STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Navdeep Kumar Asija,

# 6/118, Baba Namdev Nagar,

Near T.V.Tower, Fazilka,

District: Ferozepur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No.1, 

Punjab, PWD (B&R), Ferozepur.





 Respondent

CC No.1655/2008

Present:
Shri Navdeep Kumar Asija, Complainant, in person.
Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer(IP), Shri  Sukhdev Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, Central Works Division, Ferozepur and Shri S. K. Grover, XEN, Provincial Division, PWD (B&R), Nawanshahr,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 23.12.2008, when it was directed that Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer(IP) will appear in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today. It was also directed that Shri S. K. Grover, Executive Engineer, Provincial Division, PWD(B&R) Nawan Shahr,  the then XEN-cum-PIO, Central Works Division, Ferozepur, will also appear in person to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon for supplying the information late by five months. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer(IP), PWD(B&R),
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 Punjab, Sector:34, Chandigarh, is present and makes a written submission, which is taken on record. 
Shri S. K. Grover; XEN, Provincial Division, Nawan Shahr, the then XEN-cum-PIO, Central Works Division, Ferozepur is also

 present.  He  makes a submission of affidavit dated 3.2.2009 stating  that the information had been sent to the Chief Engineer(IP), Punjab, Chandigarh vide Endst. No. 2138, dated 24.10.2007 and hence there is no delay on his part.

3.

On the perusal of the file,  it is seen that the application of the Complainant dated 4.10.2007 was transferred to the PIO of the office of Chief Engineer(IP) under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. PIDB/CLA/07/206-10 dated 16.10.2007 by the Respondent PIO and the Chief Engineer(IP) further transferred the application to the Administrative Officer-cum-PIO of the office of Chief Engineer, Punjab, PWD(B&R), Mini Secretariat vide Memo. No. IP/CH/6897, dated 30.10.2007 with a copy to the XEN, Construction Division Moga;  XEN, Central Works Division Ferozepur;  XEN, Construction Division No. 1, Ludhiana and XEN Construction Division, Nabha with the directions that they should supply the details regarding drawings within three days. 

4.

Shri Navdeep Kumar Asija, Complainant, states that he sent a reminder to the PIO-cum-Chief Legal Advisor, office of PIDB on 21.5.2008. The PIO-cum-Chief Legal Advisor office of PIDB wrote to the Chief Engineer(IP) vide reference No. PDIB/CLA/08/3354-55 dated 30.5.2008 that as the information is 
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not available with the PIDB and the case has already been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the PIO of the office of Chief Engineer(IP) , necessary information is to be supplied by that  office. 

5.

The Complainant states that on getting no information, he filed  a 

complaint with the Commission on 29.7.2008.  He further states that  he demanded information vide letter dated 4.10.2007 and subsequent reminder dated 21.5.2008 regarding eleven BOT Road Projects promoted by PIDB. During hearing the Complainant states that he has received most of the information regarding other Projects except from XEN, Construction Division No. 1, PWD(B&R) Ferozepur.

6.

This  case has been already been heard on 11.9.2008, 23.10.2008, 2.12.2008 and 23.12.2008 . 

7.

During hearing on 23.10.2008 directions were issued to the PIO-cum-XEN, Central Works Division Ferozepur to file an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in the supply of information. 

8.

During hearing on 2.12.2008 Shri Sukhdev Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, Central Works Division Ferozepur stated the chronology of events regarding providing information to the Complainant. He stated in the affidavit that he joined

 as XEN, Central Works Division, Ferozepur on 1.8.2008. It has further been stated in the affidavit that  Shri S. K. Grover, XEN, Provincial Division, Nawan
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 Shahr remained as XEN-cum-PIO, Central Works Division Ferozepur from 26.6.2007 to 31.7.2008 alongwith Shri Om Paraksh, Superintendent and Shri Gurcharan Singh Puri, Senior Assistant, during whose tenure the information was delayed. The information was supplied to the Complainant on 4.8.2008 and the Complainant was asked to deposit Rs. 1000/-(One thousand only) as charges for the documents. 

9.

During today’s hearing,  the Respondent PIO makes a submission of a copy of  IRC-SP-23 in which it has been stated that  “Gradients upto ‘ruling gradient’ may be used as a matter of course in design. However in special situations such as isolated ever-bridges in flat country or road carrying a large volume of slow moving traffic, it will be desirable to adopt a flatter gradient of 2 per cent from the angle of aesthetics, traffic operation, and safety.” 

10.

In the facts and circumstances of the case, narrated above and on the perusal of the file,  I find that there is no intentional delay in the supply of information  on part of present as well as former PIO of the office of Central Works Division, Ferozepur.  However, the Complainant has suffered a  lot due to long pendency of this case which is being heard since 11.9.2008.  Therefore, a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Five thousand) is awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him and this amount will be paid by the Respondent Public Authority to the Complainant through a Bank Draft within a period of one month.
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11

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of  orders on 

18-03-2009.

12.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
 Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer (IP), PWD(B&R) Punjab, SCO   

  

No. 342, Sector:34, Chandigarh.

2.
Shri S. K. Grover, XEN, Provincial Division, PWD(B&R), Punjab, Nawan Shahr. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh,

S/o Shri Sardar Singh,

# 1155/1, Katra Baghian, 

Amritsar.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Medical College,

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC No.2407/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Surinder Singh,Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant vide Endst.No.1485-86, dated 22.10.2008. 

2.

The Respondent has informed the Commission vide Memo No.3221, dated 29.1.2009 that the information stands supplied to the Complainant and pleads that the case may be disposed of.

3.

Since the Complainant is not present for the second time, the case is disposed of. He might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Sharma,

S/o Shri Thakur Dass,

VPO: Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC No.2797/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information running into 15 (Fifteen) sheets has been supplied to him on 21.10.2008 against receipt in token of information supplied.

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Sharma,

S/o Shri Thakur Dass,

VPO: Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Pathankot,

Distt. Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No.2796/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The instant case purports to be an appeal against the PIO of the office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Pathankot, District: Gurdaspur  for not supplying information. The application for information was made in this case on 22.3.2008 with the PIO,  whereas the instant case has been filed with the Commission on 17.11. 2008 i.e. after a period of about  eight  months. As per Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, when  a person does not receive a decision from the Public Information Officer on his application seeking information within the time specified under Section 7(3), he may thereafter file an appeal before the Appellate Authority concerned and if the First Appellate Authority does not decide 
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the appeal within time indicated in Section 19 of the RTI Act, then the aggrieved person can approach the State Information  Commission by way of Second Appeal. 

2.

In the instant case the Complaint made by the Complainant with the Commission is not maintainable as the Complainant has not exhausted the remedy of First Appeal available to him under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of being premature. However, the Complainant is  free to file first appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Sharma,

C/o Vikram Enterprises,

VPO: Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC No.2795/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has been informed vide letter No.1950, dated 10.11.2008 and in spite of written intimation, the Complainant has not attended the office.

2.

The Respondent states that he can collect the information on any working day from his office after depositing Rs.1124/- as document charges.

3.

It is directed that the Complainant will collect the information on any working day from 11.00 AM to 4.00 PM from the office of PIP after depositing Rs.1124/- (Rs One thousand One Hundred Twenty-four only).


4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 12-02-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ramesh Sharma,

S/o Shri Thakur Dass,

VPO: Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Narot Jaimal Singh,

Tehsil: Pathankot, Distt. Gurdaspur.




 Respondent

CC No.2715/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 20.1.2009, when it was directed that the Complainant will deposit Rs.1550/- toward information supplied to him on 20.1.2009 in the Court.

2.

The Respondent states that the Complainant has deposited Rs.1550/- on 23.1.2009. The Respondent states that he has not made any written submission about the comments/observations.

3.

The Respondent pleads that the Complainant might be satisfied with the information supplied to him. He further pleads that the case may be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Mrs.Jaswant Kaur,W/o Pargat Singh,

R/o Vill-Mallu Majra,

Tehsil: Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.








 Respondent

CC No.2762/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Baghel Singh,Village Development Officer on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No.15, dated 29.12.2008, along with the information, running into 5 (Five) sheets including covering letter. He hands over one copy in the Court today which is taken on record file.

2.

The Complainant is not present. She might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.

3.

The Respondent states that since the information stands supplied to the Complainant, the case may be disposed of.

4.

Since the 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: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330-Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Dhaba Lohara Road,

PO: Dhandari Kalan, Distt. Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2769/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that information could not be supplied due to the paucity of time. He pleads that 15 days be given to supply the information.

2.

It is directed that the information be supplied to the Complainant within the period of fifteen days. It is also directed that the Complainant will supply legible copy of the Complaint/application dated 5.8.2008 to the Commission on the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05-03-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jatinder Vig, Govt. Contractor,

# HM- 126, Phase-IV, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Sagrao Construction Division SYL,

SCO: 1088-89, Sector:22-B,Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.2151/2008

Present:
Shri Jatinder  Vig, Complainant, in person. +
Shri Rachhpal Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, Shri Anupam Sharma, Divisional Accounts Officer and  Shri Aslo Dev, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 1.12.2008, when Shri Rachhpal Singh, XEN-cum-PIO, office of Patiala Ki Rao Constructions Division, SYL Canal Project, Punjab, Chandigarh, was directed to supply the requisite information to the Complainant as per the observations/comments, to be submitted by him within fifteen days. 

2.

The PIO states that the observations/comments have not been received within stipulated period of fifteen days. The Complainant feels sorry for not supplying the observations as per the directions of the Commission on the last date of hearing. 

3.

The Respondent states that the information, asked for in the instant 
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case, has already been supplied to the Complainant in AC-40/2006 but the Complainant states that the information, asked in the instant case, is totally different from the one asked in AC-40/2006. 

4.

On the perusal of the complaint dated 8.7.2008  filed by the Complainant in the instant case, it is noticed that the Complainant has demand specific information by giving letter number and date. The PIO agrees to supply the information, duly authenticated by the  competent authority,   within a period of 15 days as per the deliberations held in the court today, to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission. 

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 

26-02-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ram Pal,S/o Shri Raunki Ram,

Gali No.13/3, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Near Green Marriage Palace, Bathinda.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

(1)
O/o Registrar, Irrigation Department, Punjab &

(2)
O/o Addl.Director Controller(GP Fund Branch),

Irrigation Department, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2408/2008
Present:
Shri Ram Pal, Complainant, in person.  
Shri Kamlesh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Tarsem Lal, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that details of GPF deductions in respect of Shri Ram Pal, Silt Observer,  during the period from 1997-1998 to 2000-2001 alongwith R.A./LRA have been transferred to the Superintending Engineer, Canal Lining Circle, Bathinda vide Memo. No. 176-78/15. GPF, dated 07.1.2009 with a copy  to the Commission and to Shri Ram Pal. He pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied, the case may be closed.

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He further states that he wants some more information. He is advised to file fresh application with the concerned Public Authority for any other information he wants.  

3.

Since the requisite information in the instant case stands provided,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagat Singh,

# B-3/MCH/235, Near

Bahadurpur Chowk,

PO: Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur- 146001.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer (IP),

PWD (B&R Branch), Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No.2332/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer (IP),  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The instant case purports to be an appeal against the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary PWD(B&R-3 Branch), Punjab,  Chandigarh,  for not supplying information. The application for information was made in this case on 28.11.2007 with the PIO,  whereas the instant case has been filed with the Commission on 15.08. 2008 i.e. after a period of about nine  months. As per Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, when  a person does not receive a decision from the Public Information Officer on his application seeking information within the time specified under Section 7(3), he may thereafter file an appeal before the Appellate Authority concerned and if the First Appellate Authority does not decide 
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the appeal within time indicated in Section 19 of the RTI Act, then the aggrieved person can approach the State Information  Commission by way of Second Appeal. 

2.

In the instant case the Complaint made by the Complainant with the Commission is not maintainable as the Complainant has not exhausted the remedy of First Appeal available to him under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of being premature. However, the Complainant is  free to file first appeal under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jagat Singh, 

H. No. B-3/MCH/235,

Near Bahadurpur Chowk Post Office,

Opposite Sanatan Dharam Sanskrit College,

Hoshiarpur-146001.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab,

Department of Public Works, (B&R-3 Branch),

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 2247/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Daljit Singh,  Chief Engineer (I.P.); Shri Gagan Anand, Chief  Legal Advisor-cum-PIO, Smt. Shalini Munjal, Senior Manager-cum-APIO,  office of PIDB,  Shri Arjan Dev, SDO, Shri Sadhu Singh, Superintendent and Shri Som Nath J. E. from Hoshiarpur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions issued on the  last date of hearing i.e. 11.12.2008, Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer(IP) is present today. He makes a written submission  dated nil running into four sheets in the court today, which is taken on record.  

2.

On the last date of hearing the Respondent was directed to supply a  copy of the agreement signed by the Firm and other relevant record i.e. approval of the Empowered Committee, approval of the Council of Ministers, Survey  conducted by  the Department of PWD(B&R) of PCU(Passenger Car
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 Unit) on Ropar Balachaur Dasuya Road, Report of Consultancy Agency and the norms of Government of India for giving subsidy to the Entrepreneurs, where the road is not viable to recover the cost under BOT Scheme.

3.

The Department has supplied the following documents:

(1)
 A copy of Concession Agreement for Upgradaton/Operation and Maintenance of Balachaur-Dasuya Road on BOT Basis in four Volumes, 

(2)
A copy of Final Report: Balachaur – Dasuya :  Traffic Studies for Road Projects in Punjab, and 

(3)
A copy of Agenda Item for Council of Ministers titled as   “Concession Agreement to undertake Roads and Bridges Projects on Build, Operate & Transfer (BOT) basis: including acceptance of offers for upgradation of ‘ Balachaur-Garshankar-Hoshiarpur – Dasuya Road’ and ‘Patiala-Samana-Patran Road’ in BOT mode of M/s Rohan & Rajdeep Infrastructure” , 

which are taken on record. 

4.

The following documents have not been supplied so far:


(1)
A copy of approval of the Council of Ministers, 


(2)
A copy of Survey conducted by the Department of PWD(B&R), and 


(3)
A copy of approval of the Empowered Committee.

5.

Shri Daljit Singh , Chief Engineer(IP) assures the Commission that above mentioned three documents will be supplied  within a period of 15 days i.e. by 18.2.2009.
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6.

Shri Gagan Anand, Chief  Legal Advisor-cum-PIO, PIDB, informs the Commission that Shri A. S. Miglani, Additional Managing Director, PIDB has been transferred by the Punjab Government and he has relinquished the charge of the post of Additional Managing Director, PIDB with effect from 28.01.2009(A. N.).

7.

The judgement is reserved.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Shri Daljit Singh, Chief Engineer(IP), SCO No. 341-342, Sector: 34- 

             A,  Chandigarh.

2. Public Information Officer of the office of Punjab Infrastructure 

  
Development Board, SCO No. 89-90, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Kumar S/o Shri Som Nath,

H. No. 2882/08,  Ward No. 7, 

Cinema Road, Sirhind-140406,

Tehsil & District: Fatehgarh Sahib.




Complainant







Vs

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

Sirhind, District: Fatehgarh Sahib.





 Respondent

CC No. 2117/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-PIO, Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Sahib, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the Complainant in CC No. 2210/2008. He further states that the Complainant is in the habit of demanding the same information time and again and pleads that the case may be closed. 

2.

The Complainant has not attended any proceeding, in the instant case,  held so far on 10.11.2008, 29.12.2008 and today, which shows that he has received the requisite information and does not want to pursue this case.

3.

Accordingly,  the case is  disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri S. N. Singla, 

Assistant Commissioner(Retd.)

C/o Singla Ice Factory, Dhanaula,

Tehsil & District: Barnala.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Director Local Government,

Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 2758/2008
Present:
Shri  S. N. Singla, Complainant, in person.



Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, (L.G.-1 Branch),                    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the information , available  in the office, has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. 1/16/2008-5 LG-1/5723, dated 15.7.2008. The Complainant states that the information supplied is incomplete. 

3.

Accordingly, all the eleven points, regarding which the information has been demanded  by the Complainant, are discussed in the court today and during discussion it has come  to the notice that some of the information has not been supplied to the Complainant. The  APIO states that the relevant record is not available in the Department and an affidavit will be filed on the next date of hearing in this regard. 

4.

Accordingly, Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, Additional Secretary Local Government-cum-PIO is directed to  file an affidavit in respect of the information which is not available in the office, before   the next date of hearing  with a copy to the Complainant. 

5.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 

10-03-2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sham Lal Saini,

# 50/30-A, Ram Gali,

N.M.Bagh, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Government,

Punjab, Irrigation & Power Department,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.453/2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Shri Manmohan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Gurlal Singh, Senior Assistant, office of  Principal Secretary Irrigation & Power and Shri Kamlesh Kumar, Superintendent GPF Branch,  office of  Chief Engineer Irrigation, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Both the parties are heard and they are made to sit together for inspection/identification of record. After detailed deliberations,  the Respondent states that the information regarding appointment of SDO(Civil) from the date,  the reservation in promotion was enforced  by the Punjab Government, will be supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

The Complainant pleads that since the information has been delayed , necessary action under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for imposing penalty upon the PIO may be taken and he may be compensated at the rate of Rs. 500/- per hearing under Section 19(8)(b) of the Act ibid, for the detriment 
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suffered by him. 

3.

I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Sucha Singh, Under Secretary Irrigation-cum-PIO)   to show cause why penalty be not imposed 

upon him under Section 20 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 RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information. The Respondent  is directed to  file  affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on  10. 03. 2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Arvinder Singh Bakshi,

S/o Shri Kulwant Singh Bakshi,

# 2137, Sector: 21-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Irrigation, Punjab,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 2038/2008

Present:
Shri Arvinder Singh Bakshi, Complainant, in person.

Shri Manmohan Singh, Superintendent, Irrigation Personnel-II Branch and  Shri Gurlal Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Irrigation, Shri Kamlesh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Shri Gurmit Singh, Superintendent, EE-2 Branch and 

Shri Tarsem Lal, Senior Assistant, office of Chief Engineer Irrigation,    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 29.12.2008,  when the Respondent requested to adjourn the case for a month to enable them to supply the requisite information to the Complainant after collecting the same from other Public Authorities. 

2.

Both the parties are heard and made to sit together for inspection/identification of the requisite information. After  detailed deliberations, the Respondent states that a seniority list  of PSE-II was prepared on 13.9.2000 and has been sent to PPSC for approval. 
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3.

He informs the Commission that Civil Writ Petition No. 5024/2002  -  Bhupinder  Singh Anand Vs. State of Punjab and Others and  Civil Writ Petition No. 19390/1998 -  H. S. Bawa and others Vs State of Punjab have been filed in the Punjab and Haryana High Court and have been admitted.

4.

The Respondent states that as and when the approval is granted by the PPSC, a Notification will be issued. He further states that the name of Shri Arvinder Singh Bakshi, Complainant, exists in the seniority list. A copy of the seniority list is handed over to the Complainant in the court today. 

5.

It is directed that as and when the case is approved by the PPSC and Notification is issued, a copy of the Notification be supplied to the Complainant.

 6.

Since the information, available on record,  stands provided, the case is disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near New Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbra Road, Ludhiana.






    Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No.587/2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant filed application with the PIO,O/o the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 30.1.2008, for information. After getting no response from the PIO, the Appellant preferred appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 21.8.2008 after seven months after the date of receipt of the application.

2.

After getting no response from the first Appellate Authority, he filed a second appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 1.12.2008 after 3 months 10 days from the date of the first appeal.

3.

I dismiss the appeal under Section 19(1)(b) of the RTI Act, being time barred and the case is referred back to the Commissioner-cum-First Appellate Authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to hear the case and to 
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direct the PIO to supply the information in the instant case.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana being the first Appellate Authority.








Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

        STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarlochan Singh,

S/o Shri Hari Singh Jatt,

Vill.- Tunga, Tehsil & Distt.Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC No.2771/2008

Present:
Shri Tarlochan Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Jaswinder Singh,SEPO-cum-APIO,Sangrur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Jaswinder Singh, APIO-cum-SEPO assures the Commission that the Roories will be lifted within one month.

3.

The Respondent makes a submission of information in the Court which is taken on record file of the Commission and one copy is handed over to the Complainant in the Court today.

3.

The Complainant states that the information is late by five months; the PIO may be penalized under RTI Act, 2005. 

4.

The Respondent states that Shri Swinder Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Sangur is Public Information Officer in the  
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instant case.

5.

I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO Shri Swinder Singh, BDPO, Sangrur to show cause why the penalty be not imposed on him under Section  20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay/denial of information. The Respondent is directed to file an affidavit showing cause as aforesaid by 10.3.2009, with a copy to the opposite party. He is also directed to supply the names of PIO(s) with effect from 18.8.2008 till date.

6.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and demand of compensation on 10-03-2009.


7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Swinder Singh, BDPO-cum-PIO, Sangrur to appear on the next day of hearing. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330-Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Dhaba Lohara Road,

PO: Dhandari Kalan, Distt. Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer, Sewerage Board,

Division No.2, Opposite Old Courts,

Near Punjab Vigilance Office, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.1754/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri N.D.Bawa, XEN-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing, the Complainant Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia who appeared after the hearing in the case is over and pleaded that the information stands supplied to him on 6.1.2009, but it is late by more than six months and penalty be imposed on the PIO and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered by him under the RTI Act.

2.

I, therefore, call upon Shri Dalip Kumar,the then XEN-PIO of Sewerage Board, Ludhiana, now XEN, Water Supply & Sewerage Division No.1, Bathinda near Rose Garden, to show cause why the penalty be not imposed on him under Section  20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for  delay of 
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information during his stay in the office. 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, 2005 for detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in supply of information. The Respondent is directed to file an affidavit showing cause as aforesaid by 10.3.2009, with a copy to the opposite party. He is also directed to supply the names of PIO(s) with effect from 24.6.2008 till date.


3.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on 10-03-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Dalip Kumar, XEN, Water Supply & Sewerage Division No.1, Bathinda near Rose Garden and Shri N.D.Bawa XEN-cum-PIO is also directed to appear on the next date of hearing.


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 03.02.2009

                          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- 141 001





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2499/2008

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant, in person.



Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, 



Shri H. S. Khosa, Executive Engineer and Shri Harish Bhagat, 

Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(HQ), on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As  per the directions given on the last date of hearing Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO appears in person and makes a submission of an affidavit dated 2.2.2009 alongwith a copy of orders of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation  Ludhiana  appointing him as  PIO with effect from 27.11.2008.  In the Affidavit it has been stated by Shri Devinder Singh that prior to his appointment as PIO, Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, the then Law Officer was looking after as Public Information Officer, Shri H. S. Khosa, Executive Engineer is a deemed PIO and Shri Mohinder Pal Bhatia, Superintendent is an APIO in this case. 

2. 

Shri H. S. Khosa, Executive Engineer makes a submission of an 
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affidavit dated 2.2.2009. From the perusal of the affidavit of Shri H. S. Khosa,  it is seen that Shri Khosa is totally ignorant about the RTI Act and has not studied the application of the Complainant carefully. Accordingly, he is advised to file a 

new affidavit after going through the application of the Complainant dated 25.8.2008  carefully within a period of 15 days with one copy to the Complainant. 

3.

The Complainant states that the information has been delayed due to initial denial of information by the then PIO. He further states  that penalty  may be imposed upon the then PIO for delaying  the information and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered by him. Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO states that at the time of filing application for information by the Complainant,  Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, Law Officer, was the PIO.

4.

I, therefore, call upon the then Respondent-PIO (Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, Law Officer & Legal Advisor)   to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for failure 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 RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of refusal in the supply of information. The Respondent  is directed to  file his affidavit 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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5.

Shri Mohinder Pal Bhatia, Superintendent-cum-APIO,  is also directed to attend the proceedings in the instant case in person on the next date of hearing to explain his position.

6.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on  05.03.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties.

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, Law Officer & Legal Advisor, Municipal  

 Corporation, Ludhiana.

2. Shri H. S. Khosa, XEN, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

3.         Shri Mohinder Pal Bhatia, Superintendent-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.


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- 141 001





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.2500/2008

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant, in person.

Shri Devinder Singh, PCS,Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO   and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO(Hqrs)

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant makes a written submission highlighting the violations of the orders of the Commission dated  22.01.2009 by the staff of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. He states that he approached APIOs of Zones A, B, C and D for submitting his applications seeking information under RTI Act, 2005.  The APIOs of Zones A, B and C refused to accept his application. The APIO of Zone D accepted his application. 

3.

The PIO assures the Commission that the orders of the Commission dated 22.01.2009 will be implemented in letter and spirit. It is directed that a copy of the orders dated 22.01.2009 be sent to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to ensure its strict compliance. 

Contd……p/2

CC No.2500/2008


-2-

4.

The Complainant states that penalty  may be imposed upon the then PIO for delaying  the information by four months and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered by him. Shri Devinder Singh, PCS, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO states that at the time of filing application for information by the Complainant,  Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, Law Officer, was the PIO.

5.

I, therefore, call upon the then Respondent-PIO (Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon, Law Officer & Legal Advisor)   to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 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 RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay  in the supply of information. The Respondent  is directed to  file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

6.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on  05.03.2009.

7.

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


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  03. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

2.
Shri Kamaljit Singh Kahlon,  Law Officer & Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



