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

 


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

S/o Major Singh, 

R/o Vill: Kalal Majra,

Block Mehal Kalan,

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala. 





 …… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Mehal Kalan, 

Tehsil & Distt. Barnala. 



  

…… Respondent
CC-2975/2008
   ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Bhola Singh, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Gurpreet Singh, Additional Programme Officer-cum APIO O/o BDPO, Mehal Kalan, Tehsil & Distt. Barnala. 




      -----

1.  

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to NREGA scheme effective since 1.04.2008.  Initial request was sent on 10.10.2008. On not getting a response the complainant filed a complainant with the commission on 8.12.2008.  

2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent hands over a copy of his letter No. 1763 dated 04.12.2008 containing information. The complainant is satisfied with the information therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 

3.  

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Bachan Singh Datewasiyan,

S/o Sh. Kehar Singh Datewasiyan,

R/o 735 – R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda  (Pb.).






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda (Pb.).






.…… Respondent




             AC – 567 of 2008


      

 


                     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bachan Singh Datewasiyan, Appellant in person.

Sh. Tirath Ram, APIO – cum – Corporation Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 03.02.2009 it was directed that the PIO respondent will submit an affidavit stating that information as was existing, stands provided and there was nothing on record to supplement the requisite information sought.   Accordingly, the PIO/ Respondent submitted an affidavit dated 15.02.2009 to the Commission with a copy to the appellant.  Since the information stands supplied the case is disposed of and closed. 

2. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Bachan Singh Datewasiyan,

S/o Sh. Kehar Singh Datewasiyan,

R/o 735 – R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda (Pb.).






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda (Pb.).






.…… Respondent




             AC – 564 of 2008


      

 


                     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bachan Singh Datewasiyan, Appellant in person.

Sh. Tirath Ram, APIO – cum – Corporation Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 03.02.2009 it was directed that the PIO will submit an affidavit stating that no additional information over and above that provided to the appellant, existed on record.  This affidavit was to be submitted by 15.02.2009.  

2.  
During the proceedings today, it transpires that the PIO has submitted an affidavit dated 15.02.2009 confirming non availability of any additional documents.  The complainant contests this and shows a map stating that there is a possibility of additional documents being available.  The respondent present denies the same and once again confirms that no such document was held on record.  
3.  
The appellant states that there has been a delay in supply of information.  In response, the respondent states that the record being old, a number of offices had to be contacted to get inputs namely building branch, drawing branch, district town planner and revenue authorities. Moreover there was a legal case pertaining to  the same issue and hence the delay took place. He, however, regrets the delay in providing information.  
     









Contd page..2.. 
..2.. 
4. 
 
In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to be more careful in providing information to senior citizens and abide by the provisions of the RTI Act. The case is disposed of and closed.
5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Bachan Singh Datewasiyan,

S/o Sh. Kehar Singh Datewasiyan,

R/o 735 – R, Partap Nagar,

Bathinda  (Pb.).






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda (Pb.).






.…… Respondent




             AC – 563 of 2008


      

 


                     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bachan Singh Datewasiyan, Appellant in person.

Sh. Tirath Ram, APIO – cum – Corporation Engineer, Municipal Corporation, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 03.02.2009 the respondent was directed to  submit exact response to the information sought by 15.02.2009 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires, that response has been sent by the respondent vide his letters No. 308 dated 21.01.2009 and No. 676 dated 16.2.2009. The respondent accepts that there has been a delay in providing information since information pertained to the  period 1991-92 and documents had to be taken/referred from various departments.  There were 12 items for which information was to be provided and it took time in providing response.  Further  there has not been deliberate/intentional  delay in supplying information.  He requests that the delay be overlooked.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to be more careful and follow the stipulations given in the RTI Act regarding time stipulations.  In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed.   

3.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,

292, Kothey Bhim Sain, 

Dinanagar, 

Distt. Gurdaspur (Pb.).





 …… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Director, 

Deptt. of Local Bodies, Pb, 

Amritsar (Pb.). 




  

…… Respondent
CC-2707/2008
   ORDER
Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Balwinder Singh, Senior Assistant on  behalf of the Respondent. 




      -----

1.  

On the last date of hearing on 29.01.2009 an opportunity was given to the complainant to submit his observations/comments on the information supplied by 20.2.2009. 

2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent states that no observations/comments have been received by him so far. 

3.  

In view of the foregoing the case is disposed of and closed. 

4. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gauree Dayal Sharma,

292, Kothey Bhim Sain, 

Dinanagar- 143531, 

Distt. Gurdaspur (Pb.).





 …… Complainant





          Vs


Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director, 

Deptt. of Local Bodies, Pb,

SCO: 131-132, Sector-17 C,

Chandigarh. 
 



  


…… Respondent
CC-2706/2008






   ORDER 

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 

Sh. Hans Raj, Senior Assistant O/o Local Bodies, Pb, Chandigarh. 



      -----

1.  

On the last date of hearing on 29.01.2009 an opportunity was given to the complainant to submit his observations/comments on the information supplied by 20.2.2009. 

2. 

During the proceedings, today, the Respondent states that no observations/comments have been received by him so far. 

3.  

In view of the foregoing the case is disposed of and closed. 

4. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tarsem Singh Khatkar,

Vill: Panjeta,

P.O. Bhunerheri, 

Tehsil & Distt. Patiala. 





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Block: Bhunerheri at Patiala, 

Near Moti Bagh Gurdwara, 

Patiala (Pb.).







…… Respondent





  
CC – 2539 of 2008



      

 


                      
        ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Kaka Singh, Junior assistant O/o BDPO on behalf of the Respondent.

        --------

1.

On the last date of hearing on 05.02.2009 it was directed that the PIO/Respondent will provide requisite information to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 20.02.2009.  The PIO was directed to be personally present.  
2. 

During the proceedings, today, the respondent makes a written submission vide letter No. 875 dated 12.03.2009.  He explains the reasons of absence of the PIO and states that information has been supplied on 19.02.2009.  He states that the Panchayat Secretary has also supplied the same information.  The complainant is not present and he has not submitted any comments/ observations on the information supplied. 

3.   

In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed. 

4. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Prem Lal Domeli, 

B-41/540, Abad Pura,

Near Labour Court, 

New Model Town, 

Jalandhar. 






--------------- Complainant.






V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Jalandhar (Pb.). 





--------------- Respondent. 






CC-2988/2008

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Prem Lal Domeli, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Daler Singh, Suptd., and Sh. Santokh Singh, Inspector, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar on behalf of the Respondent. 






       --------

1.  
The case relates to obtaining a copy of roster dealing with employees of Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.  Initial request was sent on 22.08.2008 and on not receiving a response the complainant filed a complainant received in our office on 15.12.2008.
2.   
During the proceedings, today, it transpires that information has 
been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 418/AC/G dated 09.01.2009. The complainant is satisfied with the information,` therefore, the case is disposed of and closed. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Chaman Lal Jain, 

S/o Sh. Krishan Chand, 

C/o Vishal Sanitary Store, 

Loha Bazaar, Dhuri, 

Distt. Sangrur. 





--------------- Complainant.






V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, 

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.). 




--------------- Respondent. 






CC-2978/2008

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 



Sh. Rajnish Kumar, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent. 






       --------

1. 
 
The case relates to obtaining copies of property owned by Sh. Ashok Kumar, Sh. Surinder Kumar and Sh. Lal Chaudhary.  A request for information was submitted on 11.10.2008.  On not being supplied with the information, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.11.2008. 

2.  
 
During the proceedings, today, the complainant is not present.  The respondent present states that a similar case MR-95/2008 in CC-780/2008 with the identical requirements was in progress with the bench of Sh. Kulbir Singh, SIC.  The respondent vide letter No. 368/AME dated 19.02.2009 has submitted a photocopy of the letter dated 17.02.2009 from the complainant wherein he states that  the requisite information is no more required.  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: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Chaman Lal Jain, 

S/o Sh. Krishan Chand, 

C/o Vishal Sanitary Store, 

Loha Bazaar, Dhuri, 

Distt. Sangrur. 





--------------- Complainant.






V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, 

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.). 




--------------- Respondent. 






CC-2977/2008

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 



Sh. Rajnish Kumar, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent. 






       --------

4.  
 
The case relates to obtaining copies of property owned by Sh. Ashok Kumar, Sh. Surinder Kumar and Sh. Lal Chaudhary.  A request for information was submitted on 11.10.2008.  On not being supplied with the information, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.11.2008. 

5.  
 
During the proceedings, today, the complainant is not present.  The respondent present states that a similar case MR-95/2008 in CC-780/2008 with the identical requirements was in progress with the bench of Sh. Kulbir Singh, SIC.  The respondent vide letter No. 368/AME dated 19.02.2009 has submitted a photocopy of the letter dated 17.02.2009 from the complainant wherein he states that  the requisite information is no more required.  The case is therefore, disposed of and closed. 

6.  
 
Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raj Kumar Bhagat, 

26-A, Gurcharan Park, 

Near Kochhar Market, 

Ludhiana (Pb.). 





--------------- Complainant.






V/s 

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Joint Director, 

Local Government, Pb, 

SCO: 131-132, Sector-17 C, 

Chandigarh. 






--------------- Respondent. 






CC-2689/2008

ORDER

Present: 
None on behalf of the Complainant. 



Sh. Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent. 






       --------
1.  

On the last date of hearing on 29.01.2009 the respondent had handed over his response to the complainant.  The complainant was free to go over the information supplied and submit his observations/comments by 15.02.2009 to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.

2.   
 
During the proceedings, today the Respondent states that so far no comments/observations have been received from the complainant.  In view of the foregoing, the case is disposed of and closed. 

3.  

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                  State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rajinder Duggal, 

94, Joshi Colony, 

Amritsar (Pb.)   




    





………..Appellant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar (Pb.)






………. Respondent
AC No. 592/2008



          

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






        --------
1.
 
Neither the Appellant nor the Respondent is present.  One more opportunity is given to progress the case. 

2.
 
Adjourned to 31.03.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

3.                     Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Ward No.8, Faryad Street Amloh, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib (Pb.)
    



………..Complainant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib (Pb.)




………. Respondent
CC No. 2777/2008



          

        ORDER 
Present:
Sh. Rupinder Garg on behalf of the Appellant. 

None on behalf of the Respondent. 






        --------
1. 
A fax message has been received from Sh. Ashish Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO, Nagar Council, Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib that his mother is sick and he is unable to attend the proceedings today.  He requests for an adjournment. 
2.    
During the proceedings, today, it transpires that only a part of information has been provided to the Complainant. 

3. 
Adjourned to 24.03.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Ward No.8, Faryad Street Amloh, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib (Pb.)   




    





………..Appellant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib (Pb.)





………. Respondent
AC No. 590/2008



          

      ORDER 
Present:
Sh. Rupinder Garg on behalf of the Appellant. 

None on behalf of the Respondent. 






        --------
1.  
 
A fax message has been received from Sh. Ashish Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO, Nagar Council, Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib that his mother is sick and he is unable to attend the proceedings today.  He requests for an adjournment. 
2.    
 
During the proceedings, today, it transpires that only a part of information has been provided to the Appellant. 

3. 
 
Adjourned to 24.03.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Ward No.8, Faryad Street Amloh, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib (Pb.)   




    





………..Appellant
V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Amloh, 

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib (Pb.)





………. Respondent
AC No. 589/2008



          

      ORDER 
Present:
Sh. Rupinder Garg on behalf of the Appellant. 

None on behalf of the Respondent. 






 --------
1.  
A fax message has been received from Sh. Ashish Kumar, Accountant-cum-PIO, Nagar Council, Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib that his mother is sick and he is unable to attend the proceedings today.  He requests for an adjournment. 
2.    
During the proceedings, today, it transpires that only a part of information has been provided to the Appellant. 

3. 
Adjourned to 24.03.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

                                                               


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

 


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

19-B, Poct A-11,

Kalkaji Extn.,

New Delhi.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Sub Divisional Officer (City),

Sub Division City,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Ahmedgarh, Distt. Sangrur (Pb.)




…… Respondent

        CC – 1054 of 2008
ORDER

1. 
The judgement in this case on the question of compensation to the Complainant was reserved vide my order dated 22.01.2009. 

2.  
In so far as the information is concerned, it stands delivered to the Complainant to his satisfaction.  However, there has been inordinate delay in supply of information.  The application for information was filed on 08.02.2008 and the information stood supplied on 22.01.2009.  There is thus, delay of more than ten months in supplying information. The instant complaint before the Commission was filed on 16.05.2008 and thereafter the Complainant attended six hearings before the Commission.  In the facts and circumstances of the case and ends of justice would be met if a compensation of Rs. 3,000/- (Rupees three thousand only) is awarded to the Complainant.  I order accordingly, the amount of compensation of Rs. 3000/- to be paid by the Respondent/ Public Authority to the Complainant within a period of 10 days from the Respondent of this order. 

3.  
To come up for confirmation of compliance on 02.04.2009 at 
2.00 PM. 
4. Copies be sent to both the parties. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. U.K.Sharda,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana (Pb.).




 
……  Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services,

Distt. Patiala,

C/o Deputy Commissioner,

D.C. Office, Patiala.






……  Respondent





  CC – 497 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1.  

The case relates to seeking information regarding accounts and operations of Sukhmani Society for Citizen Services, Patiala. Initial request was made by the Complainant on 17.01.2008 and it had 49 items. On not receiving any response he filed a complaint under Section 18 (1) (c ) of the RTI Act 2005 on 28.02.2008.
2.  

Since the information was voluminous, it has been sent in
 parts vide Respondent’s letters No. 619/RTI dated 25.03.2008, 262/Suwidha dated 22.05.2008, 272/Suwidha dated 26.06.2008 and 408/Suwidha dated 04.12.2008. In response to the observations submitted by the Complainant on the information being supplied, the Respondent also provided response vide his letters stated above. The respondent also provided a hard copy of 
suo-moto disclosure u/s 4 of the RTI Act. 

3.  
 
The Complainant on 20.11.2008 made oral as well as written submissions. The Respondent was given a copy of the written submission. The Respondent has so far not responded to the Complainants submissions despite an opportunity being given. I had reserved order on the prayers made by the Complainant on 15.01.2009. 

4. 

I have set out the various clauses of the prayer as at Para 17 of the submission dated 20.11.2008 and the response submitted by the Respondent. My directions are also included in the corresponding paras. 
                                                                                                          Contd page..2.. 
..2..
5.  
(a) Instruct and order the public authority to follow the provisions of Section 4 in its letter and spirit and publish all the required proactive disclosures.                                                                      
Since the requirement projected by the Complainant is as per the provisions of the RTI Act the Respondent being a public authority is directed to comply with the requirements of Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005 in the matter of publication of the relevant details/information as required therein in so ar as the same has not been done till date. 

(b) Instruct and order the public authority and make available the relevant records and information under the provisions of Section 4 (1) (a) and Section 4 (1) (b) in a time bound manner. 
The Respondent being a  public authority is directed to comply with the requirements of Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005 in the matter of publication of the relevant details/information as required therein in so far as the same has not been done till date. 

(c) Order the public authority to take any such steps as may be necessary to secure compliance with the provisions of this Act. 

     The Respondent being a public authority is directed to comply with the requirements of Section 4 of the RTI Act, 2005 in the matter of publication of the relevant details/information as required therein in so far as the same has not been done till date. 

(c) Recommend to the Punjab Government that since the practice of the “Sukhmani Societies” in relation to the exercise of its functions under this Act does not conform with the provisions or spirit of this Act so the steps which ought to be taken for promoting such conformity be conveyed to the Government and the relevant department of the Government.   

 
     The requirement is justified and therefore, a copy of this order be sent to the Punjab Government through the Chief Secretary impressing upon him to take suitable steps to ensure that the “Sukhmani Societies” do conform to the requirements of the RTI Act. 


                                                                               Contd page..3.. 

                                          ..3..

(e) Since the failure to provide information has caused injury to the applicant in mind and other losses so the relevant authorities be instructed to initiate criminal proceedings under Section 166 against all those officials who have
failed to follow the direction of law as contained in Section 4 of the “Right to Information Act 2005.” 
 I am of the view that the prayer made in this clause, cannot be granted by the Commission. In case the complainant believes that an offence under Section 166 IPC has been committed by some public servants, he may approach the regular courts of law in accordance with the provisions of Indian Penal Code, 1860 and The Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973. 

(f).Compensate the applicant for the unnecessary harassment caused to him by the failure of the respondent to follow the Act. The applicant seeks a token compensation of Rs. 1/- from the public authority should have been made available under the provisions of Section 4(1) (a) and Section 4 (1) (b).
 
The prayer made in this clause is rejected as I do not find any willful or deliberate neglect on the part of the Respondent public authority to make compliance with the provisions of Section 4 RTI Act, 2005.

(g) Order initiation of proceedings under Section 175 and 188 of the Indian Penal Code against the responsible officers of the public authority who failed to furnish the information/documents despite being ordered by the information commission. 
     In the facts and circumstances of this case, I am of the considered view that no case for Commission of offences by the Respondent under Sections 175 & 188 has been made out. There has not been any intentional omission to produce or deliver any document to a public servant/ court by any body concerned with the instant case. The prayer made in this para is, therefore, declined. 

 (h) Order details of the failure on the parts of the concerned    official proving his inefficiency in the “Confidential Report” of the erring official. 
         Contd page..4.. 
                                                                   ..4.. 
            I am of the view that there are no reasonable grounds for me to allow the prayer mentioned in this para. The prayer is, therefore, declined. 
(i) Pass any other which befits the fact of the present case and is in the interest of law and justice. 
I find that there are no reasonable grounds for me to allow the prayer mentioned in this para. The prayer is, therefore, is declined. 

6.  
Regarding the directions issued by me qua prayers made in para 17 (a) to (c), the case to come up on 02.04.2009 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance. 
7.  
Copies be sent to both the parties and the Chief Secretary, Punjab, Chandigarh. 

Chandigarh




     
  ( P.K.Grover )

Dated:  12.03.2009



              Lt. Gen. (Retd.)
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                     ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant or Respondent.

1.

On the last date of hearing, the respondent was directed to submit an affidavit by 15.02.2009 justifying as to why he should not be penalized under the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005, for the delay in providing information and why the complainant not be compensated for the detriment suffered by him.   

2.

During the proceedings, today, it transpires that the Respondent  submitted an affidavit dated 27.02.2009 wherein he has stated that the Chief Engineer, Border supplied information pertaining to Items No. 4 to 8 vide Memo No. 10331/32 dated 31.12.2008 which was earlier denied vide letter No. 3553 dated 15.04.2008. Vide letter No. 3553 dated 15.04.2008, Chief Engineer, Border had stated that  information relating to Items 4 to 8 did not exist on the record of his office. 

3. 

Thus, it appears that the main cause of delay in supply 
of information is due to vascillating stand taken by Chief Engineer, Border.  Accordingly, the Chief Engineer, Border, custodian of information who is equally responsible for providing information under the provision of Section 5 (5) of the RTI Act, will submit an affidavit justifying reasons for the delay in providing information 
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..2..
pertaining to Items 4 to 8 of the original application dated 14.02.2008.  He will explain through this affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him.  The affidavit will be submitted by 31.03.2009.

4. 

The Respondent is directed to place on record copies of letters No. 3553 dated 15.04.2008 and 10331/32 dated 31.12.2008 by Chief Engineer, Border by 31.03.2009.
5. 

To come up on 09.04.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

6. 

Copies be sent to both the parties and Chief Engineer/ Border, Punjab State Electricity Board, Amritsar. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 12.03.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

