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 Executive Engineer, (Provincial Div.),

PWD, (B&R), Mansa (Pb.). 

(ii) First Appellate Authority, 

O/o The Chief Engineer,

PWD, (B&R), Mini Sectt., 

Patiala (Pb.). 





…….. Respondents 



 
 AC – 852 of 2009






         ORDER

1.

On 27.4.2010, 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 information regarding contracts allotted by the respondent.  Initial request containing eight items was filed on 15.06.2009.  The respondent vide his letter No. 1043 dated 14.07.2009 demanded a fee amounting to Rs.3310/-. The appellant in response requisioned details vide letters dated 21.07.2009 and 11.08.2009 since in his perception the information was not voluminous.   The Appellant approached the First Appellate Authority on 10.09.2009 with a request that information be provided free of cost under provisions of Section 7(6) of the RTI Act.  The respondent vide his letter No.2664 dated 27.10.2009 informed the Appellant without referring to his letters to deposit the requisite sum to obtain information.  The Appellant during the proceedings confirmed having received the respondent’s letters and requested that respondent be directed to provide information free of cost.
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3. 

Information and response to various observations submitted by the Appellant was provided vide his letters No. 4793 dated 25.3.2010, No.5  dated 5.4.2010 and No.183 dated 23.4.2010.
   

4. 

Since information was provided after approximately nine months the Respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the Appellant for the detriment suffered. The Respondent PIO was also given an opportunity under Section 20 (1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty.  He was to take note that in case he had not file his written reply and did not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it would be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte. 

5.

Sh. Joginder Singh, XEN-cum-PIO submitted an affidavit on 26.4.2010.  He has brought out that he had demanded fee amounting to Rs.3310/- to provide information through his letters No. 1043 dated 14.7.2009 and No. 2664 dated 27.10.2009.  No information was provided since no fee had been deposited by the Appellant.  However, he provided in the requisite information as had been directed by the Commission on 16.3.2010.  On having been given an opportunity on 27.4.2010, the Respondent PIO had stated that the delay in providing information was not deliberate. However, should the Commission feel that the delay is intentional then he regrets the delay. 

6.

I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  I am of the view that respondent was justified in demanding fee within the provisions of Section 7 (3) of the RTI Act.  However, he did not include any details for the fee representing the cost of providing the information as determined by him, together 
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with the calculations made to arrive at the amount in accordance with fee prescribed under Section 7 (1) of the RTI Act.  The Appellant subsequently raised this issue twice with the respondent on 21.07.2009 and 11.08.2009.   He also informed the First Appellate Authority through his appeal dated 10.09.2009.  The respondent did not take any cognizance of the Appellant’s requests and merely sent a communication through his letter No. 2664 dated 27.10.2009 asking him to deposit fee to collect information.  Thus the respondent PIO Sh.Joginder Singh has totally faultered in implementing the provisions of the RTI Act 2005.    I therefore, apportion the blame for the delay in providing information on him. 
7. 

Accordingly, I impose a penalty of Rs.5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) on the Respondent PIO, Sh.Joginder Singh.  This amount will be deposited in the Government Treasury by 5.6.2010.

8. 

For the detriment suffered, ends of justice will be met if a compensation amounting to Rs.2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to the Appellant.  This amount will be paid by the Respondent Department by 25.5.2010. 

9. 

To come up for confirmation of compliance of orders on 
8.6.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

10. 

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

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 13.05.2010.




      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: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian – Bet,

Ludhiana – 141 008.
 




…..…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Civil Hospital,

Ludhiana.






…….. Respondent 



 
 CC – 1628 of 2010






         ORDER

1.

On 10.05.2010, Order regarding provision of information was reserved. 

2.

The case relates to seeking information on two items.  It was filed on 16.4.2010 under the provisions of Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, concerning life and liberty with a request that the information be provided within 48 hours.  On not receiving a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 28.4.2010.

3.   

The Respondent through his letter dated 6.5.2010 provided a part of information pertaining to Item No.1.  The Complainant has confirmed having received the same.  He submitted his observations vide his letter dated 10.05.2010.  A copy was provided to the Respondent.

4.

I have carefully perused all documents placed on record and those pertaining to CC-2997/2009.  I direct the following:- 

(a) The Respondent PIO will provide response to the observations submitted by the Complainant by 22.05.2010.

(b)  Respondent’s letter dated 06.05.2010 addressed to the Commission be returned to the Respondent along with a copy of this Order since this information was not asked for by the Commission. 
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5. Adjourned to 25.05.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

6.   Copies be sent to both the parties.  A copy of this Order along with Respondent’s letter dated 6.5.2010 in original be sent to the Respondent by registered post.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 13.05.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



                             State Information Commissioner

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

 


     Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Smt. Sushil Kaur, 

Ex. Sarpanch,

Gram Panchayat : Bhagowal,

Block. Batala, Distt. Gurdaspur.



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, 

Batala. 






…..…… Respondent


           CC – 1527 of 2010





         ORDER

Present:   
Sh. Surinder Singh husband of Smt. Sushil Kaur, Complainant. 



Sh. Satish Chander Vashisht, DDPO, Gurdaspur.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 04.05.2010, it was directed that 
Sh. Satish Chander Vashisht, DDPO, Gurdaspur will provide the exact status report as had been demanded by the Complainant vide her letter dated 22.01.2010, by 10.5.2010.  He was also to be personally present along with a copy of the information.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the requisite information was provided to the Complainant on 7.5.2010.  The Complainant is satisfied with the same.  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: 13.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,
Advocate, H. No. 2123,

Sector 27 – C, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          
 Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,

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

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Br.),

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

(ii)  Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General of Police (Prisons),

Inspector General of Prisons, Pb.,
SCO No. 8 – 9, Sector 17 – A, Chandigarh.


…… Respondents

                CC – 2779 of 2009

      

   ORDER

Present:
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant in person.

Sh. Surjit Singh, Superintendent, Jails Br., Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, Pb.; Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh. Ranbir Singh, Clerk, O/o DGP (Prisons), IGP, Pb., Sector 17, Chandigarh.
1.

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

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent makes a written submission through his letter dated 13.5.2010.  He requests for additional time to file an appeal against the Order dated 20.4.2010.

3.

Accordingly, the case will come up for confirmation of compliance of orders on 20.5.2010 at 2.00 PM.

4.

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



Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 13.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

 


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

S/o Sh. Banta Singh, 

R/o Vill. Chaguwal,

P.O: Chor Shidwan, 

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur.  




…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Block: Dorangla, Distt. Gurdaspur.  


…..…… Respondent


  
    CC – 1446 of 2010







ORDER

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

1. 

On the last date of hearing, on 29.4.2010, BDPO, Dorangla, Distt. Gurdaspur and BDPO, Gurdaspur were directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant by 8.5.2010.  BDPO, Dorangla, was to be personally present along with a copy of the information supplied to the Complainant.
2.

During the proceedings today, the Complainant present states that he has received no information.  BDPO, Dorangla is not present.

3.

In view of the foregoing, BDPO, Dorangla and BDPO, Gurdaspur are, once again, directed to provide the requisite information to the Complainant, by 20.4.2010.

4.

On the next date of hearing, BDPO, Dorangla, Distt. Gurdaspur and Sh. Gurvinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Vill: Chaguwal, O/o BDPO, Dorangla, will be present along with a copy of the information supplied to the Complainant.

5.

To come up on 25.5.2010 at 2.00 PM.

6.

Announced in the hearing,  Copies be sent to both the parties; Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Gurdaspur and Deputy Commissioner, Gurdaspur, for ensuring the presence of BDPO, Dorangla and Sh. Gurvinder Singh, Panchayat Secy. O/o BDPO, Dorangla, on the next date of hearing.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 13.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ram Nath (Retd. Lineman),

S/o late Sh. Banarsi Dass,

R/o Guru Ramdass Nagar,

Near Ram Dass Dharamshala,

Malerkotla Road, Khanna,

Distt. Ludhiana.






…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Additional Superintending Engineer, 

Pb. State Electricity Board, Operation Div.,

Khanna (Pb.).






…… Respondent





             CC – 1268 of 2010

      

 
  ORDER

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

1.

On 6.5.2010, an additional opportunity was given to the Complainant to progress his case.  He is, once again, not present.  The case is, disposed of and closed.

2.

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





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 13.5.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner
