STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswant Singh,

S/o Late Shri Sardara Singh,

H.No. 2525/B, Sector: 47-C, Chandigarh.



Complainant







Vs                                                      
Public Information Officer,
O/o Estate Officer,

PUDA, Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1172/2010

Present:
Shri Jaswant Sngh, Complainant, in person.
Shri P. K. Aggarwal, Executive Engineer, Shri Darbara Singh, Accountant and Shri Gurmukh Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The complete information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied to him. Now, the Complainant can approach the competent court of law for the redressal of his grievances, if he so desires. 

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: 27. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mehnga Ram,

V.P.O. Dholvaha,

Tehsil & District: Hoshiarpur.





Complainant







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

Bhunga, District: Hoshiarpur.





 Respondent

CC - 1130/2010

Present:
Shri Mehnga Ram,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Mangat Ram, Sarpanch; Shri Gulshan Kumar, Panchayat Secretary and Shri Sardara Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information relating to Revenue Department i.e. Jama Bandi for the years 2006 and 2007, Had Bast: 476 of Village: Dholvaha, Tehsil & District: Hoshiarpur running into 3 sheets is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today by the Respondent and an amount of Rs. 120/- as the charges for the documents,  is deposited with the Respondent by the Complainant. The other information, demanded by the Complainant, has already been supplied to him.
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3.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Mangat Ram, Sarpanch is present in the court today. He states that Shri Mehnga Ram has not encroached upon any panchayat land of Village: Dholvaha. 
4.

Since the complete information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Mohinder Singh,

S/o Shri Joginder Singh, 

VPO: Mithewal, Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur – 148020.






Complainant







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

Malerkotla – II, District: Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC - 965/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.

Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-II, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As  per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, BDPO is present in the court today and makes a written submission vide letter No. 588, dated 26.05.2010 in which he has stated that no application of the Complainant has been received in his office through Chief Minister Punjab, Sub-Divisional Magistrate Malerkotla and District Grievances Officer, Sangrur and therefore no action could be taken by his office. He has further stated that two applications from Shri Harkesh Singh, Village: Mithewal, Tehsil: Malerkotla were received in his office through Chief Minister Punjab and 
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Sub-Divisional Magistrate Malerkotla but the inquiry could not be conducted  as Shri Harkesh Singh, Complainant, did not attend the proceedings. 
2.

In these circumstances, the BDPO pleads that the case may be closed. 

3.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 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:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Kanwal Sher Singh, Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development) Kapurthala and Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing Shri Kanwal Sher Singh, Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development) Kapurthala and Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala are present today in the court alongwith their written submissions, which are taken on record. 
2.

In the written submission Shri Kanwal Sher Singh, ADC (Development) has stated that the information was to be collected from the offices of SDM, Tehsildar, DDPO,  BDPO and Deputy E.S.A.. After collecting information from these offices, the information was supplied to the Complainant 
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on 11.01.2010, 11.02.2010, 12.05.2010 and 11.03.2010. He has further submitted that the delay in the supply of the information occurred as the same was to be collected from these  five different offices, which took time.  He has brought some more information for handing over to the Complainant today in the court.  Since the Complainant is not present today, the Respondent is directed to send the information to the Complainant by registered post.
3.

Regarding information about the voter list of villages, the ADC(Development)  states  that the voter list is  prepared by the  concerned SDM Kapurthala and if the Complainant wants any information regarding voter list, he can seek the same  from the concerned PIO of the office of SDM Kapurthala. Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to file a fresh application with the PIO of the concerned SDM,  Kapurthala to seek information regarding voter list, if he so desires.
4.

After going through the submissions made by the Additional Deputy Commissioner(Development) Kapurthala and District Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala  and in view of the arguments/deliberations held today in the court, I arrive at the conclusion that the information has not been delayed intentionally, rather  procedural delay has occurred in the instant case as five offices were involved.  Therefore, PIOs cannot be held responsible for
 the delay in the supply of information  to the extent that they are penalized. 
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 Therefore, I am convinced that Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, DDPO,  Kapurthala,  does not deserve to be penalized. Hence the order of the Commission dated 08.04.2010 vide which penalty of Rs. 10,000/-(Ten thousand only) has been imposed upon  Shri Baljit Singh Sandhu, DDPO,  Kapurthala is withdrawn. However, keeping  in view  the loss and detriment suffered  by the Complainant in obtaining the information in the instant case, a compensation of  Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand only)  is awarded to the Complainant, which  will be paid to the Complainant by the BDPO,  Kapurthala through Bank Draft  within one week. 
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders  on 10.06.2010 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 all  the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 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   
3.      
Sub Divisional Magistrate, Kapurthala.
4.
Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Kapurthala.                    
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 – 141001.





Appellant






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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC - 305/2009
Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Local Government,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

During hearing on 22.04.2010, the Respondent submitted a copy of the information running into 18 sheets to the Commission vide letter No. 14/200/09-1;;-1/1564, dated 21.04.2010, which was taken on record.  As the Complainant was not present, the Respondent was directed to send the information to the Appellant by registered post immediately. The case was adjourned to 20.05.2010. 
2.

During hearing on 20.05.2010, the Appellant informed that the 
information supplied by the Respondent vide letter dated 21.04.2010 has not 
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reached him so far. Thus a copy of the information submitted to the Commission
on 22.04.2010 was handed over to the Appellant to send his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission and the case was adjourned to 27.05.2010 i.e. today.

3.

A perusal of the record reveals that letter No. 14/200/09-1;;-1/1564, dated 21.04.2010 was dispatched to the Appellant on 17.05.2010 though  the Respondent was directed during the hearing on 22.04.2010 to send the same immediately. 

4.

The appellant submits his observations vide letter dated 26.05.2010 on the information supplied to him vide letter dated 21.04.2010, dispatched on 17.05.2010, a copy of which was handed over to the Appellant on 20.05.2010,  to the Commission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Respondent.  The Appellant states that he filed his  application on 09.02.2009 for seeking information  followed by first appeal on 16.03.2009 but the Respondent failed to provide the information. The first set of information running into 7 pages was provided to him on 25.09.2009 after 226 days that too after the intervention of the Commission and still the information is incomplete.  The Respondent states that no other information is available with the Department. 

5.

Accordingly, the Respondent PIO is directed to provide a list of 
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PIOs, who remained posted from 09.02.2009 till date so that show cause notice 
could be issued to the concerned PIO responsible for the delay in the supply of 
information. The PIO is also directed to file an affidavit stating that no other information is available with the Department as has been stated by the 
Respondent today. The PIO is also directed to take immediate  necessary action in connection with the missing of concerned file, as per the directions given on the last date of hearing.
6.

The facts noted above  clearly show that the Department of Local Government  is not serious about RTI complaints/appeals and  has not taken any concrete steps to ensure the supply of requisite information to the Complainants/Appellants within stipulated period of 30 days as  per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005  inspite of the directions given in various cases pending  with the Commission. I remember that in one of the cases  Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab has given directions to the Principal Secretary Local Government to issue necessary instructions to the field staff to deal with RTI complaints/appeals properly. In the instant case the information is late for more than one year and the Respondent,   inspite of directions given on 22.04.2010 to dispatch  the information ready with him immediately to the Appellant,  dispatched the same on 17.05.2010 after approximately one month. Principal Secretary Local Government  may take cognizance of this lapse and 
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take necessary action under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against the concerned officials. 
7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

8.

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




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
  CC:

1.
Chief Secretary to Government of Punjab,




6th floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

2. Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.     
3. Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector:17-C, Chandigarh.        
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.





Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator

 of Forests and Wild Life,

17 Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 101/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests and Wild Life,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri M. P. Rai, Additional Principal Chief Conservator of Forests(Administration)-cum-SPIO has informed the Commission vide  letter No. RTI-127/6777, dated 25.05.2010 ,
 which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 10405, that the information available with the Head Office has been supplied to the Appellant and directions were issued to all the PIOs of the offices of Divisional Forest Officers vide letter No. 18127-52 dated 29.09.2008 to supply the requisite information in respect of Para 3 direct to the Appellant, while 
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transferring the application of the Appellant to them under Section 6(3)  of the RTI Act, 2005. 
2.

A perusal of the letter of the SPIO dated 25.05.2010 reveals that the  Divisional Forest Officers have been declared as PIOs by the Punjab Government, office of  Financial Commissioner Forest, Punjab,  under the RTI Act, 2005 and a number of letters/Dos have been written by Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab and other officers  to them to supply the requisite information to the Appellant. Detail of these letters/Dos  has been given by the SPIO.
3.

After going through the submissions made by the SPIO and the Appellant, I arrive at the conclusion that the Divisional Forests Officers, who are also the PIOs, did not take timely action to supply the requisite information to the Appellant within stipulated period of 30 days. They did not bother to supply the information in spite of a number of letters/DOs written by Principal Chief Conservator of Forests and Wild Life  and other officers. It appears that the information has been deliberately delayed by the PIOs by adopting casual approach and not taking RTI applications seriously.   Therefore the following Divisional Forest Officers are directed to submit their written submissions before the next date of hearing  to explain reasons as to why the penalty  under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005  be not imposed upon them for the delay in the supply
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 of information and as to why Compensation under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005  be not awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in  the instant case:-
1.  
Shri Chaman Lal , DFO Gurdaspur at Pathankot(now DFO 

   
Jalandhar at Phillaur.
2.
Shri Vishal Chauhal, IFS, DFO Ludhiana.

3.
Shri K. Kanan, IFS, D.F.O. Jalandhar at Phillaur(now DFO Ropar.

4.
Shri Karamjit Singh, IFS, DFO, Patiala(now retired)

5.
Smt. Sailindra Kaur, IFS, DFO, Sangur.

6.
Shri D. S. Brar, PFS, DFO, Fatehgarh Sahib(now Conservator of Forests, South Circle, Patiala)

7.
Shri Charchil Kumar, IFS, DFO, Mansa(now Managing Director, Forest Corporation, SCO No. 112-113, Sector:34-A, Chandigarh.

8.
Shri Basanta Raj Kumar, IFS, DFO Ferozepur(now Chief Wild Life Warden, SCO No. 26-27, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.

9.
Shri S. P. Anand Kumar, IFS, DFO, Bathinda.
10.
Shri Jatinder Kumar Sagar, IFS, DFO, Faridkot at Muktsar.

11.
Shri N. S. Randhawa, IFS, DFO, Amritsar.
12.
Shri Amit Misra, DFO Ropar(now Conservator of Forest, Information and Extensioin, SCO No. 20, Sector:26, Chandigarh).
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13.
Shri Dev Raj Sharma, DFO, Garhshankar(now DFO, Gurdaspur at Pathankot).

14.
Shri Krishan Lal, IFS, Hoshiarpur(now Divisional Manager, Forest Corporation, Amritsar).

15.
Shri Satnam Singh, IFS, DFO Dasuya(now DFO Hoshiarpur)

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 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 all  the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Shri Chaman Lal, PFS, Divisional Forest Officer, 

Jalandhar at Phillaur, Phillaur.
2.      Shri Vishal Chauhal, IFS, Divisional Forest Officer,   

     Ludhiana.

3.      Shri K. Kanan, IFS, Divisional Forest Officer, Ropar.
4.      Shri Karamjit Singh, IFS(Retired) C/o Divisional Forest  

         Officer, Patiala.
5. 
Smt. Sailindra Kaur, IFS, Divisional Forest Officer,   

      Sangrur.
6.       Shri D. S. Brar, PFS, Conservator of Forest, South  

       Circle, Patiala.
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7.
Shri Charchil Kumar, IFS, Managing Director, Forest Corporation, SCO No. 112-113, Sector:34-A, Chandigarh.

8.     Shri Basanta Raj Kumar, IFS, Chief Wild Life Warden,       

     Punjab, SCO No. 26-27, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.
9.     Shri S. P. Anand Kumar, IFS, Divisional Forest Officer,  

  
 Bathinda.
10.      Shri Satinder Kumar Sagar, IFS, Divisional Forest Officer,    

  Faridkot at Muktsar, Muktsar.

11.        Shri N. S. Randhawa Divisional Forest Officer, Amritsar.
12.         Shri Amit Misra, Conservator of Forest, Information and  

 Extension, SCO No. 20, Sector:26, Chandigarh.

13.        Shri Dev Raj Sharma, Divisional Forest Officer, Gurdaspur   

 at Pathankot, Pathankot.

14.        Shri Krishan Lal, IFS, Divisional  Manager,  Punjab Forest    

       Corporation, Amritsar.

15.      Shri Satnam Singh, IFS, Divisional Forest Officer,  

  Hoshiarpur.
