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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. P.K.Aditya,

H. No. 775, Sector – 22 A,

Chandigarh – 160 022.





…..…… Complainant 





            Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o  The Director,

Information & Technology Department,

SCO No. 193 – 195, Sector – 34 A,

Chandigarh.







…..…… Respondent
                             
 
    CC –09 of 2010 





ORDER

Present:
Dr. P.K.Aditya, Complainant in person.

Sh. Ravinder Singh, APIO, Department of Administrative Reforms and Information Technology and Sh. Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant, Department of Administrative Reforms and Information Technology, Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.
1.    

On the last date of hearing, on 25.01.2010, it was directed that :-

(a)  The Complainant was free to make his submission including any observations that he might have on the response provided by the Respondent, by 10.02.2010.

(b) The Respondent Departments, that is, Department of Administrative Reforms and Information Technology were to provide response to the prayer made by the Complainant on 14.12.2009 and 31.12.2009 and as had been directed vide Para 3 (a) in the Orders dated 25.01.2010, by 28.02.2010.
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2.   

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the Respondent submitted his response through letter No. 77 dated 4.2.2010 while the Complainant made submissions through his letters dated 9/10.2.2010 and 5.3.2010.  Copies of these documents were provided to the Complainant/Respondent.

3.

Order on the complaint filed by the Complainant on14.12.2009 is reserved.
4.

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







        
 ( P.K.Grover )






   

  Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

Chandigarh 





  ( P.P.S.Gill )

Dated: 05.03.2010.  


       State Information Commissioner

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

 



Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Lakhbir Singh S/o Sh. Puran Singh,

Member, Block Samiti, Jandiala Guru,

VPO: Nizampur, Via Verka,

Tehsil & Distt. Amritsar.





…..…… Complainant 





            Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o  The District Welfare Officer,

Amritsar.







…..…… Respondent
                            
    CC –1499 of 2009 and CC – 1500 of 2009





     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Lakhbir Singh, Complainant in person.
Sh. Lakha Singh, Additional Director, Welfare of SCs/BCs Department, Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. Bhupinder Singh, APIO – cum - Superintendent Admn. Welfare of SCs/BCs Department, Pb., Chandigarh and Sh.Harbhajan Singh, District Welfare Officer, Amritsar.
1.                    On the last date of hearing, on 23.02.2010, it was directed that :-

(a) The Respondent PIO was either to provide deficient information or submit an affidavit stating/justifying non-availability of information on record as ordered on 10.02.2010.
(b) The Respondent PIO was to submit an affidavit by 5.3.2010 explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings held on 23.02.2010 and why penalty in terms of Section 20 (2) of the RTI Act, 2005, for persistently denying information and for non-implementation of orders of the Commission, not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered.  He was to justify through 
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this affidavit as to why disciplinary action as per service rules not be recommended against him.

(c) In addition, the PIO was also given an opportunity for a personal hearing before the 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 would proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.

(d) On the next date of hearing both the PIOs were to be present.

(e) This case was to be placed before Smt. Madhvi Kataria, PCS, Director, Welfare of SCs/BCs, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking necessary cognizance.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO submits an affidavit dated 4.3.2010 stating that no additional information was held on record and whatever was held, has been handed over.   On being given an opportunity under the provisions of Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act, 2005, the Respondent PIO states that he took over the responsibility on 27.7.2009 and whatever documents were held on charge with him, have been handed over upto 30.11.2009.   The Complainant, however, states that there are serious deficiencies in the provision of information.  No information pertaining to year 2006, has been provided and that provided for 2007 and 2008 is deficient.  The Respondent from the Welfare of SCs/BCs, Punjab, states that it is possible to verify facts based on allocation of funds and the report therein.  
3. 

It is, therefore, recommended that this case be placed before Smt. Indu Mishra, PCS, Director, Welfare of SCs/BCs, Punjab, Chandigarh, for taking necessary cognizance and order the requisite inquiry into this case since necessary accountable documents as demanded by the Complainant are not held by the Respondent.
4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty, award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered and further provision of information, is reserved.
5.

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

Chandigarh




            
 ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 05.03.2010.


   

           Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                 State Information Commissioner 

