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

Sh. Rajesh Kumar Arora,

Advocate, 316, Tagore Nagar, 

Street No. 11/2,

Jalandhar – 144002.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust,

Jalandhar.







…… Respondent




 
  CC – 99 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bodh Raj Sikka, on behalf of Sh. Rajesh Kumar Arora, Complainant.

Sh. R.L Bhagat, Executive Officer, O/o Improvement Trust, Jalandhar and Sh. Harmesh Kumar, Improvement Trust Engineer, Jalandhar.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 20.8.2009 the Respondent was directed to submit an affidavit at the earliest but not later than 25.08.2009 confirming non-availability of deficient information with a copy to the complainant. The PIO Respondent was also directed to submit an affidavit by 25.8.2009 as had been directed on 04.08.2009 and avail an opportunity under Section 20 (1) provisions thereto for a personal hearing on the next date of hearing before the imposition of any penalty. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent PIO submits an affidavit dated 31.8.2009.  A copy of the same is provided to the complainant.  The respondent PIO states that :-

(a)  He performed the duties as PIO respondent from 24.3.2008, the day initial request for information was filed, to 6.1.2009, the day information was sent to the complainant.

(b)  Despite best of his efforts, Sh. Mohinder Singh Miglani and Sh. Sudarshan Sharma, both Superintendents and custodians of the requisite information provided information only on 6.1.2009 and therefore, the responsibility of delay squarely lies on the custodians of information.  Both have 
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since retired. 
3.  

The complainant makes a written submission dated 1.9.2009 which is taken on record.  A copy of the same is handed over to the respondent.

4.

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

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Bagga Singh,

S/o Sh. Kasam Singh,

R/o Balmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City – 152 002.



            
…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.







…… Respondent




 
  AC – 520 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.   Sh. Manjinder Singh, Panchayat Officer, Ghal Khurd Block, Distt. Ferozepure.

1.

The case relates to seeking copies of documents.  Initial request was sent on 13.5.2009 and on not getting a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 25.7.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that he will provide the requisite information by 10.9.2009.

3.

To come up for compliance of order on 17.9.2009 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Bagga Singh,

S/o Sh. Kasam Singh,

R/o Balmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City – 152 002.



            
…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.







…… Respondent




 
  AC – 521 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.  Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Panchayat Officer, O/o BDPO, Ferozepur and Sh. Bakhsish Singh, Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO, Ferozepur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding release of material for the construction of a house.  Initial request was sent on 13.5.2009 and on not getting a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 25.7.2009.  The request for information on behalf of Sh. Surjit alias Kala S/o Sh. Sadiq has been filed by the appellant.
2.

During the proceedings today, the appellant is not present.  The respondent present states that under welfare schemes, funds and material were made available by the Department of Welfare and the office of the BDPO, Ferozepur has no role in it.  He provides a copy of his letter No. 2593 dated 27.8.2009.  The appellant has confirmed that the said letter has been received by him on 28.8.2009.  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: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Dev Raj, Assistant Engineer, 

Agricultural Department, Pb.,

Hoshiarpur. 







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary to Govt. Pb.,

Deptt. of Welfare (Reservation Cell),

Mini Secretariat, Pb.,

Chandigarh. 







…… Respondent





  CC – 1959 of 2009



      

 


                     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Dev Raj, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Devinder Kumar, Superintendent Grade – I – cum – APIO, Department of Welfare (Reservation Cell),  and Smt. Gurinder Kaur, Senior Assistant, Department of Welfare (Reservation Cell), Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 13.8.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 25.8.2009 by registered post free of cost.  The PIO/APIO was to be personally present with a copy of information sent to the complainant.  The complainant requested for compensation for the detriment suffered by him.  Accordingly, the respondent PIO was to submit an affidavit explaining reasons for non-supply of information and why compensation not be given to the complainant for the detriment suffered.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent APIO makes a written submission vide letter No. 1161 dated 31.8.2009, a copy of which is handed over to the complainant.  The respondent clarifies that only letters dated 30.10.2008 and 12.12.2008 had been received and these were sent to the Agriculture Department, the parent department of the complainant, for necessary action.  There is no response as yet from the Agriculture Department on this issue.  Since the exact status of appeal filed by the complainant has been communicated,  the case is disposed of and closed.

3.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur.







…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Sangrur.







…… Respondent





  AC – 667 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

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

1.

On 2.7.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide deficient information to the appellant by 25.7.2009 with a copy of the covering letter to the Commission and also upload the latest information on the website by 31.7.2009.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the appellant has sent a letter dated 31.8.2009 through fax which is taken on record.  Through this letter, the appellant has highlighted the following :-
(a)  He is satisfied with the information furnished by the PIO till date.  Hence, the case may be disposed of.

(b)  PIO office of the Municipal Council, Sangrur, had admitted that no information was available in the office of the Municipal Council, Sangrur in reference to Para I, II and III of his application dated 25.9.2008 and no such measures had been taken by the public authority.

(c)  Municipal Council, Sangrur is not taking a serious note of the mandate of Section 4(1) (c).

(d)  The first Appellate Authority had not taken any pain to decide the first appeal.

3.

The respondent PIO makes a written submission explaining reasons of his absence vide letter No. Spl. dated 1.9.2009.  This is taken on record.  
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4.

Since the appellant confirms having received the requisite information, the case is disposed of and closed.   However, the respondent is directed to strictly implement the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, for the benefit of all information seekers.

5.

Copies be sent to both the parties and Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government, Punjab Mini Secretariat, Chandigarh, for necessary cognizance.
6.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Bagga Singh,

S/o Sh. Kasam Singh,

R/o Balmik Road,

Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur City – 152 002.



            
…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.







…… Respondent




 
  AC – 522 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.  Sh. Sukhchain Singh, Panchayat Officer, O/o BDPO, Ferozepur and Sh. Bakhsish Singh, Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO, Ferozepur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding release of material for the construction of a house.  Initial request was sent on 13.5.2009 and on not getting a response, the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 25.7.2009.  The request for information on behalf of Sh. Surjit alias Kala S/o Sh. Sadiq has been filed by the appellant.

2.

During the proceedings today, the appellant is not present.  The respondent present states that under welfare schemes, funds and material were made available by the Department of Welfare and the office of the BDPO, Ferozepur has no role in it.  He provides a copy of his letter No. 2593 dated 27.8.2009.  The appellant has confirmed that the said letter has been received by him on 28.8.2009.  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: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Department of Revenue,

Govt. of Punjab, Pb. Civil Sectt., 

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1008 of 2008



      

 


                     ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. S.K. Garg, APIO O/o Financial Commissioner (Revenue), Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh and Sh. Ranjit Singh, Senior Assistant, Consolidation Br.. O/o FCR, Pb., Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 13.8.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to provide full details of the decision of the Chief Information  Commissioner, Punjab, on the Special Leave Petition filed vide letter No. 6096 dated 13.8.2009 to review the decision of the Commission passed vide orders dated 3.7.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that Deputy Registrar, State Information Commission, Punjab vide letter No. PSIC/Legal/DNF/2009/9289 dated 26.8.2009,  has  intimated that “Reference your Memo. No. 33/11/2008-CH2/6095 dated 13.8.2009 on the above subject.  The above review petition has been considered by Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner and he has passed the order that there is no provision for review/revision of a final order passed by a State Information Commissioner after hearing the parties, on merits.” 

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed, once again, to implement orders issued on 3.7.2009 at the earliest and confirm.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 14.9.2009 at 11.00 AM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Surjit Singh,

C/o Dr. S.P.Singh,

Kothi No. 45, (Block – A),

Azad Nagar, Patiala.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Director,

Rural Dev.& Panchayats, Pb., Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 849 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Surjit Singh, Complainant in person.

Sh. Sunil Kumar, Senkior Auditor, O/o Director, RuralDev. & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh.

1.
On the last date of hearing, on 4.8.2009, the PIO had personally assured the Commission that deficient information will be sent to the complainant, by 25.8.2009.

2.
During the proceedings today, it transpires that information has been sent to the complainant vide Memo. No. 685 dated 13.8.2009.  The complainant states that the information supplied is not attested.  Further, it has not been given in the consolidated form in which he had demanded.  Therefore, the information is of no consequential value as he has to submit this in the Court.

3.
In view of the foregoing, the respondent PIO is directed to :-

(a) Provide authenticated information as has been demanded by the complainant at the earliest but not later than 10.9.2009.

(b) Submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information to the complainant and why penalty not be imposed on him/her as per the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, for the delay in providing information. The PIO is also hereby given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may 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 will 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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4.
The complainant makes a written submission dated 1.9.2009 which is taken on record.  A copy of the said submission is handed over to the respondent.
5.
To come up on 17.9.2009 at 2.00 PM.

6.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 01.09.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)





           State Information Commissioner
