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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Amrik Singh S/o

Sh. Dalip Singh, R/o Ward No. 12,

Moonak, Tehsil: Moonak,

Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).
Pin: 148 033.






…..…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Assistant Executive Engineer (Op.),

Sub Division: Moonak,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Tehsil: Moonak, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.).



…….. Respondent 



 
 CC – 1273 of 2010






         ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Nem Kumar, Counsel for the Complainant along with Sh. Amrik Singh, Complainant and Sh. Inderjeet Singh, brother of the Complainant.

Sh. H.P.Gupta, SE, PSPCL, Sangrur; Sh.Ashok Kumar Singal, SDO, Sub Div. Moonak, PSPCL, Moonak and Sh. Brish Bhan, LDC, O/o SDO, Sub Div. Moonak, PSPCI, Moonak. 

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 6.5.2010 the Respondent PIO had been directed to either provide information or submit an affidavit stating and justifying non-availability of information on record by 10.05.2010.  The PIO Respondent was to be personally present with a copy of information/affidavit.  He was to submit an additional affidavit explaining reasons for not providing affidavit as had been directed on the last date of hearing and why penalty not be imposed on him under provisions of Section 20 and why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment being suffered.  He was also given an opportunity under Section 20 proviso for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He was to take note that in case he did not file his written response 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.  This affidavit was to be submitted by 10.05.2010. 

2. 
During the proceedings, today, it transpires that the Respondent submitted an affidavit dated 7.5.2010, a copy of which has been handed over to the Complainant.  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: 11.5.2010.




      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

1. 

On 15.4.2010 Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the appellant for the detriment suffered was reserved. 

2. 

The case relates to seeking copies of certain documents.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 21.8.2009.  On not receiving a response, the Appellant filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 28.10.2009 and further with the Commission on 04.01.2010.


3. 

 A part of information has been provided to the Appellant vide letter No. 4206 dated 8.2.2010.  No information has been provided with regard to the following:- 

(a) Item No.1: Photostat copy of the log book of Sh.Joginder Singh, XEN (PWD), B&R, Mansa for the period 01.03.2008 to 31.03.2008. 

(b) Item No.III. Photocopy of complete dak dispatch register, relating to  letters sent by Sh.Joginder Singh, XEN (PWD), B&R, Mansa for the period which he was holding additional charge of Barnala Construction Division during 2008 wherein SPL No. were given. 
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4. 

Since the information was not forthcoming the matter was referred to Sh. Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secretary to Govt. Pb., Deptt. of PWD (B&R), Punjab Mini Sectt., Sector- 9, Chandigarh for taking necessary cognizance and issuing suitable directions to the respondent with regard to the following:- 

(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.

(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. 

5. 

In response Chief Engineer (Hq.) Punjab B&R Branch, Patiala vide letter No.3382/RTI dated 30.3.2010 stated that:- 

(a)  Log Book:  This document was not traceable.  An inquiry has been conducted to pinpoint responsibility and none of the officials has been found to be responsible.  “The SDE, Prov.Sub Divn., Mansa being the custodian of the record, requested SHO, Police Station, Bus Stand, Mansa to lodge a FIR for the loss of Log Book”. 

(b) SPL Register: “XEN through his affidavit dated 30.3.2010 has stated in Para No.2 that no register in respect of Special Numbers is maintained.  The special numbers are affixed and the office copies are taken on record.   He has further solemnly affirmed that no Special Register is maintained in both offices, i.e. office of Provincial Div., Mansa and that of Construction. Div., Barnala”.

6. 

Copies of various documents including affidavits submitted by the Respondent stating non-availability of information pertaining to Items No.1 and 3 were provided to the Appellant.  He submitted his comments vide his letter dated 6.4.2010.

7. 

The Respondent PIO was 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. He was also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso
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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.
8.

The Respondent PIO submitted an affidavit dated 13.4.2010.  He had mainly brought out that he had not received the request for information dated 21.8.2009 sent by the complainant.  He was made aware of this requirement during the proceedings held on 11.2.2010 and available information that was held on record was provided to the Appellant. 

9.

The respondent on  being given an opportunity under provision of Section 20 proviso thereto had stated that he had not received the original application dated 21.8.2009 for information.  Therefore, the aspect of the delay in providing information be condoned and no penalty be imposed. 

10.

I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  Request for information dated 21.8.2009 and appeal to the First Appellate Authority (Chief Engineer, Roads, Patiala) were sent by registered post.  It is difficult to perceive that registered letters have not been delivered to the Respondent and the First Appellate Authority. 

11.
The response of the Respondent PIO has been vague and lackadaisical.  The PIO had to be directed to be specific.  It is surprising to find that action/inquiry was ordered to be conducted with regard to the log book only after it was ordered by the Commission and matter referred to Sh.Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secy. to Govt. Pb., Deptt. of PWD (B&R), Punjab.  As regards maintenance of Spl Register at Camp Office, Barnala, there remains a doubt, as the stance taken by the Respondent has been vacillating.  Thus both the documents demanded by the Appellant have not been made available to him.  

12.

In view of the foregoing, I direct the following: 

(a) This case be placed before Sh.Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secy. to Govt. Pb., Deptt. of PWD (B&R), Punjab  for taking cognizance/departmental action as deemed necessary for the following:
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(i) Inquiry into receipt and whereabouts of registered letter sent by the Appellant on 21.8.2009 to  the Respondent. 

(ii) Inquiry into the receipt of registered letter sent by the Appellant to the First Appellate Authority on 28.10.2009 (Chief Engineer Roads PWD (B&R), Patiala and action taken thereon. 

(iii) Loss of document, e.g. log book of official car being used by Sh.Joginder Singh, XEN (Provincial Div.), PWD (B&R), Mansa. 

(iv) Availability/non-availability of SPL Register at Camp Office, Barnala as the Appellant has alleged that 
Sh. Joginder Singh, PIO-cum-XEN (Provincial Div.), PWD (B&R), Mansa has initiated special letters from Camp Office, Barnala. 

(b)  For the detriment suffered, ends of justice will be met, if an amount of Rs.2000/- (Rupees two thousand only) is paid as compensation by the Respondent department to the Appellant. I order accordingly. This amount will be paid by 15.5.2010.

13.
    
To come up for confirmation of compliance of orders on 25.5.2010 at 2.00 pm. 
14.
Copies be sent to both the parties, Chief Engineer, (Hq.), PWD 
(B &R), Punjab, Mini Sectt., Patiala and Sh.Kulbir Singh, IAS, Secy. to Govt. Pb., Deptt. of PWD (B&R), Punjab for necessary cognizance.   


Chandigarh



   
 
        ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 11.05.2010



     
       Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO : Bhattian – Bet,

Ludhiana – 141 008.





…… Appellant





          Vs

(i) Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secy. to Govt., Pb.,

Deptt. of Sports & Youth Services, Pb. Mini Sectt.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

O/o The Principal Secy. to Govt., Pb.,

Deptt. of Sports & Youth Services, Pb. Mini Sectt.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh. 





…… Respondents





  AC - 195 of 2010



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None one behalf of the Appellant.

 
Sh. S.M.Bhatia, APIO – cum – Joint Secretary, Punjab State Sports Council, Chandigarh.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 6.5.2010, the Respondent PIO had been directed to submit an affidavit stating and justifying non-availability of the requisite information on record, by 10.5.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits an affidavit by the PIO Respondent dated 10.5.2010.

3.

Since the Appellant is not present, the Respondent is directed to send a copy of the affidavit by registered post to the Appellant.

4.

To come up for confirmation of compliance of orders, on 20.5.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

5.

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



Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 11.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.





…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Organic Farming Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1832 of 2009

      

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager, Organic Farming Council of  Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

The case came up for confirmation of compliance of orders issued on 20.4.2010.

2.

Vide letter No. 3263 dated 10.5.2010, the Respondent PIO confirms implementation of the orders dated 20.4.2010.  The case is disposed of and closed.

3.

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



Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 11.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          
 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Viticulture Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent

                   CC – 1833 of 2009

      

    ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Vijay Sharma, Assistant Manager, Viticulture Council of  Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

The case came up for confirmation of compliance of orders issued on 20.4.2010.

2.

Vide letter No. 373 dated 10.5.2010, the Respondent PIO confirms implementation of the orders dated 20.4.2010.  The case is disposed of and closed.

3.

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



Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 11.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dev Raj Saini, 

S/o Sh. Rakha Ram,

H.No.41, Gali No.3,

Shankar Nagar,

Hoshiarpur. 






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Deputy Chief Engineer,

Punjab State Power Corporation Limited,

Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana. 




…..…… Respondent




CC – 1553 of 2010









        ORDER

Present:
Sh. Dev Raj Saini, Complainant in person.

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 29.4.2010, the Respondent PIO had been directed to be personally present along with a copy of information being sent to the Complainant.  He was also to make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings.

2.

It is observed that the Respondent is not present once again.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the Respondent PIO is directed :-

(a) To provide the requisite information to the Complainant at the earliest but not later than 20.5.2010.

(b) On the next date of hearing, the Respondent PIO will be personally present with a copy of information sent to the Complainant.

(c) The Respondent PIO will submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and as to why compensation not be given to the Complainant for the detriment being suffered.

(d) The PIO Respondent 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 
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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.

(e) He will also explain through affidavit reasons for non-provision of information and for non-implementation of the Orders of the Commission.  

(f)  These affidavits will be submitted by 20.5.2010.

(g) He will also make a written submission explaining reasons of   his absence from the proceedings held on 29.4.2010 and 11.5.2010.

4.

The case will come up on 25.5.2010 at 2.00 PM. 



5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties; Chairman, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala, for taking cognizance of this case and Sh. Dharam Singh, Deputy Secretary – cum – Nodal PIO, Punjab State Electricity Board, Patiala, for ensuring the presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing. 

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 11.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
