the follow Head of Account,  for the delay in the supply of the information




“ Major Head – 0070 – Other Administrative Services -60




Other Services – 800 – Other receipts – 86




Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005(Penalty)

The case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders of the Commission dated 08.04.2010.
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2.

None is present today  on behalf of the Respondent. While giving one more opportunity, the PIO is directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 08.04.2010 before the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders dated 08.04.2010  on 25.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 06. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


CC:



1.
Principal Secretary, Housing and Urban Development, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
Chief Administrator, GMADA, PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62,   

                                 Mohali.      

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dharminder Kumar s/o Sh.Balraj,

VPO: Mehta,

Distt. Kapurthala.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.





 Respondent

CC No. 1192 /2010

Present:
Shri H.S.Rathi, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Neeraj Kumar, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 


Phagwara and Shri Ram Parkash, Panchayat Secretary, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Neeraj Kumar, BDPO, Phagwara is present in the court  along with Resolution Register of Gram Panchayat, Mehta. 

2.

On the perusal of resolution register, it reveals that the signatures of Ms. Reeta Rani, Sarpanch,   Gram Panchayat, Mehta are very much there in the resolution register on the said resolution.  One photo copy of the resolution is supplied to the complainant in the court in my presence. Respondent further states that in relation to the signatures of Ms. Reeta Rani, Sarpanch, a separate case is being heard by the Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab, copy of the decision of which will  be supplied after the enquiry is completed by 
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the Department. 

3.

Since the requisite information, in the instant case, has been supplied along with the verification of signatures of Ms. Reeta Rani, Sarpanch, on the resolution register, the case is  disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vikramjeet Singh s/o sh.Kamaljeet Singh,

Village: Kakrala Bhaika, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana, Distt. Patiala.






 Respondent

CC No. 947 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Nripinder Singh Grewal, Block Development and 



Panchayat Officer, Samana, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Nripinder Singh Grewal, BDPO, Samana, is present in the court.  He produces a receipt received from Shri Vikramjeet Singh, resident of village Kakrala Bhaika, in lieu of the information supplied to him on 23.04.2010 and also produces one copy of letter written by Shri Vikramjeet Singh, complainant requesting that he has received the information with regard to case No. CC 947 of 2010 and the case may be closed.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied to the complainant and the complainant has given in writing that he has received the information, the case is  disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa, opp. Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, Ludhiana- 141008.



     Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GLADA,  Ludhiana.






 Respondent

AC No. 197 /2010

Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, appellant, in person.



Shri Gurbax Singh, Estate Officer-cum-PIO and Shri Gurmukh 


Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gurbax Singh, Estate Officer-cum-PIO is present in the court along with written submission and with a copy of challan dated 04-05- 2010, vide which the penalty amounting to Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten thousand only) has been deposited under the relevant Head of Account of Right to Information Act, 2005. He also places on record information running into 90 sheets relating to the year 2008.

2.

After arguments and deliberations, it is decided that the information relating to the years 2008, 2009 and 2010 – upto 30.04.2010- be prepared and supplied to the appellant as per his demand.  Appellant also places on record written submission dated 06.05.2010, one copy of which is handed over to the PIO and one copy of the same is placed in the record file.  The respondent states 
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that the information being lengthy and due to the shortage of staff, at least two months time will be required to collect the information and pleads that the case may be adjourned for two months.  On the request of the PIO, the case is adjourned and it is directed that the information, as per the deliberations and written submissions made by the appellant, be prepared and supplied by the next date of hearing.                                

3.

The case is  fixed for further hearing on  22.07.2010 in court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:06-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner


