STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)








                          REGISTERED
Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.  






Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government,  Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC - 304/2009

RESERVED ON 21.05.2010

AND

PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN COURT ON 22.06.2010
ORDER
1.

The brief history of the case is that the Appellant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Director Local Government Punjab on 09.02.2009 for seeking certain information regarding cases considered and approved for change of land use in Punjab since 01.04.2006 in a specific format. On getting no information, he filed  appeal with the First Appellate Authority. Again on getting no response, he filed second appeal with the Commission on 05.05.2009, which was received in the Commission on 09.05.2009 against Diary No. 6800.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for 07.07.2009.

                  Contd…….p/2

AC - 304/2009



-2-

2.

The case has been  heard  on 07.07.2009, 01.10.2009, 10.11.2009, 22.12.2009, 19.01.2010, 09.02.2010, 23.02.2010, 09.03.2010, 13.04.2010, 20.05.2010 and 21.05.2010 and interim orders were issued in respect of each hearing. 

3.

on 07.07.2009 the Appellant stated that no information has been supplied to him neither by PIO nor by the Appellate Authority. Even no interim reply was sent to him. Taking a serious view of the fact that no information has been supplied to the Appellant since 09.02.2009, the date of submission of application, the PIO was directed to be present in person 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 information and as to why compensation  be  not awarded to the Appellant. The case was adjourned to 11.08.2009.
4.

Due to some administrative reasons, court could not be held on 11.08.2009 and the case was adjourned to 01.10.2009.
5.

A letter dated 10.08.2009  was received from Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government vide which he requested the Commission to grant additional time of one month so that information could be collected from the subordinate offices and supplied to the Appellant. On 01.10.2009, Shri Narinder Pal Singh, Superintendent was present on behalf of the PIO since Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO
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 had retired. Shri Narinder Pal Singh was directed to supply a list of PIOs posted since 09.02.2009 so that responsibility for the delay in the supply of information could be fixed. The Respondent informed the Commission that the information has been collected from the Municipal Corporations and the same will be supplied to the Appellant within a week. The case was adjourned to 10.11.2009.
6.

On 10.11.2009, the Respondent submitted that the Appellant should file application with the concerned PIO of Municipal Corporations and Municipal Councils to get the requisite information. Since the powers to change 
land use vest with the Government, the Respondent was directed that complete information be collected from all the Municipal Corporations and Municipal Councils and supplied to the Appellant.  The Appellant requested that minutes of the meeting held under the Chairmanship of Local Government Minister on 
28.08.2009 may be supplied to him. He further requested that since the information has been delayed for 253 days, necessary action may be taken under Section 20(1), 20(2) and 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act,2005 for imposing penalty upon the PIO and granting compensation to him. Accordingly, Show-Cause Notice was issued to Mrs. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary-cum-PIO for imposing penalty upon her and awarding compensation to the Appellant. It was directed that complete information be supplied to the Appellant within 15 days and the case was adjourned to 22.12.2009.
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7.

On 22.12.2009, Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent, informed the Commission that Shri Sukhninder Singh, ATP dealing with the instant case, has expired and Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP, may be directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant as he is concerned PIO in respect of the instant case. The Appellant reiterated his request for imposing penalty upon the PIO and granting compensation to him as first information was supplied to him on 19.10.2009 after a period of 8 months. Accordingly, Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP-cum-PIO, was issued Show-Cause Notice for imposing penalty upon him for the delay
in the supply of information and for awarding compensation to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. Besides, Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent, L.G.-4 Branch was directed to intimate the Commission as to when the application dated 09.02.2009 of the Appellant was transferred to the 
concerned PIO/Deemed PIO. He was also directed to intimate the  names of the 
concerned PIOs/Deemed PIOs,  who remained posted as such during the period from 09.02.2009 to 01.06.2009 so that Show-Cause Notice could be issued to them. The case was adjourned to 19. 01.2010.
8.

On 19.01.2010, the Respondent was directed to supply the information in the specific format as per the demand of the Appellant and the case was adjourned to 09.02.2010.
9.

On 09.02.2010,  after the perusal of the information supplied to the 
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Appellant, the Respondent was directed to clarify as to how the cases of Municipal Councils and Nagar Panchayats are not covered under the terms and conditions of Change of Land Use Policy circulated in the year 2006 and only the Municipal Corporations of Amritsar, Bathinda, Jalandhar, Ludhiana and Patiala fall within the ambit of this Policy. Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP-cum-PIO was issued Show-Cause Notice for imposing penalty upon him and awarding compensation to the Appellant. He was directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing with his reply to the Show-Cause Notice and supply the requisite information to 
the Appellant. The case was adjourned to 23.03.2010.
10.

On 23.02.2010, none was present on behalf of the Respondent and the case was adjourned to 09.03.2010.
11.

On 09.03.2010, the Respondent stated that some information 
running into 21 sheets  has been supplied  to the Appellant and the  Appellant has raised some queries regarding Para No. 2, 3 and 4. The Respondent informed that the minutes of the meeting  held under the Chairmanship of the Local Government Minister on 28.08.2009 are not available with the CTP office and Local Government-1 Branch has been requested to supply the same to the Appellant.  The Respondent was directed to collect the information from Local Government -1 Branch and supply to the Appellant within one month. The Respondent was also directed to place on record a photocopy of the affidavit of 
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CTP within a week so that the matter  regarding imposition of penalty and awarding of compensation could be decided on the next date of hearing. The was adjourned to 13.04.2010.
12.

On 13.04.2010, Shri Naresh Batta, SDO, appearing on behalf of the Respondent PIO placed on record a photo copy of the affidavit dated 18.01.2010 from Shri M. S. Aulja, CTP and a copy of letter dated 08.04.2010 vide which minutes of the meeting held under the Chairmanship of Local Government Minister on 28.08.2009 were sent to the Appellant. The Appellant stated that he has sent his observations to the Director  Local Government in respect of Para 5. The case was adjourned to 20.05.2010.

13.

On 20.05.2010,  the Respondent assured the Commission that he will submit copy of Notification issued by the Government regarding appointment 
of PIO in  the office of CTP Wing of the Local Government Department.  The case was adjourned to 21.05.2010.
14.

On 21.05.2010, Shri Naresh Batta, SDO, appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO, placed on record copies of Notifications issued by the Government of Punjab in the Department of Local Government regarding appointment of APIOs/PIOs and Appellate Authorities from time to time.  The Appellant had already made his submission.  The judgement in respect of imposing penalty upon the PIO(s) for the  delay in the supply of information and 
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awarding compensation to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him  was reserved.
15.

A perusal of the Notifications regarding appointment of APIOs/PIOs and Appellate Authorities reveals that Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP remained PIO for the period from 02.06.2009 to 20.11.2009  of the Town Planning Wing of the Local Government, which is the  concerned Section as far as the instant case is concerned.  After going through the submissions made by the Respondent and the Appellant from time to time vis-à-vis the facts of the case narrated above, I arrive at the conclusion that Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP remained  PIO of the Town Planning Wing of the Local Government Department for the major period and is responsible for the delay in the supply of information.  Some information had to 
be collected from L.G.-1 Branch and L.G.-4 Branch which are located locally and information should have been  collected at personal level. Besides, in spite of clear directions issued by the Commission to Shri M. S. Aujla, CTP  a number of times to attend the proceedings in person to explain his position with regard to   

delay in the supply of information, he never attended the court.  Viewing seriously the casual approach adopted by Shri M. S. Aujla in the supply of information to the Appellant and deliberately defying  the directions of the Commission, I impose a penalty of Rs. 25,000/-(Rupees twenty five thousand) upon him to be deducted from his salary in two equal instalments for the months of June,2010 
and July,2010 and deposited in the State Treasury under the following Head of 
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Account:


“ Major Head – 0070 – Other Administrative Services -60



Other Services – 800 – Other receipts – 86



Fee under the Right to Information Act, 2005(Penalty)
 Besides, a compensation of Rs. 10,000/-(Rupees ten thousand) is awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information at the rate of Rs. 1000/-(Rupees One thousand) per hearing  to be paid to him by the Public Authority through Bank Draft within one month of the receipt of this order, as he has attended   ten  hearings. 
16.

It is made clear that during the period from 09.02.2009 to 01.06.2009,  the PIOs of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government kept changing frequently and thus no one can be singled out and held solely  responsible for the delay in the supply of the information. However, Principal Secretary Local Government may take necessary action against the concerned officers/officials responsible for the delay in the supply of information  under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
17.

It is noted in appreciation that Shri Naresh Batta, ATP posted  in the Town Planning Wing of Local Government Department,  after his appointment as  PIO  on 20.11.2009,  made all out  efforts to supply the requisite information to  the Appellant at the earliest possible and ultimately supplied complete information to him.  
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18.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 12.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No.1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
19.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab,




Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2. Director, Local Government, Punjab,

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

3. Shri M. S. Aujla, 

Chief Town Planner of Local Government Department,

O/O Punjab Water Supply & Sewerage Board,

Sector:27, Madhya Marg, Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kamal Anand,

S/o Late Shri Om Parkash Anand,

R/o Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust,

Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 282/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Kuldeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent has brought the register being maintained in the office of Improvement Trust Ludhiana as per the provisions of Punjab Government RTI Rules, 2007. He places on record one photo copy of the register and states that one photo copy of the same has been sent to the Complainant.
2.

The Complainant is not present and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-supply of the information, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Deepak Mudgil,

R/o Military Station Road,

Opposite Chankaya School,

Fazilka – 152123, District: Ferozepur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.







 Respondent

CC - 3884/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Since none is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case and the case is fixed for hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Mahesh Kumar,

# 8, Gali No. 5, Ferozepur Cantt.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar
,

Cooperative Societies, Punjab,

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
CC - 1874 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Satwinder Kumar, Deputy Registrar-cum-PIO and Shri Ravinder Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent places on record a copy of the order passed by Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana  High Court vide which stay has been granted to the Department as the matter is  pending before the Hon’ble Court to determine whether the Respondent Department falls within the ambit of R. T. I. Act, 2005. The Respondent further states that the case has been  fixed for hearing on 28.07.2010 in the Hon’ble Court and he assures the Commission that necessary action will be taken as per the judement of the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court as and when it is received.
2.

The Respondent is directed to intimate  the Commission regarding the judgement of the Punjab and Haryna High Court as and when it is passed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned Sine-die.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdial Singh,

S/o Shri Charan Singh,

Near Convent School, Ajnala Road,

Fatehgarh Churian, District: Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager,

Gurdaspur Central Cooperative Bank,

Fatehgarh Churian, District: Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC -1794/2010

Present:
Shri  Gurdial Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf  of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

 None is present on behalf of the Respondent as some Writ Petitions are pending before the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court to determine whether the Respondent Department falls within the ambit of R.T.I. Act, 2005.
2.

Accordingly the   case is adjourned Sine-die.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  J. M. Vadhera, Advocate,
304, J. P. Nagar, Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.




 Respondent

CC - 643 /2010

Present:
Shri J. M. Vadhera, Complainant, in person.

Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent hands over requisite information to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence.

3.

The Complainant states that he has received the award dated 22.11.1953 but 7 LA, which is supposed to be placed in the same file,  has not been supplied. The Respondent states that 7 LA is not available in the public domain of Improvement Trust Jalandhar. The Complainant states that 7 LA relating to Shri Nihal Singh  S/o Shri Atma Singh may be provided to him as it is urgently required.  The Respondent APIO  assures the Commission that he will
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try his level best  to find out the same  and  supply to the Complainant within a period of one month.
4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the 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: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  J. M. Vadhera, Advocate,

304, J. P. Nagar, Jalandhar.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 3931 /2009
Present:
Shri J. M. Vadhera, Complainant, in person.

Shri Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the information in respect of Shri Kalyan Singh S/o Shri Jagmohan Singh, Shri Charanjit Singh and Smt. Gurbachan Kaur has been supplied to the Complainant.  The Respondent assures the Commission that the information in respect of Shri Kartar Singh, Shri Jaswant Singh, Shri Manmohan Singh,  Shri Inderjit Singh and Shri Avtar Singh will be supplied to the Complainant and requests that for this purpose two months time may be given.
3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Varinder Khanna, 

425, Master Tara Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.








Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Additional Secretary to Government Punjab,

Department of Local Government, 

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 893/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Amrik Singh Puri, Superintendent Grade-II, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Two Fax messages dated 18.06.2010 and 19.06.2010 have been received from the Appellant vide which he has requested the Commission to adjourn the case to some other date as he is unable to attend the proceedings  on 22.06.2010 since  he is going to visit the religious places from 19.06.2010 to 29.06.2010. 
2.

The Respondent places on record photo copies of noting sheets where Additional Secretary Local Government has directed the office to take necessary action after obtaining objections from the Appellant. The Respondent 
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is directed to send one set of photo copies of noting sheets to the Appellant by registered post.

3.

On the request of the Appellant, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 13.07.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Mohinder Kaur,

W/o Shri Jit Singh,

R/o House No. 25, Gali No. 1,

Gopal Nagar, Majitha Road, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Manager, Housefed, Amritsar.



 Respondent

CC -1868/2010

Present:
Shri Jeet Singh on behalf of the Complainant.


None is present on  behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent as Hearing Notice in the instant case has been inadvertently sent to District Manager, Housefed, Hoshiarpur instead of District Manager, Housefed Amritsar.
2.

A perusal of the file reveals that Public Information Officer of the office of Housefed, Punjab, SCO No. 150-152, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh  has asked District Manager, Housefed, Amritsar vide letter No. 1965, dated 26.02.2010 not to supply any information to the Complainant/Appellant till a judgement is received in  two Writ Petitions, which  are pending before the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court to determine whether the Respondent Department falls within the ambit of R.T.I. Act, 2005.

3.

Accordingly,  the case is adjourned  sine-die.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
 







Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner   

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Manjit Singh, IAS(Retd.),

# 253, Sector:16-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1686/2010

Present:
Shri  Manjit Singh, IAS(Retd.) available on telephone.

Shri  Harpal Singh, Clerk, office of Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A letter has been received through e-mail  from Shri Manjit Singh, Complainant in which he has submitted as under:-
“ (1)
That the application dated 10.03.2010 seeking the information/documents was dispatched on 10.03.2010 to the PIO through speed post.
(2)
That the DRO-cum-Assistant PIO of the office of Deputy Commissioner Ludhiana sought information/documents from the officer-in-charge, Establishment Branch on 08.04.2010 u/s 5(4) of the RTI Act.

(3)
That the undersigned has not so far received the demanded information/documents.

(4) That the office of the PIO as well as that of the Officer-in- 

 charge, Establishment Branch are located on the same ground floor. Hence, there should not have been any delay in supplying me the requisite information/documents within the prescribed period of 30-40 days as per mandate of the RTI Act contained in its sections 7 and 11.
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It is therefore most respectfully requested that appropriate directions may kindly be given to the PIO to supply me certified copies of the demanded information/documents, immediately free of cost u/s 7(6) ibid. The PIO should also certify that complete information as demanded has been supplied.

It is further submitted that PIO has also made himself liable for action u/s 20 ibid. This issue may also kindly be considered for issuing a show cause notice. “
2.

Shri Harpal Singh, appearing on behalf of the PIO states that he has brought requisite information for supply to the Complainant in  the court today. The Complainant is not present as he is unable to climb up the stairs due to ill health. He is contacted on telephone and informed that the information has been brought by the Respondent. The Complainant requests that the information may be sent to him at his residence(H.No. 253, Sector: 16-A, Chandigarh). Accordingly, Shri Harpal Singh is directed to deliver the requisite information to Shri Manjit Singh, at his residence. 
3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ghansham Luthra,

H.No. 3186/21, Street No. 2,

Azad Nagar, Putlighar, Amritsar.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Water Resources Management &

Development Corporation,

 SCO No. 28-29, Sector: 26, Chandigarh.



 Respondent
AC - 331/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the  Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A letter No.11976-77/P-1, dated 31.05.2010 has been received in the Commission from Divisional Engineer(Establishment), Punjab Water Resources Management & Development Corporation Ltd., Chandigarh vide which he has sent  an attested photo copy of Log Book of Vehicle No PB-02-A.W-7870, which has been taken on record. He has further informed that one copy of the Log Book has been sent to the Appellant.
2.

The Appellant is not present and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-supply of information, which shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
  

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Balwinder Kaur,

Wd/o Shri Shankar Singh,

R/o Gurdas Nangal Colony,

Tehsil & District: Gurdaspur.





Complainant







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

Gurdaspur.








 Respondent

CC - 1395/2010

Present:
Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Complainant, in person.


Shri Hari Ram, J.E., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 04.05.2010,  when on the assurance given by the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant within 15 days, the case was disposed of with the directions that the Complainant is free to approach the Commission again in case the requisite information is not supplied to her by 25.05.2010.
2.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Complainant, vide her representation dated 26.05.2010 informed the Commission that the information was supplied to her on 24.05.2010,  which is incorrect and incomplete.  Accordingly, the case was 
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re-opened and Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
3.

Shri Hari Ram, J.E., appearing on behalf of the Respondent-PIO,  states that Panchayat Land has been encroached upon by Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Complainant, Shri Joginder Singh s/o Shri Harnam Singh, Shri Jagir Singh, Shri Pardip Singh, Shri Prem Masih, Shri Raghbir Singh and Shri Khazan Singh. He further states that this land was divided into 5 Marla plots and allotted to Harijans but this land has been encroached upon by the above-said villagers.
4.

Smt. Balwinder Kaur, Complainant, places on record a photo copy of her representation dated 17.03.2008 addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur. She also places on record a receipt of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees five thousand only) issued by Chief Executive Officer, Panchayat Samiti, Zila Parishad, Gurdaspur. She  states that Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) have been deposited with Panchayat Samiti for constructing road in front of her house. 

5.

 In these circumstances, Deputy Commissioner Gurdaspur may get an inquiry conducted by a senior officer of the administration to ascertain the facts to  remove the grievances of Smt. Balwinder Kaur after giving her patient hearing as she is a widow. A  copy of her representation dated 17.03.2008 addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur alongwith enclousures and a copy of receipt of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only) be sent to Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur.  Action may also be taken by Deputy Commissioner 
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Gurdaspur  to get the Panchayat Land vacated from the encroachers so  that possession of the plots, allotted to the Harijans,  could be given to them.  Action Taken Report be sent to the Commission.  
6.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 06. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:
Shri Pirthi Chand, IAS, Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, alongwith representation of Smt. Balwinder Kaur dated  17.03.2008 addressed to Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur alongwith enclousures and a copy of receipt of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand only).          

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.C.Bawa,

General Secretary, New Generation

Apartments Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur, 

Distt. SAS Nagar.







 Respondent

CC No. 396 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Bhupal Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The amount of penalty of Rs. 10,000/-  imposed upon Shri Bhupal Singh, Superintendent, Municipal Council, Zirakpur has been deposited in the treasury vide  receipt challan dated 14.06.2010.  Since the orders have been complied with, the case is disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.C.Bawa,

General Secretary, New Generation

Apartments Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur, Distt. SAS Nagar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Zirakpur, 

Distt. SAS Nagar.







 Respondent

CC No. 2951 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Bhupal Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The amount of penalty of Rs. 10,000/- has been deposited in the treasury vide receipt challan dated 21.06.2010.  However, the amount of Rs.10,000/- awarded to the complainant as compensation has not been paid to him as yet. 

2.

The respondent on behalf of PIO states that the case may be adjourned for one week so that the amount of compensation can be paid to the complainant. Therefore, the case is adjourned and the respondent is directed to pay the compensation in the shape of demand draft. 

3.

The case is fixed for compliance of orders on 29.06.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ranjit Singh s/o Sh. Mehanga Singh,

Ward No. 10, near Water Supply Office,

Ghoon road, Balachar, Distt. Nawanshehr.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Treasury & Accounts,

SCO No. 110-111, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1862 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Gurmeet Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Ranjit Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Director, Treasury & Accounts, on 08.03.2010 and asked information on two points. PIO vide his letter dated 22.03.2010, replied back to the complainant in response to his letters dated 30.01.2010 and 08.03.2010 and supplied the information. Not satisfied with the information supplied to him, he sent a reminder to the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Finance on 04.05.2010. After getting no information from the PIO as well as the Secretary, Finance, he filed a complaint with the commission dated nil which was received in the commission office on 04.05.2010 against diary No. 8806.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

A request dated 21.06.2010 has been received in the commission 
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Office from the complainant in which he has stated that due to holidays, he is away to Allahabad and is unable to attend the proceedings today and has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date and the case may be decided in his presence.

3.

The respondent on behalf of PIO placed on record written submission along with 8 letters running into 11 sheets excluding covering letter which is placed on the case file.  From the perusal of the information supplied, it reveals that they have refused to supply the information relating to para No. 4 and 5 vide letter dated 22.03.2010. 

4.

After deliberations and arguments, it is directed that the PIO will supply the copy of application and roll number submitted by the complainant with the office of Punjab Subordinate Services Selection Board which has been transferred to the office of Director, Treasury & Accounts  along with his selection letter. The Department will also supply a copy of the Scheduled Tribe certificate issued by the competent authority within a period of one week.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  29.06.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.   

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri D.C.Gupta,

General Secretary, Suchna Adhikar Manch,

778, Urban Estate, Phase-1, Patiala.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC No. 441 /2010

Present:
Shri D.C.Gupta, complainant, in person.



Shri Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information is  supplied to the complainant in the court today in my presence. The complainant states that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaswant Singh s/o Sh. Sardara Singh,

House No. 2525/B, Sector 47-C,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Industries & Commerce,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 1698 /2010

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri R.C.Grover, Assistant Controller, Finance & Accounts, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The requisite information stands supplied to the complainant.  However, the complainant pleads that the PIO be penalized for not supplying the information within the stipulated period of thirty days.  Therefore, a show cause notice be issued to Shri Tarsem Lal Khosla, Joint Director -cum-PIO- Industries. 

2.                  I, therefore, call upon Shri Tarsem Lal Khosla, Joint Director-cum-PIO  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information.  The respondent is directed to file his written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.
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3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  13.07.2010 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:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain

c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.


      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Government, Mini Sectt,

Sector-9, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 306 & 176 /2009

Present:

None is present on behalf of appellant.




Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri 



Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of 




respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. has transferred the application to  six Regional Deputy Directors, and  27 Executive Officers of Improvement Trusts of Local Government, Punjab, to supply the information to the appellant vide Memo No. 10/31/ 10(2)-3LG2/1113-1114, dated 15-06-2010 with a copy to the Commission and appellant.

2.

The appellant is not present in the court today, however, a fax message  dated 21.06.2010 is  received in the commission office against diary No. 12245,  in which he has stated that he has received the information from Improvement Trusts of  Gurdaspur, Bathinda, Amritsar, SAS Nagar, Rajpura, 
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Batala,Ludhiana, Abohar, Moga and Faridkot. He pleads that the directions be issued to remove the deficiencies in the information supplied and the remaining improvement trusts be directed to supply the information immediately. 

4.
Accordingly, the copies of orders be sent to  the  Regional Deputy Directors,  and   Executive Officers of Improvement Trusts, Local Government, Punjab..

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.08.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner





Copy to the following for information and necessary action :-




(1)
Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Deptt. of local 




Govt.Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh with reference 




to PSLG Memo No. 10/31/10-3LG2/1113-1117, dated 



15.06.2010.




2..
Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Amritsar;

3. 
Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Bathinda;

4. 
Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Ferozepur;

5. 
Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Jalandhar;

6. 
Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Ludhiana; and

7. Regional Deputy Director, Local Govt. Patiala


8. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana;

9. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar;
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10. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar

11. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Bathinda;

12. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Rajpura;

13. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nabha;

14. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Sangrur;

15. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Malerkotla;

16. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ropar;

17. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nangal;

18. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Nawanshehr;

19. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Phagwara;

20. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Tarn Taran;

21. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Batala;

22. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Gurdaspur;

23. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Pathankot;

24. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ferozepur;

25. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Faridkot;

26. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Hoshiarpur;

27. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Barnala;

28. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Moga;

29. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Fazilka;

30. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Kartarpur;

31. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Khanna;

32. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Kapurthala; 

33. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Samana.




34. Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Patiala.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain

c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.


      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

SCO No. 131-32, Juneja Building,

Sector 17C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 305 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri 



Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent on behalf of PIO placed on record a letter dated 21.06.2010  with the list of PIOs, who worked since 16.02.2009 till today, along with written submission from Shri Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent, Grade-I. 

2.

From the list of PIOs it reveals that at the time of the application on 09.02.2009, Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary was the PIO and remained as such upto 31.08.2009. After Shri Bhajan Singh, the PIOs were appointed for a short period and they have been transferred frequently.  Therefore, the commission decides to issue a show cause notice to Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary (Retired) through Shri Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent, to be delivered to Shri Bhajan Singh.











Contd..p/2

Ac-305/2009



-2-

 3.            I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary, retired)  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  26.08.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner





Copy to Shri Bhajan Singh, Under Secretary (Retired) the then PIO 


 Shri Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent to be delivered to the then 


PIO.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.N.Dua,

1-B-71-NIT (ONE),

Faridabad- 121001. 





      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2640 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent and Shri Kuldeep Singh, 


Clerk, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. However, a fax message dated 18.06.2010 is received from Shri K.N.Dua, in which he has stated that the PIO, office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, has not provided any information. Moreover he talked with P.A. to PIO on phone No. 0161- 2401666 on 11.06.2010 and 14.06.2010, but to of no use and they have not bothered to supply the information as per the directions of the commission given on 25.05.2010. 

2.

Shri Harinder Singh, Superintendent states that the file is with Ms. Kuljeet Kaur, Superintendent, who was to attend the proceedings today but she is not present in the court. However,  Shri Kuldeep Singh, Clerk, states that the information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. RTI-Spl.II, dated 18.06.2010  by Ms. Kuljeet Kaur with a copy to the commission. 
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3.

A fax message is received from the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide which he has stated that the information, running into 24 sheets,  has been sent to Shri K.N.Dua vide letter No. LIT/RTI/Spl./11, dated 18.06.2010. One set of information  (sent to complainant) has been  received in the Commission.

4.

On the perusal of the information, it reveals that the specific information as per the demand of the complainant, has been sent. Moreover, in the covering letter, the PIO has categorically stated that the land has been  purchased by the complainant on 13.02.1976 whereas, the notification for the acquisition of land for 24-acre scheme of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana under Section 36 has been  issued on 08.11.1973, that is why he is not eligible for allotment of L.D.P. plot.  This has also been informed to the complainant by the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide  “  whw' BzpoL bJN$;p$1665, fwsh 29.02.1988,  by the Chairman, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana vide “  whw' BzL bJN$;p$ 3416, fwsh 18-05-1992 , and again by the Executive Officer vide  whw' Bzpo bJN$509, fwsh 29$4$1997. 

4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain

c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.


      Appellant

      




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests

And Wild Life, 17 Bays Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.

(i) Shri Khushwinder Singh, Forest Range Officer, Ludhiana on behalf of Shri Vishal Chander, DFO, Ludhiana.

(ii) Shri S.P.Anand Kumar, DFO, Bathinda.

(iii) Shri Stinder Kumar Sagar, DFO, Faridkot at Muktsar.

(iv) Shri Chaman Lal, DFO, Jalandhar at Phillaur.

(v) Smt. Shailender Kaur, DFO, Sangrur.

(vi) Shri Dev Raj Sharma, DFO, Gurdaspur at Pathankot.

(vii) Shri Amit Misra, o/o CF Publicity, Chandigarh.

(viii) Shri Karamjit Singh, DFO (retired).

(ix) Shri Daljit Singh Brar, o/o CF, Patiala.

(x) Shri Satnam Singh, DFO, Hoshiarpur.

(xi) Shri K.Kanan, DFO, Ropar.

(xii) Shri Tej Ram, Administrative Officer o/o PCCF.

(xiii) Shri Janak Raj, superintendent on behalf of Shri Krishan Lal, Divisional Manager, Van Corpn., Amritsar.

(xiv) Shri Balkar Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of Shri. NS Randhawa, DFO, Amritsar; and

(xv) Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, o/o PCCF, Chandigarh,  on behalf of the  respondent. 

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, one written 
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Submission in response to show-cause notice issued to them,  signed by  Shri  K. Kanan, Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar;  Smt. Shailender kaur, Divisional Forest Officer, Sangrur;  Shri D.S.Brar, office of  CF, Patiala;  Shri Basanta Raj Kumar, Chief Wild Life Warden, Punjab, Chandigarh;  Shri Satinder Kumar Sagar, Divisional Forest Officer, Faridkot at Muktsar;  Shri Amit Misra office of CF Publicity, Chandigarh;  Shri Dev Raj Sharma, Divisional Forest Officer, Gurdaspur at Pathankot;  Shri Chaman Lal, Divisional Forest Officer, Gurdaspur and  Shri Karamjeet Singh Jatana, Divisional Forest Officer (retired), is submitted today in the court, which is taken on record.   Besides, separate such submissions have been made by Shri Satnam Singh, Divisional Forest Officer, Hoshiarpur; Shri S. P. Anandh Kumar, Divisional Forest Officer, Bathinda; Shri N.S.Randhawa, Divisional Forest Officer, Amritsar, Shri Krishan Lal, Divisional Manager, PSFDC Corporation, Amritsar and Shri Charchil Kumar, Divisional Forest Officer(Wild Life) Pathankot,  which have been taken on record. 
2.

  In the written submissions,  the PIOs  have pleaded that they have not deliberately and knowingly delayed the information,  rather the delay is the result of bona-fide reasons, which were beyond their reasonable control. They have further submitted that  there is a great shortage of staff as compared to the work load of administrative functions as well as under RTI Act. But even then initially,  efforts were made to locate the information in the record available in 
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their office and when the information could not be located in the available record, the Range Officers and other concerned staff was  directed by  them in their concerned divisions to supply the information. Since the information was not readily available, spot inspections/Field Survey  had to be  got conducted by the concerned Range Officers  approximately 60  in number and the  concerned staff.   As the information was vast and required time to gather and  compile,  it took considerable time more than  the time provided in the Act to conduct the spot inspections/Field Survey  to prepare  the  information.  Immediately after conducting the spot inspections, the reports were submitted on various dates by the concerned Range Officers and after compiling  the same,  necessary information was supplied to the Applicant.  They have further submitted that they have taken all the steps to ensure the strict and meticulous compliance of the provisions of the RTI Act and tried their best to supply the information as early as possible. They  have further submitted that each time the information was supplied to the Applicant, the Applicant submitted  certain observations and consequently fresh information was collected and after compilation,  was again supplied to the applicant.  They have further submitted that this process was  repeated a number of times and thus cannot be said that the answering respondents have not taken the provisions of the RTI seriously .  In the last All the Divisional Forest Officers have tendered an unconditional apology for the 
Contd..p/4
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delay in the supply of the information.  They have requested to drop the show-cause notices issued to them  and   absolve of the proposed penalty. 
3.

The Public Information Officer-cum-Additional Principal Chief Conservator of Forest vide letter No. RTI/1872, dated 21.04.2010 has informed the Commission that the information relating to Head Office was  supplied to the Appellant at the earliest  and then his  application was transferred to all the Divisional Forest Officers-cum-PIOs to supply remaining information relating to their offices to the Appellant. The information has been supplied to the Appellant by them. So far as the delay in the supply of information is concerned, he has submitted that the information was vast and spot inspections were required to be done to prepare the information, it took considerable time in the supply of information. When the information was supplied to the Applicant,  he submitted observations and again the information was collected after making spot inspections/Field Survey. This process was repeated time and again which took considerable time resulting in the delay in the supply of information but the delay is vividly   not intentional.
4.

After going through the submissions made by the DFOs-cum-PIOs, the PIO of the Head Office,  the Appellant and in view of the pleas  put forth by the DFOs during hearing, I arrive at the conclusion that the information demanded by the Appellant is very vast and relates to whole of the State of 
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Punjab vis-à-vis the Head Office at Chandigarh.  Besides, the information relating to Head Office was supplied to the Appellant at the earliest and for the remaining 
information the application was transferred to all the Divisional Forest Officers-cum-PIOs to supply the information.  Secondly, the information was not readily available with them and had to be created after conducting spot inspections/Field Survey.  After compiling the information, the same was sent to Head Office and further was supplied to the Appellant.  Then the Appellant submitted his observations to the Head Office and were forwarded to the DFOs. Again the information was prepared and the same process was repeated a number of times. All this process consumed considerable time resulting in the delay. But the information has not been delayed by the PIOs knowingly  and no malafide is proved. The information was continuously sent by the PIOs but due to observations submitted by the Appellant time and again,  it took considerable time to supply the complete information. Thus, only procedural delay has occurred in the instant case. Therefore, I am fully convinced that no PIO can be held responsible for the delay occurred in the instant case. Hence , while accepting the pleas put forth by the PIOs during arguments held today and in view of the circumstances narrated above,   no penalty is imposed upon any of them. However, keeping in view the  harassment suffered by the appellant during this long period in obtaining the information, a  compensation of Rs. 10,000/-
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(Rupees Ten thousand only) is awarded to the Appellant to be paid to him through Bank Draft  by the Public Authority i.e. office of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests and Wild Life, Chandigarh by 10.07.2010.
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 13.07.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1  on second floor of  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-06-2010


                 State Information Commissioner

CC:

Principal Chief Conservator of Forests and Wild Life, Punjab,


17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

