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

Sh. Navdeep Gupta,

Legal Advisor & Press Correspondent,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd.),

#778, Urban Estate, Phase – 1,

Patiala – 147 002 (Pb.).




…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.






…..…… Respondent



    
  CC – 3027 of 2009


 



           ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Ashok Vij, Legal Assistant – cum – APIO, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.11.2009 :- 

(a) The respondent had been directed to refund a sum of Rs. 40/- sent by the complainant for obtaining information to the complainant under the provisions of Section 19(1) (8) of the RTI Act, 2005 by 25.11.2009.

                 

(b) The respondent PIOs Sh. Nazar Singh, PIO – cum – Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala and Sh. A.K. Singla, the previous PIO were to submit affidavits explaining reasons as to why  penalty not be imposed on them under the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, for the delay in providing information, by 20.11.2009.  The PIOs were also given opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty.  They were to take note that in case they did not file their written reply and did not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it was to be presumed that they had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.

2. 

A telephonic message has been received by the receptionist from the complainant requesting for an adjournment.  The respondent has confirmed through his letter No. 193 dated 25.11.2009 that an amount of Rs. 40/- has been refunded to  
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complainant.  An affidavit dated 23.11.2009 has been submitted by Sh. Nazar Singh, the respondent PIO.

3.

However, it is observed that Sh. A.K.Singla, the previous PIO has not submitted an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him.  Sh. A.K.Singla  is not present to avail an opportunity of personal hearing.  However, A letter dated 25.11.2009 is submitted by the respondent which has been sent by Sh. A.K.Singla.
4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the complainant for the detriment suffered,  is reserved.
5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Navdeep Gupta,

Legal Advisor & Press Correspondent,

Suchna Adhikar Manch (Regd.),

#778, Urban Estate, Phase – 1,

Patiala – 147 002 (Pb.).




…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer, Development, 

O/o  Municipal Corporation,

Patiala.






…..…… Respondent



    
  CC – 3055 of 2009


 



           ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Ashok Vij, APIO – cum – Legal Assistant, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.11.2009 :- 

(a)  The respondent PIOs Sh. Nazar Singh, PIO – cum – Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala and Sh. A.K. Singla, the previous PIO had been directed to submit affidavits explaining reasons as to why  penalty not be imposed on them under the provisions of Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, for the delay in providing information, by 20.11.2009.  The PIOs were also given opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty.  They were to take note that in case they did not file their written reply and did not avail themselves of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it was to be presumed that they had nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against them ex-parte.

2.

A telephonic message has been received by the receptionist from the complainant requesting for an adjournment.  An affidavit dated 23.11.2009 has been received from Sh. Nazar Singh, present PIO.  He has also made a written submission which is taken on record.  However, it is observed that Sh. A.K.Singla, the previous PIO has not submitted an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed him for the delay in providing information.  The respondent, however, states that necessary cognizance be taken of Sh. A.K.Singla’s letter in CC-3027/2009 in this case also.
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3.

On request of the respondent PIO an opportunity is given to make a written submission by 30.11.2009
4.

Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the complainant for the detriment suffered, is reserved.
5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

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

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.




…… Respondent





  CC - 1005 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Nirmal Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o  Chief Secy. to Govt., Pb.; Sh. Harbans Singh, Superintendent – cum – APIO O/o Chief Engineer, Irrigation Works, Pb., Chandigarh; Sh. Jatinder Dhawan, Sr. Assistant, O/o Director, Health Services, Pb., Chd; Sh. Girdhari Lal, Sr. Assistant, Education – VI Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chd and Smt. Raj Kumari, Sr. Assistant,  Agriculture IV Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 10.11.2009, the respondent had been given a copy of the observations submitted by the complainant on 21.10.2009.  The respondent had been directed to ensure provision of information of the defaulting Departments.

2.

During the proceedings today, a letter sent by FAX by the complainant dated 25.11.2009 has been received and is taken on record.  The case was discussed department-wise and it transpires that the Health, Irrigation, Agriculture and Rural Dev. & Panchayats Departments have sent additional information to the complainant on 25/26.11.2009.  The representatives of these Departments submitted a copy of the information sent to the complainant. However, the deficiency still exists with regard to the Education Department.

3.

In view of the foregoing, the representative is directed to provide the deficient information ( Education Department ) at the earliest but not later than 1.12.2009.
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4.

To come up on 03.12.2009 at 2.00 PM.

5.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Smt. Darshna Devi,

Panch, Gram Panchayat,

Machali Kalan,

Distt. Mohali.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Kharar.







…… Respondent





  CC - 3194 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sanjeev Kumar son of Smt. Darshna Devi, Complainant.



Sh. Baljit Singh, APIO – cum –Superintendent, O/o BDPO, Kharar.
1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request containing six items was sent on 14.9.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the complainant states that he has received no information so far.  The respondent is directed to provide the requisite information as has been demanded by the complainant free of cost by registered post by 5.12.2009.  The respondent PIO will submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information.  The PIO is given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and do not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the next date of hearing, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.  This affidavit will be submitted by 10.12.2009 and on the next date of hearing, an opportunity is given to him for a personal hearing.
3.

To come up on 11.12.2009 at 11.00 A.M.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Rajinder Kumar,

230, Tagore Nagar, Gali No. 5,

Opp. Regent Park Hotel,

P.O. Basti Guzan,

Jalandhar.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Batala.








…… Respondent





  CC - 3233 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rajinder Kumar, Complainant in person.
Sh. Pardeep Jaswal, Assistant Trust Engineer – cum – APIO, Improvement Trust, Batala.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request was sent on 16.9.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 21.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that the requisite information had been sent vide letter No. 2531 dated 6.10.2009.  Since the complainant has not received the same, the respondent is directed to send an authenticated copy of the said letter to the complainant by registered post free of cost by 30.11.2009.  The case is disposed of and closed.
3.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

# 2123, Sector – 27 C,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

(i) Public Information Officer,

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

Deptt.of Home Affairs & Justice (Jails),

Punjab 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. Yash Pal Sharma, PIO – cum -Under Secretary (Home), Deptt. of Home Affairs and Justice; Sh. Jasbir Singh, Superintendent – Establishment – I Br., O/o DGP, Pb.; Smt. Babaljit Kaur, Sr. Assistant  and Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Record Keeper, Jails Branch, Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh; Sh. D.K.Sidhu, APIO – cum – AIG (Prisons), Pb.; Sh. Amar Singh, Sr. Asstt. O/o DGP (Prisons), Pb.; Smt. Manjit Kaur, Senior Assistant, Establishment Br., O/o DGP (Prisons), Pb. and Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o DGP (Prisons), Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.11.2009, the PIOs respondents were directed to provide item-wise response by 20.11.2009, with a copy to the Commission.  For documents not held on record, affidavits stating so and giving detailed justification for the reasons of their non-availability were to be submitted by 20.11.2009.  A copy each was also to be endorsed to the Complainant.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the respondents provided response vide letter No. 3875 dated 18.11.2009 and letter No. Spl.2 dated 26.11.2009.  The case was discussed item-wise based on the requisitioning of the complainant dated 17.8.2009.
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3.

After the discussion, the following deficiencies emerged :-

(a) ACR  of 1992 – 93 as having been initiated by the then D.C., Ludhiana.
(b) Anomaly in response to name and address of the alleged messenger.

(c) A copy of Memo. No. 14293/IJ/234 Jail, allegedly dated 20.7.1994 and how it was dealt with.

4.

The respondents PIOs are directed to provide the deficient information by 2.12.2009.  On the next date of hearing, both the PIOs will be personally present along with a copy of the information being provided.

5.

To come up on 8.12.2009 at 2.00 PM.

6.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

# 2123, Sector – 27 C,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          Vs

(i) Public Information Officer,

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

Inspector General of Prisons, Pb.,

SCO No. 8 -9, Sector 17 A, Chandigarh.

(ii) Public Information Officer,

O/o The Superintendent, Central Jail,

Amritsar.







…… Respondents




  CC – 2778 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

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


Sh. D.K.Sidhu, APIO – cum - AIG, (Prisons), Pb.; Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Sr. Assistant O/o DGP (Prisons), Pb., Chandigarh and Sh. Jasbir Singh, Superintendent – Establishment – I Br., O/o DGP, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 12.11.2009, it had been directed that the deficient items be provided to the complainant with a copy to the Commission by 20.11.2009.  However, in case these documents were not held on record, the PIO was to submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the non-availability.
2.

During the proceedings today, the deficiencies in information were discussed.  It emerged that the only deficient item of information is a copy of letter regarding pensionary benefits of Sh. R.S.Randhawa sent to the Accountant General, Punjab, at the time of pre-mature retirement.  The respondent states that a copy was sent by the Superintendent, Central Jail, Amritsar vide his letter No. 175 dated 8.9.2009.  However, since the complainant has not received the same, the respondent is directed to get an additional copy of the same and provide it to the complainant with a copy to the Commission.

3.

To come up on 08.12.2009 at 2.00 PM.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Smt. Baljit Kaur,

# 17, Canal View Flats,

Giani Zail Singh Nagar,

Ropar ( 140 001 ).






…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Improvement Trust,

Ropar.








…… Respondent





  CC – 3224 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Parmod Kumar, Superintendent, Improvement Trust, Ropar.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 4.9.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 19.10.2009.
2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant vide Memo. No. 1916 dated 9.10.2009.  The respondent assures that in future there will be no delay in providing 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: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Balbir Chand,

District Secretary D.T.F,

Longowal, Distt. Sangrur

Pin: 148 106.







…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The District Election Officer,

Sangrur.







…… Respondent





  CC – 3227 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Balbir Chand, Complainant in person.

Sh. Kapur Singh Gill, APIO – cum -Tehsildar O/o District Election Officer, Sangrur.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding expenditure incurred during the election process in the year 2009.  Initial request was sent on 27.5.2009 and not being satisfied with the response of the respondent sent vide letter No. 7534 dated 24.6.2009, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the information as it existed till 16.11.2009, has been supplied.  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: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Gurinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Charan Singh,

R/o Vill: Nangal,

Tehsil Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.




…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Phillaur, Distt. Jalandhar.





…… Respondent





  CC – 3235 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Gurinder Singh, Complainant in person.



Sh. Harbilas, PIO – cum – BDPO, Phillaur.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter which has been filed to discern the status of two applications dated 4.6.2008 and 10.10.2008 filed by the complainant .

 2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent makes a written submission vide letter No. 2101 dated 26.11.2009.  Some of the requirements were beyond the purview of Section 2(j) of the RTI Act, 2005, and were explained to the Complainant.    Since available information stands supplied, 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: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Tara Chand,

Nagar Councilor,

S/o Sh.Sarban Ram

Raja Basti, Ward No. 1,

Goniana Mandi, Distt. Bathinda.




…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The Director,

Local Govt. Department, Pb.,

Juneja Building, Sector – 17,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 3247 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Tara Chand, Complainant in person.



None on behalf of the Respondent.

1.

The case relates to a service matter wherein initial request was filed on 15.9.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission received in the O/o the Commission on 26.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent is not present.  The complainant states that he has received no information so far.  The respondent PIO is directed to provide the requisite information to the complainant at the earliest but not later than 5.12.2009.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO respondent will be personally present along with a copy of the information sent to the complainant.  He will also submit an affidavit explaining reasons showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information.  He will also make a written submission explaining reasons of his absence from the proceedings today.

3.

To come up on 8.12.2009 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Sh. D.S.Bains, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Department of Local Govt., Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9, Chandigarh for ensuring the presence of the PIO on the next date of hearing.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Satish Kumar,

# 2836, Guru Nanak Colony,

Opp. GNE College,

Gill Road, Ludhiana.





…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The Vice Chancellor,

Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent





  CC – 3252 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Satish Kumar, Complainant in person.
Sh. Nirmal Sharma, Superintendent, RTI Cell and Sh. Swaran Singh, Sr. Assistant, RTI Cell, Pb. Agricultural University, Ludhiana.

1.

The case relates to a service matter containing two items.  Initial request was sent on 27.5.2009.  There has been a protracted correspondence between the complainant and the respondent.  However, on not being satisfied with the response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the case was discussed item-wise.  The complainant is satisfied with the response to Item No. 2.  However, with regard to Item No. 1, the respondent will clarify action, if any, initiated on the applications of the complainant as held on record.
3.

To come up for compliance of order on 9.12.2009 at 11.00 A.M.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Financial Commissioner (Development), Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Om Parkash,

S/o Sh. Satpal,

R/o Ward No. 1, Moonak,

Tehsil Moonak, Distt. Sangrur,

Pin: 148033.







…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The Director,

Local Govt. Department, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector – 17, 

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 3267 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Om Parkash, Complainant in person.

Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Sr. Assistant, Estt. Br., O/o Director, Local Govt., Department, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to a service matter.  Initial request was sent on 22.9.2009 and on not getting a response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 23.10.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent provides the requisite information vide letter No. 31295 dated 26.11.2009.  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: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. R.C.Bawa,

# 425 – G, New Generation Apartments,

Near Railway Crossing, Dhakoli, Zirakpur,

Distt. Mohali.






…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The Superintending Engineer ( C – 2),

Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Sector – 62, Mohali.






…… Respondent





  CC – 3284 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

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

1.

Since none on behalf of the complainant or the respondent is present, one more opportunity is given to both of them to progress the case.

2.

To come up on 09.12.2009 at 11.00 A.M.

3.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Mahesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Babu Ram,

# 2650, W. No. 14,

Sirhind – 140 406,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





…… Complainant





          Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  The Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb.,

Department of Local Govt., Pb.,

Pb. Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 3257 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

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

1.

Since none on behalf of the complainant or the respondent is present, one more opportunity is given to both of them to progress the case.

2.

To come up on 09.12.2009 at 11.00 A.M.

3.

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 26.11.2009.




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

