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  The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 







…… Respondent





  CC-1007 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

On 30.06.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty on the Respondent for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the complainant for the detriment suffered, was reserved.
2.

The case relates to seeking information regarding non-compoundable violations of Building Byelaws, sealing drive and relevant matters.  Initial request was made on 29.02.2008 and it had 22 items.  On not receiving response, the complainant filed a complainant with the Commission on 13.05.2008. 

3.

The case has been taken up on nine occasions. The information has been provided in parts vide respondents letters No. 181/PIO/RTI-D dated 23.06.2008 and 2849/ATP-D dated 20.02.2009.  The complainant, however, was not satisfied with the information provided to him and submitted his observations through his written submission dated 26.02.2009.

4. 

In response the PIO/ Respondent had submitted an affidavit dated 20.04.2009 stating that response to the observations submitted by the complainant dated 26.02.2009 had been sent vide his letter No. 2/RTI/Spl dated 17.04.2009.  The complainant was still not satisfied with response provided and had highlighted during proceedings on 21.04.2009 that information of public interest was being denied to him. 

5. 

The case was referred to Sh. G.S Ghuman, Commissioner, Ludhiana Municipal Corporation for confirming to the Commission by 25.06.2009 that no  
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more information over and above that supplied to the complainant was held on record.  This response was to be provided by the Commissioner in the form of an affidavit.




6. 

Through an affidavit dated 27.6.2009 the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana had confirmed that the information desired under the RTI Act had been supplied and no other information was available other than supplied to the complainant. 

7. 

All available information, thus, stood supplied. 

8. 

As regards the response of the respondent resulting in delay providing information, I find that the response has been totally lackadaisical in this case.  The matter had to be referred to the Commissioner, Ludhiana Municipal Corporation on 12.08.2008, 18.09.2008, 30.10.2008 and 19.03.2009 and to the Joint Commissioner on 27.11.2008 during the proceedings. Various branches of Ludhiana Municipal Corporation work as separate entities and the PIO is totally dependent on the custodians of information. I, therefore, direct the Commissioner, Ludhiana Municipal Corporation to evolve a system by which information as sought by an information seeker is available to him as per the laid down norms in the RTI Act.  The public authority will confirm by 01.08.2009 in writing that a workable functional system has been evolved.  I, therefore, do not blame any individual for the delay. 

9. 

For the detriment suffered by the complainant In seeking information, ends of justice will be met, if a compensation of Rs. 4000/-  (Rupees Four Thousand only) is awarded to the complainant.  I order accordingly.  This compensation will be paid by 25.07.2009.

10. 

To come up on 06.08.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

11.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.07.2008

     


      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raghbir Lal,

S/o Sh. Amar Chand,

R/o VPO: Jallowal Colony,

Distt. Jalandhar.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The District Welfare Officer,

Jalandhar.







…… Respondent





  CC – 25 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

On 02.07.2009, Order regarding further supply of information had been reserved.  

2.  

The case relates to inspection of the files and seeking copies of relevant documents relating to Jalandhar District Schedules Castes and Vimuk Jaties, Corporation Agricultural Thrift and Credit Society Ltd, Jalandhar Colony, Jalandhar.  Initial request containing four items was sent on 10.11.2008 and on not getting any response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 08.01.2009.

3. 

Information and response to various observations submitted by the complainant have been provided vide respondent’s letter No. 1563 dated 11.12.2008 and 571 dated 15.04.2009.  The complainant was given an opportunity to inspect the relevant files and take copies of the documents he had requested for.  Certain documents requisioned were not held on record and accordingly the respondent has submitted an affidavit dated 20.05.2009 confirming their non-availability.

4. 

An opportunity was given to the complainant to submit his observations on the affidavit submitted by the respondent.  He submitted his observations through an affidavit dated 03.06.2009.

5. 

I have carefully examined the documents placed on record and I  am of the view that information as it existed on record stands supplied. The case is therefore, disposed of and closed. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.07.2009


     

       Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                State Information Commissioner

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

 


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

Wife of late Sh. Sarmukh Singh Parmar,

278, Urban Estate, Phase – II,

Jalandhar.







…… Appellant





          
       Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  Punjab Urban Dev. Authority,

Jalandhar.







…… Respondent                                            
  

     AC – 69 of 2009

                        ORDER

1. On 23.06.2009, Order regarding provision of any further information to the complainant was reserved. 

2. The respondent was directed to provide information as had been demanded vide appellant’s original request dated 29.07.2008 by 30.04.2009 by registered post free of cost.   

3. Information, as had been, requisitioned was provided vide letter No. 2721-22 dated 24.04.2009.  The appellant was not satisfied with the response provided for Items 2 to 5.  Accordingly, the respondent was directed to confirm that there was nothing on record specifically  pertaining to Items 2 to 5.   The respondent provided response to the observations submitted by the appellant dated 19.05.2009 vide his letter No. 3481 dated 11.06.2009.  It was also brought out that no specific additional information pertaining to Items 2 to 5 existed on record.   Information as it existed on record had already been supplied.  
4. 
I have carefully examined the documents on record and I am of the view that information as was available on record stands provided. Certain items of information sought have been found to be beyond the purview of the provisions of Section 2 (j) of the RTI Act.  Further, I have also observed that both the appellant and his neighbour have allegedly infringed on the building bye-laws.  The appellant is thus misusing the RTI Act to settle a score with his neighbour and there is no public interest involved in this case. 

6. 
       The case, is therefore disposed of and closed. 

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.07.2009




        Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






               State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Deepak Batra,

S/o Sh. Ramji Dass Batra,

V&PO: Pakhowal, Distt. Ludhiana.



…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Council for Citrus & Juicing in Punjab,

SCO No. 358 – 359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





…… Respondent





  AC – 246 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

1. On 11.06.2009, order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment was reserved. 

2.  
The case relates to seeking information regarding functioning of the  respondent Council.  Initial request containing twelve items was filed on 19.03.2008. On not getting a response, the appellant approached the first appellate authority and subsequently the Commission vide his letter dated 08.05.2008.

3.  
The requisite information and response to the observations submitted by the complainant have been provided in parts vide letter No. 3068 dated 15.05.2008, 3080 dated 22.05.2008, 3184 dated 07.08.2008, 3291 dated 29.09.2008, 3418 dated 12.12.2008, 3509 dated 13.02.2009, 3527 dated 27.02.2009, 3522 dated 04.03.2009, 3576 dated 08.04.2009  and 3625 dated 28.05.2009.  The respondent confirmed through an affidavit dated 28.05.2009 that information as existing on record stands supplied. 
4. 

Information was thus provided after about fifteen months and it required ten hearings.   The respondent vide my orders dated 14.05.2009 had been directed to show cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him under the provision of Section 20 of the RTI Act and why compensation for be given to the appellant for the detriment suffered  in seeking information.  
5.   

The respondent submitted affidavits dated 24.03.2009 and 28.05.2009.  A copy was handed over to the appellant on 11.06.2009 who submitted his comments on 20.06.2009 and 30.06.2009. 
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6.   

I have carefully perused documents placed on record.  I am of the view, that the respondent has generally not adhered to be provisions of the RTI Act.  There has been delay in providing information.  The information has been provided piece-meal and often unauthenticated information has been provided.  Further, the interpretation of both sides on the information supplied has been different and it needed to be clarified. 
7.  

I have observed that the respondent has not yet implemented the provisions of the RTI Act in a manner to provide information to the information seeker as per the provisions laid down in Section-7 of the RTI Act.  To meet ends of justice, a penalty of Rs. 5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) is imposed on the PIO respondent Sh. J.S. Chahal for the delay in providing information. This will be deposited by him by 25.07.2009.
8.  

For the detriment suffered, to meet ends of justice, a compensation amounting to Rs. 5000/- (Rupees Five Thousand only) be awarded to the appellant.  I order accordingly.  This amount will be paid by the respondent department by 25.07.2009
9.   

To come up for compliance of order on 28.07.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

10.  

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.07.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Dilbagh Chand,

S/o Sh. Ramji Das, 

Vill: Hiyatpur, P.O: Haibowal,

Tehsil: Samrala, Distt. Ludhiana. 



…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Machiwara. 






….…… Respondent

 


 CC –794 of 2009





         ORDER

Present:
Sh. Dilbagh Chand, Complainant in person.

Sh. Amrik Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Sh. Harbant Singh, SEPO. 

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 7.7.2009, with the mutual consent, it was directed that the complainant will visit the office of the respondent at 1100 hours on 9.7.2009 to collect deficient information.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that the complainant did not visit the office of the respondent at the appointed date and time.  Accordingly, the respondent through his letter No. 103 dated 10.7.2009 sent information to the complainant.

3.

The complainant requests for  a copy each of page Nos. 11 – 18 and 25, 26, 29, 30 to 41 ( Total pages 23 ).  The respondent will  provide copies of the requisite documents by registered post free of cost to the complainant, by 25.7.2009, with a copy of covering letter to the Commission.

4.

To come up for compliance of order on 30.7.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 17.07.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

