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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan,

# 1269, Model Gram, 

Ludhiana.






------------ Complainant 






V/s

Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.






----------- Respondent 





CC- 146 of 2009





      ORDER 

1.

On 20.08.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered was  reserved. 

2.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to advertisement agreements.  Initial request containing 12 items was filed on 05.11.2008.  The respondent sent response by registered post vide letter No. 110 dated 07.01.2009.  On not receiving response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on  12.01.2009.

3. 

Information and response to various observations as had been brought    out has been provided vide letter No. 110/Tehsil dated 07.01.2009, No. 2533 dated 22.07.2009, No. 2762 dated 07.08.2009 and No. 3009 dated 26.08.2009.

 4. 

The respondent was ordered to submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed for the delay in providing information and why the complainant not be compensated for the detriment suffered. 

5. 

The respondent submitted an affidavit dated 18.08.2009.
  A copy of this was handed over to the complainant.  He was ordered to submit his observations by 31.08.2009.

6. 
In his affidavit, the respondent PIO has brought out that:- 

(a) That the complainant had applied for information on 17.11.2008 which contained 12 points for which huge record needed to be 
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scrutinized.  This information related to various sections of the Corporation and the same was marked to APIOs of the concerned branches U/s 5 (4) of the Right to Information Act 2005 to compile and supply the information. 

(b) The requisite information was provided to applicant vide this office letter No. 110/Tech dated 07.01.2009 (Annexure-B) by registered post. 

(c ) That appellant pointed out his objections regarding information already provided to him before Hon’ble Commission on 30.06.2009 i.e. about 6 months after the supply of information.  The Hon’ble Commission ordered the appellant to submit his observations to respondent upto 10.07.2009 and respondent will provide its response by 25.07.2009”.

7. 

No comments have been received from the complainant.  It is thus presumed that he has no observations. 

8. 

I have carefully perused documents placed on record.  I am of the view that the delay in providing information is not deliberate.  The complainant submitted his observations after a delay of six months.  Thus this is not a fit case for imposing any penalty. 

9. 

The complainant has not justified any detriment suffered by him in obtaining this information.  Thus no compensation is awarded to the complainant. 

10. 

The case is disposed of and closed. 

11. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hatinder Kansal,

S/o Sh. Dinesh Kumar Kansal,

& Sh. Ekant Aggarwal,

C/o Sh. Hatinder Kansal,

R/o H. No. 75, Sector 15 – A,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Deptt. of PWD (B&R), Pb. Mini Sectt.,

Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





  CC – 246 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

On 02.06.2009, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered was reserved.

2.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to toll plazas situated in the State.  Initial request was sent on 01.11.2008 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 03.02.2009.

 3. 

Information was provided vide letters No. 14/57/2009-5 ES3/2245 dated 30.04.2009 and No. 14/57/2009-5 ES3/2566 dated 19.05.2009.  The complainant submitted his observations vide his letter dated 10.06.2009 which was responded to by the respondent vide his letter No. 5574 dated 18.09.2009. 

4. 

Since, there had been a delay in providing information, the respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment suffered.  Accordingly, the respondent submitted an affidavit dated 28.05.2009.

5. 

The respondent PIO has explained that the required information was not “available with the office of Secretary to the Govt. of Punjab, Department of Public Works, B& R the Chief Engineer, PWD B&R, Patiala was directed to provide the relevant information vide letter No. 14/57/2008-5 B&R/4738 dated 26.11.2008”.  This had to be sought from 
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the office of CE HQ, CE (Infrastructure Projects) and CE (National Highways) which are Heads of Departments.  Since the information was required to be supplied by different offices, the process was time consuming.  However, the delay in providing information is not deliberate. 

6.  

I have carefully examined documents placed on record.  There has been a delay in providing information but it is due to the fact that a number of agencies were involved.  Further, the respondent had to compile and provide the information.  The delay is not deliberate.  I am, therefore, of the view that this is not a fit case for imposing any penalty. 

7.  
 
The complainant has not been able to justify detriment that he may have suffered.  Thus, no compensation is being awarded to the complainant. 

8.  
The case is thus, disposed of and closed. 
9.  
Copies be sent to both the parties. 



Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ashok Kumar Chaudhary,

H.No. 1182, Sector-23 B,

Chandigarh. 






.…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Chief Administrator,

Bathinda Development Authority,

BDA Complex, Bhaggo Road,

Bathinda. 






…………..Respondent 

 


 CC – 2619 of 2009
ORDER

Present:
Sh. Jatinder on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Kamal Singh, Clerk O/o Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda. 

1.

The complainant is not present he has sought an adjournment.  The case is adjourned to 28.10.2009 at 11.00 AM. 

2.

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

Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 


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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Ekam Singh, S/o Sh. Kaka Singh, 
R/o Vill: Buchre, Block Sirhind, 

Tehsil & Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Block Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.


…..…… Respondent



    
  CC – 2540 of 2009


ORDER
Present:
Sh. Ekam Singh, complainant in person. 

Sh. Jatinder Singh, BDPO, Sirhind; Sh. Surinder Pal, Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO, Sirhind.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 06.10.2009 the respondent was directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant and inform him regarding information pertaining to Item 1.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent hands over the requisite information to the complainant.  Since the information stands supplied the case is disposed of and closed. 

3.

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

Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 


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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. A.K.Gupta,

Corporation Engineer,

O & M Cell,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


…..…… Respondent

  CC – 2524 of 2009


ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary –cum- PIO O/o Director, Local Govt. Pb., Chandigarh.  

1.

On the last date of hearing on 06.10.2009 the respondent was directed that:- 

(a)  The respondent will provide the requisite information, if not exempt, to the complainant with a copy to the Commission by 15.10.2009. 

(b) Should a part of information not be held on record then the respondent will submit an affidavit by 15.10.2009 stating non-availability of information.  The respondent will justify the reasons for non-availability of this information.

(c)  Submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on the respondent for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment being suffered, by15.10.2009.

(d) The PIO respondent is given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such 
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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 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.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent submits a copy of his letter No. 13/94/09-2 SS1/ 3449 dated 21.10.2009 confirming that information has been provided 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: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 


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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. A.K.Gupta,

Corporation Engineer,

O & M Cell,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


…..…… Respondent

  CC – 2523 of 2009


ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary –cum- PIO O/o Director, Local Govt. Pb., Chandigarh.  

1.

On the last date of hearing on 06.10.2009 the respondent was directed that:- 

(a)  The respondent will provide the requisite information, if not exempt, to the complainant with a copy to the Commission by 15.10.2009. 

(b) Should a part of information not be held on record then the respondent will submit an affidavit by 15.10.2009 stating non-availability of information.  The respondent will justify the reasons for non-availability of this information.

(c)  Submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on the respondent for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment being suffered, by15.10.2009.

(d) The PIO respondent is given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such 
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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 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.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent submits a copy of his letter No. 13/94/09-2 SS1/ 3441 dated 21.10.2009 confirming that information has been provided 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: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. A.K.Gupta,

Corporation Engineer,

O & M Cell,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o The Director,

Deptt. of Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


…..…… Respondent

  CC – 2522 of 2009


ORDER
Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Narinder Pal Singh, APIO – cum – Superintendent, LG – I Br., Deptt. of Local Govt., Pb., Sector – 17, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing on 06.10.2009 the respondent was directed that:- 

(a)  The respondent will provide the requisite information, if not exempt, to the complainant with a copy to the Commission by 15.10.2009. 

(b) Should a part of information not be held on record then the respondent will submit an affidavit by 15.10.2009 stating non-availability of information.  The respondent will justify the reasons for non-availability of this information.

(c)  Submit an affidavit as to why penalty not be imposed on the respondent for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant for the detriment being suffered by15.10.2009.
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2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent makes a written submission vide letter no. 13/93/09-2 CC1/3437 dated 21.10.2009 intimating non-
availability of the documents on record.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of the affidavit 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: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House,

Sangrur – 148 001.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Deptt. of Local Govt., SCO No. 131-132,

Juneja Building, Sector 17 – C,

Chandigarh.






…… Respondent





CC – 2974 of  2008





        ORDER

Present:

None on  behalf of the Complainant. 

Smt. Meenakshi Bagga, Under Secretary –cum- PIO O/o Director, Local Govt. Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.
 
On the last date of hearing on 06.10.2009 the respondent was, once again, directed to provide deficient information pertaining to Item 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 of the original request dated 24.9.2008.  On the next date of hearing either the PIO, if appointed, was to be present with a copy of information or Sh. S.K.Sharma, IAS, Director of Local Govt., Pb., was to be personally present with a copy of information.

2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO is personally present. She  makes a written submission vide letter No. 8/101/08-1 LG-4/2133 dated 20.10.2009 which is taken on record. A copy of the same is provided to the complainant.  The PIO states that she will provide hard copy of the information sought specifically pertaining to Section 4 by 05.11.2009 and will ensure that all information as is required to  be disclosed under u/s 4(1) (b) on the website www.punjabgovt.nic.in with regard to proactive disclosure is available  by 15.01.2010.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the respondent will provide deficient information (hard copies) to the complainant with a copy to the Commission by 05.11.2009.  The complainant is free to submit his observations by 15.11.2009.
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4.

To come up on 19.11.2009 at 2.00 PM.

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

Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Telephone Exchange Road,

Near Sainik Rest House, 

Sangrur- 148001.
.……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Vigilance Officer,

Directorate of Local Government, Pb.,

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector- 17 C, Chandigarh.  




.…….…… Respondent




  CC –1935  of 2009







ORDER 

Present:   
Sh. Hitender Jain on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Rajinder Rai, Sub Divisional Officer, Vigilance Wing, Directorate of Local Government, Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 01.10.2009, the complainant had been directed to submit his observations to the respondent by 15.10.2009.  The respondent was to come prepared with his response to the observations that may be submitted by the complainant. 

2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant submits his observations, a copy of the same is handed over to the respondent.  The respondent will either provide his response or justify the non- supply of information through a written submission.

3. 
 
 To come up on 10.11.2009 at 2.00 PM.
4.

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

Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         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 Kumar,

C/o Dr. K.K.Jindal,

M.Com.LLB,

Chamber No. 20, New Court Complex,

Distt. Courts, Mansa – 151 505.



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Budhlada.






…..…… Respondent



    
  CC – 2537 of 2009


 



         ORDER

Present:
Sh. Deepak Kumar Bansal,Complainant in person along with Dr. K.K.Jindal.

Sh. Jagtar Singh, BDPO, Budhlada and Sh. Sukhraj Sharma, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Budhlada.

1.

 On the last date of hearing on 06.10.2009 the respondent had been directed to provide the deficient information specifically pertaining to village. Chirianwali. 

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires, that additional information has been provided to the complainant.   The respondent also confirmed that no additional grant over and above those brought out in his letter has been received.   The respondent present states that the requisioned deficient information is held by a different PIO that is BDPO Sh. Jagraj Singh, Block. Jhunir, Distt. Mansa.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to seek and provide the deficient information by 05.11.2009.

3.

To come up on 12.11.2009 at 2.00 PM.

4. Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and a copy be sent to Sh. Jagraj Singh, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Chiranwali. 
Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

18, Shant Park,

Behind Aggar Nagar – A,

Ludhiana – 141 012.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Director,

Deptt. of Local Bodies, Mini Sectt.,

Patiala.







…… Respondent





  CC – 2350 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Pushpa Rani, Senior Assistant O/o Deputy Director, O/o Local Government, Patiala. 

1. 
On request of the complainant the case is adjourned on 05.11.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

2. 

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

Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

18, Shant Park,

Behind Aggar Nagar – A,

Ludhiana – 141 012.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o State Information Commission, Pb.,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 2348 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Harjinder Singh Sodhi, SO-cum- APIO O/o State Information Commission, Pb., Chandigarh.  

1. 

On request of the complainant the case is adjourned on 05.11.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

2. 

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

Chandigarh





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Er. M.R. Dubey, Advocate, 

Kothi No. 121-K, Lane No.6, 

Majithia Enclave, 

Patiala. 






.…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Patiala. 






…………..Respondent 

 


 CC – 2621 of 2009

 



 
ORDER

Present:
Er. M.R. Dubey, complainant in person. 



Sh. Rajesh Chaudhary PIO O/o Improvement Trust, Patiala. 

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding resumption of Plot No. 502 in SST Nagar, Patiala.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 06.08.2009 and on not getting a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 09.09.2009.

2.  
 
During the proceedings today, the respondent states that the complainant is not the owner of the plot and the information being sought is third party information.  Accordingly, the respondent is directed to justify the reasons as per Section 8 and Section 11 of the RTI Act through a written submission as to why information cannot be provided to the complainant by 31.10.2009. The complainant will justify public interest involved in seeking this information. 
3. 

To come up on 04.11.2009 at 11.30 AM.  

4. 

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





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal,

District. Commander (Retd.),

R/o 201-204/100, Block-J,

BRS Nagar, Ludhiana. 




……….…… Appellant 




          Vs

Public Information officer,

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

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

CD Branch, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh. 






…………..Respondent 

 


  AC-642 of 2009

 


 
      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, appellant in person. 



Sh. Ashok Kumar, SO, Deptt. of Home Guards, Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.

The case relates to seeking copies of documents. Two separate applications dated 17.06.2009 and 18.06.2009 have been submitted.  The request was transferred by the respondent on 06.07.2009 and was returned to the respondent once again on 03.08.2009.  On not getting a response the appellant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.09.2009.

2.  
 
During the proceedings today, the appellant states that he has not received the information so far.  The respondent requests that additional time of ten days be accorded to provide the requisioned information. 

3. 

In view of the foregoing, either the information has demanded by the appellant if not exempt, be provided to him or the respondent will submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why information is not being provided to the appellant. 

4.  

To come up on 05.11.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

5. 

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





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Santosh Kumar Aggarwal,

Chandigarh Hospitals & 

Research Centre Pvt. Ltd.,

Shivalik hospital & Trauma Centre,

Sector-69, SAS Nagar, Mohali. 



……….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector-62, SAS Nagar,

Mohali. 






…………..Respondent 

 


 CC – 2611 of 2009

 



           ORDER

Present:
Dr. Santosh Kumar Aggarwal, complainant in person. 

Ms. Jaswinder Nafra, APIO, Personnel Branch, Sh. Chet Ram,    PUDA, Sh. Shashi Pal Saini, Senior Assistant, PUDA, Mohali. 

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding a hospital project.  Initial request containing two items was filed on 24.08.2006 and on not receiving a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 07.09.2009.

 2.  
 
During the proceedings today, the complainant states that information pertaining to Item 1 had been received by him.  Since the information requisioned in Item 2 is identical to that is case CC-2610/2009, thus case is closed and disposed of with the consent of the complainant. 
3. 

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





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Dr. Santosh Kumar Aggarwal,

Chandigarh Hospitals & 

Research Centre Pvt. Ltd.,

Shivalik hospital & Trauma Centre,

Sector-69, SAS Nagar, Mohali. 



……….…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Sector-62, SAS Nagar,

Mohali. 






…………..Respondent 

 


 CC – 2610 of 2009
 



           ORDER

Present:
Dr. Santosh Kumar Aggarwal, complainant in person. 

Ms. Jaswinder Nafra, APIO, Personnel Branch, Sh. Chet Ram,    PUDA, Sh. Shashi Pal Saini, Senior Assistant, PUDA, Mohali. 

1.

The case relates to seeking a copy of legal opinion of Advocate General, Punjab.  Initial request was sent on 09.06.2009 and on not getting a response the complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 07.09.2009. 

2. 
 
During the proceedings today, it transpires, that no information has been provided to the complainant so far. 

3. 

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to either provide him information, if not exempt or submit an affidavit stating non-availability of the same. However, the non-availability of information/ exemption will be justified and the whereabouts of the legal advice received from Advocate General confirmed. 

4. 

To come up for compliance of orders on 03.11.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.  

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





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


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

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

R/o MIG (Supper), 

H.No. 2664-B, Sector-70, 

Mohali. 






.…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Public Relation Officer,

Greater Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar, Mohali. 





…………..Respondent 

 


 CC – 2624 of 2009

 



           ORDER

Present:
Sh. Bant Singh, complainant in person. 

Sh. Gurdarshan Singh, Senior Assistant O/o GMADA, Mohali. 
1.

The case relates to seeking details of additional payment made by the complainant.  Initial request was filed on 22.06.2009 and on not receiving a response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 02.09.2009.

2. 
 
During the proceedings today, it transpires, that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant and he is satisfied with this.  The case is disposed of and closed. 

3. 

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





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


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

General Secretary,

H.No.4, Purani Tripri Saidan,

Main Bazar Tripri,

Opp. Hotel Delhi Wale,

Patiala. 






.…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.






…………..Respondent 

 


 CC – 2658 of 2009




           ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Naresh Kumar, Planning Officer-cum- APIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding a building.  Initial request containing nine items was filed on 24.07.2009 and on not getting a response the complainant filed a complainant with the Commission on 03.09.2009.

2. 
 
During the proceedings today, the respondent makes a written submission vide letter no. 39 dated 21.10.2009 wherein the complainant has confirmed having received the information.  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: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 

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

 


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

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chief Secretary to Govt., Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1005 of 2008



      

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain complainant in person. 
Sh. Amar Singh, Superintendent, General Coordination Br., Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant, General Coordination Br., Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh; Smt. Shakuntla, Superintendent O/o Director of Social Security Women & Child Development, Pb., Chd; Sh. H.S. Bhatti, Supt-cum- APIO, Sh. Rajinder Kumar Clerk O/o DHS, Pb., Chandigarh. Sh. Karnail Singh, Sr.Astt. O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Pb., Chandigarh. 

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 22.09.2009, the complainant had submitted observations dated 22.09.2009.  A copy of these observations was handed over to the respondent.  The complainant had requested that only the eight affected departments should provide response to the observations submitted by him.  

2. 
 
During the proceedings today, the complainant submits his updated observations dated 25.10.2009.  A copy of this letter is handed over to the respondent.  Observations were discussed department-wise. 
 3.  
 
In view of the foregoing, the response to the observations submitted by the complainant will be sent to him with a copy to the Commission by 05.11.2009. 

4.

To come up on 10.11.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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





         ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009.




         Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






                      State Information Commissioner 









Contd page..2. 

 




--2-

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Col. Prem Singh Grewal (Retd.),

104, New Officers Colony,

Prem Kunj, Patiala – 147001.



…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.  






…… Respondent

CC – 2554 of 2009

ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Najar Singh, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala. 

1.

On the last date of hearing on 08.10.2009 the Respondent had been directed to either provide information if held on record or make a written submission through an affidavit by 20.10.2009 intimating its non-availability. The PIO was to submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why information has not been provided to the complainant in time and why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information.  On the next date of hearing the PIO was to be personally present.  He was 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 was to take note that in case he did not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of 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.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent PIO submitted an affidavit dated 22.10.2008.  He states that an enquiry has been convened on 05.10.2009 and it is likely to be completed by 05.11.2009. 

3. 

In view of the foregoing, the respondent is directed to inform the complainant of the progress of his request filed by him on 16.07.2009. 
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4. 

To come up for compliance of order on 05.11.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



   State Information Commissioner

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

Sh. Chhaju Singh,

S/o Sh. Bant Singh,

R/o Vill. Bisanpura,

P.O. Gajewas, Tehsil Samana,

Distt. Patiala.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Samana.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1615 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Chajju Singh, Complainant in person along with Sh. Gurdarshan Singh.

Sh. Jasdbir Singh, BDPO Samana and Sh. Harkirat Singh, Panchayat Secretary.

1.

On the previous date of hearing, on 24.09.2009 the respondent PIO had been directed to:- 

(a) To provide requisite information to the complainant at the earliest.

 (b) Submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him under the provisions of Section 20 (1) of the RTI Act for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be provided to the complainant.  He was 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 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 will be presumed that he had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex- parte.

(c ) He was to submit an affidavit explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings held on 04.08.2009, 25.08.2009, 08.09.2009 and 24.9.2009. 
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2.  
During the proceedings today, the BDPO, Samana Sh. Jasbir Singh Dhanju is present. Information running into 11 pages is handed over to the complainant in my presence. 

3.  
It is observed that the respondent PIO has not submitted an affidavit explaining reasons of his absence on the proceedings held on 04.08.2009, 25.08.2009, 08.09.2009 and 24.09.2009 and 06.10.2009. He has also not submitted affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the complainant for the detriment suffered.  The complainant is free to submit his observations to the respondent regarding deficiencies that he may have on the information supplied by 25.10.2009 and the respondent will come prepared with his response on the next date of hearing.  The respondent PIO will submit affidavits as were directed on 24.09.2009.
4.

 
To come up on 29.10.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 22.10.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)



 



State Information Commissioner

