 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


       Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.C.Arora, Advocate

S/o late Sh. Sunder Dass,

R/o H. No. 2299, Sector – 44 C,

Chandigarh.






…..…… Appellant 





                 Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,   






O/o The Chief Engineer, (Hq.)

PWD (B &R), Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Patiala. 

(ii) First Appellate Authority 

(under RTI Act)

The Chief Engineer, (Hq.) 

PWD (B &R), Punjab, 

Mini Sectt., Patiala.  




…..…… Respondents



    
       AC – 12 of 2010





            
    ORDER

Present:   
Sh. J.S.Rana, on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Joginder Singh, PIO – cum – XEN, Provincial Div., PWD, (B&R), Mansa; Sh. A.K.Singla, PWD (B&R), Bathinda;  Sh. Gurbir Singh, Registrar, O/o Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R), Pb., Patiala; 
Sh. G.S.Sahota, PCS, Joint Director, O/o  C.E.,  PWD (B&R), Patiala; Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., RTI Cell,O/o C.E., PWD, (B&R), Patiala; Sh. Sada Ram, Sr. Assistant, Estt. III Br., O/o C.E., PWD (B&R), Patiala and Smt. Bimla Gupta, Senior Assistant, PWD (B&R) III Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 18.03.2010, the PIO Respondent had been directed to submit an affidavit by 25.03.2010 stating and justifying the reasons for the delay in providing information and why he should not be penalized under the provisions of Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay in providing information.  He was to justify as to why compensation not be awarded to the Appellant for the detriment suffered.
He was also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before imposition of such penalty.  He was to take note that in case he did not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it was to be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.
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2. 

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R), Patiala sent a response vide letter No. 2186 dated 12.03.2010 which is taken on record.  PIO and the  First Appellate Authority are present for the proceedings today.  
3. 

The Respondent PIO has not submitted an affidavit as had been directed.  On being an opportunity of personal hearing under the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, prior to imposition of penalty, the Respondent PIO did not make any submission.
4.

Order on imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the appellant for the detriment suffered is reserved.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


        Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.C.Arora, Advocate

S/o late Sh. Sunder Dass,

R/o H.No. 2299, Sector – 44 C,

Chandigarh.






…..…… Appellant 





          Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,   






O/o The Chief Engineer, (Hq.)

PWD (B &R), Punjab,

Mini Sectt., Patiala. 

(ii) First Appellate Authority 

(under RTI Act)

The Chief Engineer, (Hq.) 

PWD (B &R), Punjab, 

Mini Sectt., Patiala.  




…..…… Respondents



    
       AC – 13 of 2010





            
  ORDER

Present:   
Sh. J.S.Rana, on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Joginder Singh, PIO – cum – XEN, Provincial Div., PWD, (B&R), Mansa; Sh. A.K.Singla, PWD (B&R), Bathinda;  Sh. Gurbir Singh, Registrar, O/o Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R), Pb., Patiala; 
Sh. G.S.Sahota, PCS, Joint Director, O/o  C.E.,  PWD (B&R), Patiala; Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sr. Asstt., RTI Cell,O/o C.E., PWD, (B&R), Patiala; Sh. Sada Ram, Sr. Assistant, Estt. III Br., O/o C.E., PWD (B&R), Patiala and Smt. Bimla Gupta, Senior Assistant, PWD (B&R) III Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 18.03.2010, it was directed that this case be placed before Sh. Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secretary to Govt., Pb.,PWD (B&R), Chandigarh, for taking cognizance of the following issues and issuing suitable directions with a copy to the Commission :-

(a)  Reasons for the non-availability of relevant documents with the Respondent and action initiated for its recovery/ordering inquiry to pinpoint responsibility for the loss.
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(b) Directing the PIO/First Appellate Authority/Chief Engineer (Hq.), PWD (B&R), Mini Sectt., Patiala, regarding confirmation, if any documents as demanded were held at Mansa/Barnala.
(c)  Taking cognizance of the fact that Sh. J.S.Sahi, Chief Engineer (Hq.), PWD (B&R), Patiala who had been directed to provide response to my Order dated 25.02.2010 had failed to submit his response.  Accordingly, he be directed to provide response as per Orders dated 25.02.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, it is observed that the following letters have been received giving the exact status of information demanded by the Appellant :-

(a) Govt. of Punjab, Deptt. of Public Works (B&R – 3 Br.)’s Endst. No. 1254 dated 26.3.2010.

(b) XEN, Provincial Div., PWD (B&R), Mansa’s Memo. No. 4792 dated 25.3.2010.

(c) C.E. (Hq.), Pb. PWD (B&R) Patiala’s Memo. No. 3382 dated 30.03.2010.

3.

The case was discussed item-wise and the exact status pertaining to various items of information sought was brought to the notice of the Appellant since he had not received copies of the same.  Further, copies of the letters as mentioned in Para 2 above were provided to the Appellant.  The Appellant is free to go over the information supplied and submit his observations, if any, by 7.4.2010 to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.  The Respondent will provide response to the observations, if any, by 12.4.2010.  The Respondent is also directed to submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be awarded to the Appellant for the detriment suffered. 
4. 

He is also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing on the next date of hearing before imposition of such penalty.  He is to take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it is to be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.
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5. 

The case will come up on 15.04.2010 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; 
Sh. Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secretary to Govt., Pb., PWD (B&R), Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh.J.S.Sahi, Chief Engineer (Hq.), PWD (B&R), Mini Sectt., Patiala. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Mrs. Maninder Grewal,

313, Sector-71,

Mohali- 160071.





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Managing Director,

Grecian Hospital,

Sector - 69, Mohali. 





…..…… Respondent
                             
     
       CC – 60 of 2010


                         
    ORDER

Present:
Wg Cdr R.S.Grewal husband of Smt. Maninder Grewal, Complainant.

Sh. Lalit Thakur, Counsel for the Respondent and Sh. Mohinder Partap Singh, Senior Assistant, O/o Pb. Medical Council, Mohali. 

1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 4.3.2010, the Respondent had been directed to submit the following  documents :-

(a)  MOU with Govt. of Punjab/PUDA for allotment of land on concessional rates/granted on lease. 

(b)  Financial assistance being provided by the State directly or indirectly. 

(c) Whether the Respondent hospital was empanelled by CGMS/ECHS. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits his response dated 1.4.2010. 
3.

 Order regarding the status of Respondent and provision of information is reserved. 

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


  Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Moninder Singh Walia S/o Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

H. No. 40, Phase – 1, Shivalik Enclave,

Kharar, Distt. Mohali (Pb.).




…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o Department of Local Govt., Pb.,

(LG – IV Br.), Pb. Mini Sectt.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.




…..…… Respondent


                 CC – 628 of 2010


 



   ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Moninder Singh Walia, Complainant in person.

Sh. Bachan Singh, APIO – cum – Supdt., Deptt. of Local Govt (LG – IV Br.), Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 16.03.2010, the Respondent had been directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant by 31.03.2010, with a copy to the Commission.  The PIO, O/o the Department of Local Govt., Pb., was to be personally present along with a copy of the information.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that no action has been initiated by the Respondent to provide information to the Complainant.  The case will, therefore, be placed before Sh. C. Roul, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Department of Local Govt., for taking cognizance of this case and for ensuring that the information demanded by the Complainant be provided at the earliest but not later than 10.04.2010.  Sh. Bachan Singh, APIO present is totally lackadaisical.  He states that no PIO has been appointed.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO Respondent will be personally present along with a copy of the information being supplied to the Complainant.

4.

To come up on 20.04.2010 at 2.00 PM.
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh. C. Roul, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Department of Local Govt., Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, Chandigarh.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Correspondent,

Near OBC Bank,

Lehragaga 148031, 

Distt. Sangrur. 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Lehragaga, Distt. Sangrur. 




…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 754 of 2010


 


        ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla, Complainant in person.
 

Sh. Darshan Kumar, Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO, Lehragaga.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 01.10.2009 and on getting improper response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 10.02.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Complainant states that insufficient information was provided vide letter No. 4582 dated 14.12.2009 and another undated letter.

3.

In view of the foregoing, Sh. Malak Singh Sidhu, BDPO, Lehragaga is directed to provide the requisite information as demanded by the Complainant vide letter dated 01.10.2009 by registered post free of cost by 10.04.2010.  On the next date of hearing, Sh. Malak Singh Sidhu, BDPO, Lehragaga, will be personally present along with a copy of the information being provided to the Complainant.

4.

To come up on 22.04.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur and Distt. Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Sangrur, for ensuring the presence of Sh. Malak Singh Sidhu, BDPO, Lehragaga.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kuldip Singh,

Senior Citizen,

13/9, Punjabi Bagh Extn.,

New Delhi – 26.





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority, 

PUDA Complex, SCO: 41, 

Opp. D.C.Complex, Jalandhar. 



…..…… Respondent


    
    CC – 770 of 2010

 



ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Ganesh Kumar, APIO – cum –Superintendent, O/o PUDA, Jalandhar.
1.

The case relates to a request for imposing penalty on the Respondent for the delay in providing information.  The Complainant had sought information on 14.12.2009 from the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar.  However, the response was sent by PUDA, Jalandhar on 12.01.2010.  The Complainant has filed a request for imposing penalty on the Respondent on 30.01.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent states that strictly speaking, this is not a request under the RTI Act as no request for information was made to the Respondent.  A request was received from the O/o the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar to provide information which was done.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Pakhar Singh,

Mohalla: Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar,

Duareana Road, Kotkapura, 

Distt. Faridkot (Pb.). 




…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Director, 

Welfare of SCs/BCs Deptt., Pb., 

SCO: 128-129, Sector - 34A,

Chandigarh. 






…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 766 of 2010


 


         ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Pakhar Singh, Complainant in person.
Smt. Anjana Sandhu, APIO – cum – Deputy Director, Welfare of SCs/BCs, Deptt., Pb. and Sh. Gurdev Singh, Senior Assistant, Scheme Br., O/o Director, Welfare of SCs/BCs, Pb., Chandigarh.

1. 

The case relates to obtaining financial aid.  Initial request was filed on 25.01.2010 and on not getting a satisfactory response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 03.02.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the requisite information has been provided on 29.03.2010.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.
3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. S.S.Jaspal,

General Secretary,

# 762, Phase-3B1, 

Mohail. 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Greater Mohali Area Dev. Authority, 

Sector-62, PUDA Bhawan,

SAS Nagar, Mohali. 



…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 778 of 2010


 


       ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.

 
Sh. Balwinder Singh, Counsel for the Respondent and Sh. S.K.Bins, SDO, (Bldgs.), O/o GMADA, Mohali.

1.

The case relates to details of encroachments in Mohali.  Initial request containing eight items was filed on 26.10.2010 and on not getting a response, the Complainant filed an undated appeal with the Commission received in the office of the Commission on 23.02.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits a copy of his letter No. 12244 dated 31.03.2010 containing the information.  The information has been supplied to the Complainant by hand on 31.03.2010.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Jagtar Singh,

S/o Sh.Bachan Singh,

Sh.Surinder Pal Singh,

S/o Sh. Kewal Ram,

Vill. Kheri, P.O: Barwa,

Block. Nurpur Bedi (Ropar). 



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Dev. and Panchayat Officer, 

Nurpur Bedi (Ropar) (Pb.). 



…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 791 of 2010

 

                 ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Jagtar Singh, Complainant in person.
 

Sh.Kabul Singh, SEPO, O/o BDPO, Nurpurbedi,  Distt. Ropar.

1.

The case relates to obtaining copies of documents. Initial request was filed on 8.9.2009 and on not receiving a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 22.9.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent present is unable to justify why information has not been provided.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the BDPO, Nurpurbedi is directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant by 10.04.2010 by registered post free of cost.  On the next date of hearing, the Respondent PIO Sh. Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, Nurpurbedi will be personally present with a copy of the information being provided to the Complainant.

4.

To come up on 15.04.2010 at 2.00 PM wherein the PIO Respondent will be personally present.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; Deputy Commissioner, Ropar, and the Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer, Ropar, for ensuring the presence of Sh. Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, Nurpurbedi, on the next date of hearing.
Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


        Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Desh Raj Sudhakar, S/o

Sh. Piyare Lal,

B – 1/1041, Civil Lines, Adjoining Bawa Hospital,

Dandi Swami Chowk,

Ludhiana.






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Punjab Urban Dev. Authority,

PUDA Bhawan,Sector – 62, Mohali (Pb.). 

…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 800 of 2010


 

                 ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant.
 

Sh. Chet Ram, Administrative Officer – cum – APIO, PUDA, Mohali.

1.

The  Complainant is not present.  One more opportunity is given to the Complainant to progress his case.

2.

To come up on 13.04.2010 at 2.00 PM.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

R/o Jiwan Niwas, 

Tahli Mohalla, 

Ferozepur City. 





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Senior Superintendent of Police, 

Ferozepur. 






…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 1227 of 2010


 


         ORDER

Present:   
None on behalf of the Complainant or the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to obtaining copies of documents.  Initial request containing two items was filed on 13.03.2010 under the provisions of Section 7 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, for obtaining information within 48 hours since it concerned the life and liberty of the Complainant.  On not receiving a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.03.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, a letter dated 28.03.2010 has been received from the Complainant which contains a copy of the statement dated 12.03.2010 given by the Complainant.

3.

A letter No. 259/RTI-I dated 31.03.2010 has been received from the PIO – cum – SSP, Ferozepur wherein a copy of the acknowledgement given by the Complainant having received the documents on 22.3.2010 has been sent.  Along with it,  a copy of S.P.(D), Ferozepur’s letter dated 15.03.2010 has also been received which brings out that no complaint from Sh. J.S.Khushdil, Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, Bathinda, has been received.  However, on the basis of SSP, Bathinda’s letter No. 1497 dated 22.01.2010, statement of 
Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal was recorded.
4.

The case is, thus, disposed of and closed.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
