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

 


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

48-C, Urban Estate, 

Phase-3, Patiala.                                                ………..……… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Officer, 

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.                                                              ……….…..…… Respondent

CC –1096 of 2009


ORDER

1.

On 04.08.2009 Order regarding imposition of penalty on the respondent for the delay in providing information and award of compensation for the detriment suffered by the complainant, was reserved.
2.

The case relates to seeking information pertaining to allocation of plots to handicapped individuals.  Initial request containing two items was sent on 28.01.2009 and on not getting a response the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 17.04.2009.

3. 

Requisite information was supplied on 01.06.2009.  The respondent also admitted that there was an error in providing information pertaining to Item No.1.  The complainant being a handicapped individual, who had to face lots of  difficulties in approaching  the Commission and make an appearance before the Commission, requested for suitable compensation and imposition of penalty be imposed on the PIO for the delay in providing information. 

4. 

Accordingly, Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, Respondent/PIO was directed to submit an affidavit by 25.07.2009 showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the complainant. 

5.

Sh. Ashok Kumar Sharma, Deputy Controller (F&A)-cum- Public Information Officer submitted an affidavit dated 31.07.2009.  He has explained reasons for the delay in providing information.  He has however, admitted that there was an error in inviting applications from persons with disability. 
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6. 

In view of the foregoing, ends of justice will be met if the complainant is awarded an amount of Rs.1000/-(Rupees One Thousand only) as compensation for the detriment suffered.  I order accordingly.  This compensation will be paid to him by 15.09.2009 by the respondent department. 

7.

 To come up for compliance of orders on 22.09.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

8. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


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

960. Mohalla Phallan Addan,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent




  MR – 37 of 2009 in CC – 2373 of 2007



              


                         ORDER

1.

On 28.07.2009 Order regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation was reserved.

2.

This case had been last heard on 7.7.2008 and it was disposed of.  A list of deficiencies had been supplied to the respondent.  He had assured the bench of Hon’ble Sh. Rajan Kashyap that deficiencies in information will be made good.

3.

Deficient information was provided vide letter No. 5991/ATP/D dated 09.07.2009 on 28.7.2009 and 62037/ATP/A/D and 30.7.2009.  Thus, information as had been directed on 7.7.2008 was supplied after 12 months for which the case had   been taken up again and the appellant had to attend three proceedings.

4.

Since there had been a delay in providing information the Respondent/PIO and Sh. Surinder Singh Bindra, Assistant Town Planner, custodian of information deemed PIO under Section 5(5) of the RTI Act 2005 were directed to submit affidavits showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on them and why complainant not be compensated for the detriment suffered.

5. 

Sh. Vinod Sharda, PIO and Sh. S.S. Bindra submitted affidavits on 25.7.2009 and 27.7.2009 respected. 

6. 

I have carefully perused the documents placed on record I have observed that the main reason for the delay in providing information is the plea 
 submitted by the respondent that the initial request for information had not been received in the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  Even Diary and Dispatch Register of the office of PIO does not show any receipt of such alleged requisition.  
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7. 
Both the PIOs have explained through the respective affidavits that it was due to oversight that there has been a delay in providing information and both have regretted the same. Both have taken over appointments recently and only a part of the information was deficient initially.  Accordingly, I am of the opinion that this is not a fit case for imposing penalty.

8. 

However, for the detriment suffered by the complainant, ends of justice will be met, if a compensation amounting to Rs.1500/- (Rupees One Thousand Five Hundred only) is awarded to the complainant.   I order accordingly.  This amount will be paid to him by 10.09.2009.

9.  

To come up for compliance of order on 22.09.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

10. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

 


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

President, 

Anti Corruption & Crime Investigation Cell (Regd.),

Kundan Bhawan, 126, 

Model Gram, Ludhiana. 





 …… Complainant





          Vs


Public Information Officer-cum-

Law Officer,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana. 





  

…… Respondent
CC-1352 of 2008  & AC-340 of 2008

    ORDER

1.

On 07.07.2009, 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 display of advertisement and revenue earned there on.  Initial request containing five items was filed on 13.05.2008.

3 

Information as demanded by the appellant was provided on 17.03.2009 after a period of nine months. Information was provided based on a copy of Form A attached with the notice of hearing sent by the Commission.  The appellant requested that the respondent be penalized under provisions of Section 20 for the delay in providing information and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.   PIO(s) were ordered to submit affidavits showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on them for the delay in providing information and why the appellant not be compensated for the detriment suffered. 

4. 

The appellant made detailed written submissions on 23.03.2009 and 11.07.2009. The respondent/PIOs submitted affidavits on 13.07.2009 and 06.08.2009.

5. 

I have carefully perused the documents placed on record I have observed that the main reason for the delay in providing information is the plea 
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submitted by the respondent that the initial request for information had not been  received in the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  Even Diary and Dispatch Register of the office of PIO does not shows any receipt of such alleged requisition.  

6. 

I have no reason to believe that a registered letter dated 13.05.2008 has not been received by the respondent.  It is likely that the letter though received has not been taken on charge and thus not entered in the ‘ In Dak Register’.  In any case the appellant had appealed to the first Appellate Authority though another registered letter on 17.06.2008 who was duty-bound to respond.

7. 

It is thus evident that the respondent has still not fully implemented the provisions of the RTI Act 2005 to ensure that the information seeker gets the requisite information within the stipulated period.  The public authority, therefore, is directed to work out a system incorporing the provisions of the RTI Act to ensure that information seekers are not harassed and information is provided as per the laid down time limits in the RTI Act. A confirmation to this effect will be submitted by 10.09.2009 by the PIO.

8. 

Since the delay in supplying information is due to systemic failure, no single individual is to be blamed for it.  This case is thus not a fit case for imposing penalty on any individual. 

9. 

For the detriment suffered by the complainant, ends of justice will be met, if a compensation amounting to Rs.2000/- (Rupees Two Thousand only) is awarded to the complainant.   I order accordingly.  This amount will be paid to him by 10.09.2009.

10. 

To come up for compliance of orders on17.09.2009 at 2.00 PM. 

11.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for necessary cognizance.

Chandigarh





     
     ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009





     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            
State Information Commissioner 

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

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Dinesh Goyal,

505-I, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Deputy Commissioner,

Ludhiana.







…… Respondent





  CC – 260 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

1.

On 04.08.2009 Order regarding imposition of penalty 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 action initiated by the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana consequent upon the judgment in CWP No. 6248 of 2007 dated 26.8.2008.

3.

Information was supplied vide Commissioner, Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana letter No. 232/RTI/SZD dated 02.07.2009.

            


4.

The respondent was directed to submit an affidavit showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed on him under the provisions of Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay in providing information sought by the complainant on 26.11.2008. 5. 

Accordingly, the respondent submitted an affidavit dated 04.08.2009.  He further submitted detailed status of the case vide letter No. 976/736/RTI dated 11.08.2009.

6. 

In view of the detailed status submitted by the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana the case is disposed of and closed. 

7. 

Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






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

Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’ Opp. Tel. Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian – Bet,

Ludhiana – 141 008.






…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Financial Commissioner,

Deptt. of Excise &Taxation,

Govt. of Punjab, Punjab Civil Sectt.,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





  CC – 1634 of 2009



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant in person.

Sh. Harmeet Singh, Joint Secretary – APIO, Department of Excise and Taxation, Pb. and Smt. Asha Sharda, dealing Assistant, Excise & Taxation Br. II, O/o F.C.T., Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 4.8.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide specific response to the complainant with regard to Items 1 and 3 by 20.8.2009 with a copy to the Commission.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that the requisite information has been provided vide letter No. 4630 dated 20.8.2009.  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: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sher Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Ward No. 8, Faryad Street,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Respondent





  AC – 590 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Ashish Kumar, Accountant – cum – PIO, Municipal Council, Amloh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 11.8.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to submit an affidavit stating the exact status of deficient information and the physical condition of the file, by 20.8.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that an affidavit dated 19.8.2009 has been submitted.  The same is taken on record.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of the said affidavit to the appellant.

3.

To come up on 16.09.2009 at 1200 Noon.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 



Sh. Rupinder Garg, Counsel for the appellant appeared at 11.30 A.M.

in the office of the Commission.  The above orders were read out to him.  He requests for time to send his observations which may be filed by 10.9.2009 with a copy to the respondent.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sher Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Ward No. 8, Faryad Street,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Respondent





  AC – 589 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Appellant.

Sh. Ashish Kumar, Accountant – cum – PIO, Municipal Council, Amloh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 11.8.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to submit an affidavit stating the exact status of deficient information and the physical condition of the file, by 20.8.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that an affidavit dated 19.8.2009 has been submitted.  The same is taken on record.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of the said affidavit to the appellant.

3.

To come up on 16.09.2009 at 1200 Noon.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Counsel for the appellant appeared at 11.30 A.M.

in the office of the Commission.  The above orders were read out to him.  He requests for time to send his observations which may be filed by 10.9.2009 with a copy to the respondent.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Sher Singh,

S/o Sh. Amar Singh,

Ward No. 8, Faryad Street,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Amloh, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




…… Respondent





  CC – 2777 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Sh. Ashish Kumar, Accountant – cum – PIO, Municipal Council, Amloh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 11.8.2009, the respondent PIO had been directed to submit an affidavit stating the exact status of deficient information and the physical condition of the file, by 20.8.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that an affidavit dated 19.8.2009 has been submitted.  The same is taken on record.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of the said affidavit to the appellant.

3.

To come up on 16.09.2009 at 1200 Noon.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Counsel for the complainant appeared at 11.30 A.M.

in the office of the Commission.  The above orders were read out to him.  He requests for time to send his observations which may be filed by 10.9.2009 with a copy to the respondent.

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Ravinder Kumar Singal,

R/o Jiwan Ashram, Tahli Mohalla,

Ferozepur City – 152 002.





…… Complainant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Executive Engineer,

Canal Lining, Division No. 2,

Old PUDA Complex,

Bhagu Road,

Bathinda (Pb.).






…… Respondent





  CC – 2216 of 2007



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Satinder Pal, SDO, Canal Lining Division No.2, Bathinda.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 11.8.2009, the respondent had been directed to comply with the orders dated 5.6.2009 by 25.8.2009.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent present states that Sh. A.K.Chhabra, Ex. XEN had been informed through a registered letter dated 22.8.2009 to deposit the requisite amount of penalty imposed on him as per orders issued on 5.6.2009.  There is no response from him so far.  The respondent is directed to send a copy of the letter sent to Sh. A.K.Chhabra, for record and once again direct him to implement orders issued on 5.6.2009.

3.

To come up on 16.9.2009 at 1200 Noon.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

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

Sh. Amandeep Goyal,

Advocate, Court Complex,

Phul – 151 104,

Distt. Bathinda.






…… Appellant





          Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Chairman,

Pb. State Electricity Board,

Patiala.







…… Respondent





  AC – 392 of 2008



             

 


                      ORDER

Present:
Sh. Rupinder Garg, Counsel for the Appellant.

Sh. Rajinder Singh, APIO – cum – Information & Public Relations Officer, H.O., PSEB, Patiala.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 11.8.2009, the respondent had been directed to provide the deficient information by 20.8.2009.  The complainant was to submit his observations on the information supplied by 25.8.2009 and the respondent was according to come prepared with his response.
2.

During the proceedings today, it transpires that at present information pertaining to Items 8,9,10,11,38,39 and 49 is still deficient.  The respondent is directed to provide the requisite information at the earliest but not later than 10.9.2009.

3.

To come up on 16.9.2009 at 1200 Noon.

4.

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

Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 31.08.2009




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

