STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Paramjit Singh,

10, Hira Bagh, Rajpura Road,

Patiala.                
                              

             …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o.  Director, Rural Dev. & Panchayats,

Punjab, Vikas Bhavan, Sector 62,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).                                                        …Respondent  

CC - 150/2012

Present:
Shri Paramjit Singh, Complainant, in person.


Sh. Avtar Singh Mavi, PIO-cum-Under Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. on 13.6.12, the complainant had stated that though he had been supplied the information twice vide letter No.1446 dated 14.3.12 and No.1591 dated 22.3.12, but the same is incomplete.  In view of these facts, PIO-cum-Under Secretary, Sh. Avtar Singh Mavi, O/o DRDP, Mohali was directed to supply the point-wise correct and complete information duly attested to the complainant within a week’s time under intimation to the Commission. PIO-cum-Under Secretary, Sh. Avtar Singh Mavi was also directed to explain in writing the reasons for delay in supplying the information and as to why the penalty provisions under Section 20 (1) (2) and Section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him and case was adjourned to to-day, i.e. 18.7.12 for further hearing.

Both the parties have been heard and the provided information has been discussed today in the presence of complainant as well as respondent.  It is observed that the supplied information is complete, correct and based on record.  

Sh. Avtar Singh Mavi, Under Secretary has also tendered his written explanation from which it is construed that the delay in providing the information is not willful or intentional.


In view of the above facts, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Baljinder Singh, Panch

Village Gudana,

Tehsil & Distt.  Mohali.



          …Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mohali.






…Respondent

CC No. 259/12
Present:
Shri Baljinder Singh, Panch Complainant, in person.
None on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 13.06.2012, PIO-cum-DDPO, Mohali was directed to supply the duly attested information to the complainant in respect of his RTI application dated 13.12.11.  He was also directed to explain the reasons in writing for delay caused in supplying the information and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information and for the financial loss and detriments suffered by the complainant.  He was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing i.e. today.  However, despite directions of the Commission dated 8.5.12 and 13.6.12, neither the attested information as sought by the complainant has been supplied to him, nor the PIO-cum-DDPO Mohali tendered his explanation in writing and by appearing before the Commission.  He is, therefore, afforded last opportunity to comply with the orders of the Commission and the attend the Commission on the next date.
He is further directed to supply correct, complete and attested information, free of cost to the complainant within 10 days under registered cover, with one spare copy of it to the Commission, for its perusal and record.

Adjourned to 6.9.12 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

Copy to:
District Development & Panchayat Officer,

Mohali.

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Bikramjit Singh

c/o Banti Scooter Works,

Gali No. 2, Krishna Nagar,

Batala-143505 (Distt. Gurdaspur)



…Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Asstt. Food & Supplies Officer,

Batala.






…Respondent

CC No.268/12
Present:
Shri Bikramjit Singh, Complainant, in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Complainant has been heard and case file has been perused.  It is observed that on 8.5.12 and 13.06.2012, none appeared on behalf of the Respondent-PIO.  Vide orders dated 13.06.12, Respondent-PIO was directed to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, within a period of two weeks under registered cover, free of cost.  Simultaneously, PIO-cum-DFSC, Gurdaspur and AFSO, Batala were directed to explain in writing as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against them for willfully delaying and denying the information; and the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant. 

The PIO was also directed to be personally present on the next date fixed, along with a spare copy of the information supplied to the complainant, for

 perusal / records of the Commission. It was further added that failing to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, within a weeks time under registered cover, free of cost and failing to appear before the Commission on the next date of hearing, no further opportunity of being heard shall be provided to respondents and ex-parte orders shall be passed against them/Public Authority.


During the hearing of this case today, it has been found that neither the RTI information has been supplied to the complainant nor the compliance of directions of the Commission have been made by the respondent PIOs.  Failure on the part of the Respondent-PIO to provide complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant despite directions of the Commission proves willfully delaying and denying the RTI information to the complainant and complainant has been caused undue harassment thereof.  Therefore, a compensation of Rs.2000/- (Rupees Two Thousands only) is awarded to Sh. Bikramjit Singh, complainant under the provisions of Section 19(8)(b)  of RTI Act, 2005 meanwhile and same shall be paid to him by the Public Authority in the Department of Food, Civil Supplies & Consumer Affairs, Punjab, Chandigarh, through its Director Food and Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab, through Bank Draft.



Further, Sh. Baljinder Singh Dhillon, PIO-cum-DFSC, Gurdaspur and AFSO, Batala are directed to provide complete, correct and duly attested information to the complainant, within a period of ten days under registered cover, free of cost as per his RTI application dated 9.12.11. Both Sh.Baljinder Singh Dhillon, PIO-cum-DFSC, Gurdaspur and AFSO, Batala shall file their respective affidavits regarding Show Cause Notice issued to them under penal provisions of RTI Act, 2005 vide Commissions Order dated 8.5.2012 and 13.6.2012 and both are also afforded last opportunity of being heard on 4.9.2012 at 11.00 A.M. 

PIO  o/o Director Food & Civil supplies and Consumer Affairs, Punjab shall furnish photocopies of Bank Draft with forwarding letter under his signatures 

as proof of compensation having paid to the complainant, on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 4.9.12 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner

Copy to:         1.       Director, Food, Civil Supplies and 

                                 Consumer Affairs, Punjab, 

Jeevan Deep Building, 

                                            Sector 17, Chandigarh

2.
Public Informaiton Officer,

O/o Director, Food, Civil Supplies and 

Consumer Affairs, Punjab, 

Jeevan Deep Building, 

 Sector 17, Chandigarh

3.        Sh.Baljinder Singh Dhillon, 

PIO-cum-Distt Food & Supplies Controller,

 



Gurdaspur

4
 Asstt. Food & Supplies Officer,

 Batala

- for necessary compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hari Dass s/o Lajja Ram

Balad Kothi, 

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.


              Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Bhawanigarh,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur.



     Respondent

CC No. 270/12
Present:
Shri Hari Dass, Complainant, in person.


Shri Surinder Singh,BDPO Bhawanigarh - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 13.06.2012, the Respondent PIO was directed to provide point-wise complete, correct and duly authenticated information to the complainant, within a period of 7 days, under registered cover, free of cost and he was also directed to explain in writing the reasons for delay and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information; and the financial loss and other detriments suffered by the applicant in receiving the information under the Act.  He was also directed to be present in person on the next date and the case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.

Both the parties have been heard.  Sh. Hari Dass s/o Lajja Ram, Balad Kothi, Tehsil & Distt: Sangrur, complainant states that he has not been provided the correct information on point No.2 & 3.  In view of these facts, PIO-cum-BDPO, Bhawanigarh, Block Bhawanigarh, Distt: Sangrur is once again directed to ensure that remaining information, duly attested,  on point No.2 & 3 of RTI application is provided to the complainant.

Shri Surinder Singh, PIO-cum-Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Bhawanigarh, along with Sh.Davinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Bhawanigarh, shall be present on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 11.9.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner
            

Copy to:-
1.
Sh.Surinder Singh,
PIO-cum-Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer,

Bhawanigarh, 

Block Bhawanigarh, 

Distt: Sangrur

2. Sh.Davinder Singh,

Panchayat Secretary,

Village: Bhawanigarh

The. & Distt: Sangrur




3.
Sh.Hari Dass S/o Sh. Lajja Ram

Balad Kothi, 

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur

- for information & compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Er. Arun Garg,

# 40, Central Town,

Village Daad, V.P.O. Latton,

Distt. Ludhiana-142022





…Appellant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Inspector General of Police, Litigation,

Punjab, Chandigarh.
First Appellate Authority,

Inspector General of Police, Litigation,

Punjab, Chandigarh.





…Respondents
AC 192/2012
Present:
Er. Arun Garg, Appellant in person.


Shri Santosh Kumar, ASI, on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER

This case was last heard on 14.6.12 when Sh. Santosh Kumar, ASI appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO-cum-Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana had stated that the information on both the points had been supplied to the appellant.  The appellant was, therefore, directed to file his observation or point out deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent PIO within a period of seven days, so that deficient information is provided.


Since the appellant was not present on the last hearing, he was afforded last opportunity of being heard in the presence of Respondent on the next date of hearing i.e. today 18.07.2012 and the case was adjourned accordingly.

Both the parties have been heard.  Incharge RTI, O/o Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana has given in writing as reply with reference to two points of Appellant’s RTI application dated 20.10.11 that the information sought by the appellant relates to the year 1999 while they have only the record for the last three years with them, therefore, the information sought by the appellant cannot be provided.  At this, the appellant states that as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, even the information for period older than 20 years can be supplied, then why this information is not being supplied to him.
In view of the submissions made by the appellant, the Respondent PIO-cum-Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana is directed to file an self attested affidavit giving detailed reasons for non availability of record due to which information to the appellant in respect of his RTI application dated 20.10.11 is not being made available to him.

Similarly, PIO-cum-Commissioner of Police Ludhiana shall also file submissions for delay caused in supplying the requisite RTI information to the appellant.


Adjourned to 6.9.12 at 11.00 AM for furlther proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



       Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Jaswant Singh,

S/o Sh. Lal Singh,

Village-Chakoki,

Distt-Kapurthala.






….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, Distt-Kapurthala.





…..Respondent
CC No. 3065 of 2011
Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.


None on behalf of the Respondents.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. 14.6.12, BDPO Shri Bhupinder Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala was directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 10.01.2012 wherein the compensation to the tune of rs.1500/- was awarded to the complainant u/s 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.  It was clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by the Public Authority i.e. BDPO, Kapurthala before the next date of hearing.  

BDPO, Dhlwan was also directed to ensure implementation of the order of the Commission dated 10.01.2012.  He was also directed to depute Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan in person on the next date of hearing who will explain his position in writing with regard to the show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 25.11.2011.  However, it is observed that neither Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan has furnished any explanation with regard to the Show Cause Notice issued to him vide orders dated 25.11.2011, nor he has appeared on any of the dates i.e. on 3.4.2012, 14.6.12  and to-day.  

It is further observed that an amount of Rs.1500/- as compensation stands paid to the complainant through Bank Draft.

Last opportunity is afforded to Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala to explain in writing his position with reference to show cause notice issued to him vide Commission's order dated 25.11.11. He will also bring the documents to prove his contention that the record was with Divisional Director, Panchayats, Jalandhar. Both Sh.Bhupinder Singh, BDPO and Sh.Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary shall be present on the next date of hearing.
Adjourned to 06.09.2012  at 11.00 AM  for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



       Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

            Copy to:  1.
Sh.Bhupinder Singh,
Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala

2. Sh. Sandeep Singh, 

Panchayat Secretary,]

Village Chakoki,

Block Dhilwan,

Distt: Kapurthala

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Teja Singh,

R/o Village-Chakaki,

Distt-Kapurthala.






….Complainant 

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dhilwan, District: Kapurthala.




…..Respondent
CC No. 3073 of 2011
Present:
Shri Pritam Singh, Complainant, in person.


None on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
On the last date of hearing i.e. 14.6.12, BDPO Shri Bhupinder Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala was directed to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 10.01.2012 wherein the compensation to the tune of rs.1500/- was awarded to the complainant u/s 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005.  It was clarified that the amount of compensation shall be paid by the Public Authority i.e. BDPO, Kapurthala before the next date of hearing.  

BDPO, Dhlwan was also directed to ensure implementation of the order of the Commission dated 10.01.2012.  He was also directed to depute Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan in person on the next date of hearing who will explain his position in writing with regard to the show cause notice issued to him vide order dated 25.11.2011.  However, it is observed that neither Sh. Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Dhilwan has furnished any explanation with regard to the Show Cause Notice issued to him vide orders dated 25.11.2011, nor he has appeared on any of the dates i.e. on 3.4.2012, 14.6.12  and to-day.  

It is further observed that an amount of Rs.1500/- as compensation stands paid to the complainant through Bank Draft.

Last opportunity is afforded to Shri Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Chakoki, Block Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala to explain in writing his position with reference to show cause notice issued to him vide Commission's order dated 25.11.11. He will also bring the documents to prove his contention that the record was with Divisional Director, Panchayats, Jalandhar. Both Sh.Bhupinder Singh, BDPO and Sh.Sandeep Singh, Panchayat Secretary shall be present on the next date of hearing.

Adjourned to 06.09.2012  at 11.00 AM  for further hearing.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

            Copy to:  1.
Sh.Bhupinder Singh,

Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Dhilwan, Distt. Kapurthala

3. Sh. Sandeep Singh, 

Panchayat Secretary,]

Village Chakoki,

Block Dhilwan,

Distt: Kapurthala

- for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Yogesh Mahajan

Anti Corruption Council, 

Opp. Water Tank, 

Municipal Market,

Mission Road, Pathankot





     Appellant

Vs
1.Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Director Factories,

Circle No. 1, Kartar Singh Market,

Gill Road, Ludhiana

2.First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director of Factories, Punjab,

SCO No. 87-88, Sector 17-D,

Chandigarh.





                         Respondents

A.C .No. 256/12 
Present:
None for the Appellant.

Sh.Jatinder Singh Bhatti, Dy. Director of Factories, Circle No.1, Kartar Singh Market, Gill Road, Ludhiana - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 14.06.2012,
PIO-cum-Deputy Director Factories, Circle No. 1, Kartar Singh Market, Gill Road, Ludhiana was directed – 

i)
to provide point-wise relevant information to the appellant within a period of seven days free of cost under registered cover.

ii)
to file his self-attested affidavit in respect of his version for the delay caused in supplying the information to the appellant.

iii) to explain the reasons by filing self attested affidavit as to why the provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and section 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the appellant and for other loss and detriments suffered by him. 

and the case was adjourned to to-day, i.e. 18.07.2012 for further proceedings.
The case file has been perused.  It is observed that in compliance to the orders of the Commission, remaining information has also been sent to the appellant Sh. Yogesh Mahajan vide letter No.187 dated 29.6.12 under the signatures of PIO, O/o Dy.Director of Factories, Cicle-1, Ludhiana.  The appellant has also accepted the receipt of this information vide his letter dated 10.7.12, received in the Commission. 


Further, in view of detailed justification given by PIO-cum-Deputy Director of Factories, Circle-1, Ludhiana for show cause notice issued to him, invocation of penalty provisions against PIO are dropped.  

Now since complete information stands supplied, case is disposed of and closed.
5.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



       Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Balwant Singh Saini,

Village Teur, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali. 






 ... Complainant









                     Vs

Public Information Officer,







o/o Sarpanch,

Village Teur, Tehsil  Kharar,

Distt. Mohali.







    

Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Block Majri, Tehsil: Kharar,

District: Mohali.





…Respondent


CC No. 174 of 2012

Present:
Shri Balwant Singh, Complainant along with Sh.Gurnam Singh, in person.

Sh. Gurmukh Singh, Panchayat Secretary along with Sh.Sukhpal Singh, Sarpanch -on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e.on 19.06.2012, Shri Jarnail Singh, Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, Block Majri, Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali was directed to ensure personally that the RTI information is provided by the Panchayat Secretary, Village Teur, Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali to the complainant free of cost within a period of two weeks and Panchayat Secretary, Village Teur, Tehsil Kharar, District Mohali was directed to be present in the Commission on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the point-wise, correct and authenticated information supplied to the complainant. 

Both the parties have been heard and case file has been perused.  It is observed that the requisite RTI information has been provided to the Complainant on 16.7.2012.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Kaura,

5-C, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Focal Point,

Ludhiana-141010











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayat, Punjab, Sector 62,

S.A.S.Nagar-160062











 Respondent

CC – 162  of 2012

Present:
Sh.Kuldip Kaura, Complainant, in person.
Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Mohali along with Ms. Preet Mohinder Kaur, Sr.Asstt. on behalf of Respondent.
ORDER
Parties heard.  Sh.Johar Inder Singh Ahluwalia, Law Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab has submitted written submissions affirming that Commission’s orders dated 10.4.12 were not received in their office, therefore, the same could not be complied with.  Written reply made by PIO-cum-Law Offier Sh.J.S.Walia, O/o DRDP, Punjab, is taken on record and order is reserved for pronouncement on 9.8.12 at 11.00 AM.

                            Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rajesh Kapil, 

R/O 606, Gali No. 12-B, 

Avtar Nagar, Near T.V. Centre, 

Nakodar Chowk, 

Jalandhar-144003

   
                                          …Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar.               
                                                                …Respondent                                                     

CC No. 3626 of 2011
Present:
None for the complainant.
Shri Amit Narula, Sectional Officer, O/o District Transport Officer, Jalandhar - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

During hearing of this case on 3.5.2012, Shri Kehar Singh, PIO-cum- ADTO who was holding the additional charge of DTO Jalandhar, was issued a show cause notice under the provisions of Section 20(1)(2)  and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 to explain the reasons in writing by furnishing a self attested affidavit for the delay caused in supplying the complete RTI information to the complainant in one go as the RTI application of the complainant was dated 13.9.2011.  Sh. Kehar Singh, ADTO was also directed earlier to be present in person on 3.5.12.  It is observed that Sh.Kehar Singh, ADTO, Jalandhar did not care to comply with the orders of the Commission in any manner.

In view of these facts, he was afforded one more opportunity to comply with the directions of the Commission dated 3.5.2012.  

Though vide letter dated 17.7.12, Sh.Rajesh Kapil, complainant has given in writing that the entire information has been received by him from the PIO-cum-DTO, Jalandhar and does not want to contest further in this case as he has no further grievance with the PIO-cum-DTO Jalandhar and prayed to dispose of the case, but Sh.Kehar Singh, ADTO, then holding the charge of PIO-cum-DTO, Jalandhar, has not yet furnished any explanation in writing and by appearing in person in compliance with directions given by Commission in orders dated 3.5.12 and 9.5.12, last opportunity is, therefore, afforded to him to comply with these directions.


Adjourned to 11.9.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

Copy to:

1. Sh.Kehar Singh, 

Assistant District Transport Officer,

Jalandhar

· for compliance.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Naresh Sharma,

Shakti Nagar,

Gali No. 5,

Barnala-148101.






…Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Pepsu Road Transport Corporation,

Patiala.




 


…Respondent

CC – 252/2012

Present:
Shri Naresh Sharma, Complainant, in person.

Shri Surinder Singh, GM (Purchase) along with Sh. Jagdish Kumar, Supdt.O/o MD,  PRTC, Patiala, and Sh.Sukhminer Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, PRTC, Barnala – on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing, i.e. on 26.6.2012, Shri Jagdish Kumar, Supdt. appearing on behalf of PIO-cum-GM, PRTC, Patiala sought an adjournment of 15 days for submitting the reply to the Commission’s order dated 25.4.2012.  The request made by Shri Jagdish Kumar, Supdt., PRTC, Patiala was acceded to.  PIO –cum- G.M. PRTC Patiala, was directed to comply with the order of the Commission dated 25.4.2012 in letter and spirit and send the required RTI  information to the complainant in two week’s time free of cost, by registered post and case was adjourned to 18.7.2012 for further proceedings.


Both the parties have been heard and case file has been perused.  Shri Surinder Singh, GM-cum-PIO, O/o MD, PRTC, Patiala has also tendered his written explanation from which it is construed that the delay in providing the information is not willful or intentional.

Remaining information to the complainant has been provided in the Commission itself.  After perusal of the same, the complainant has shown his satisfaction.
In view of the above, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                           Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18. 07. 2012



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. N.K. Sayal,

Sayal Street,

Sirhind-140406





…Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Sirhind.






…Respondent

CC No. 2002/07

Order


When this case last came up for hearing on 13.06.2012, apart from the complainant Sh. N.K. Sayal, S/Sh. Bhushan Singh, PIO-EO; Prem Parkash, Asstt. Municipal Engineer; and Harmel Singh Jandu, Junior Engineer were present on behalf of the respondent.    Respective submissions of both the parties were taken on record and for pronouncement of the order, the case was posted to date i.e. July 18, 2012.


Shorn off unnecessary details, the facts relevant for determination of the present controversy are that the complainant, vide application dated 01.10.2007 addressed to the respondent, sought information on 27 points under the RTI Act, 2005.    It is further on record that the respondent, vide its communication No. 37/RTI/MC/2008 dated 29.01.2008, provided point-wise information sought by the complainant.


Upon a careful perusal of the two above letters, one dated 01.10.2007 seeking the information and the other dated 29.01.2008 providing the information, it is observed that apparently, information on all the points stood provided by the respondent vide above  said letter dated 29.01.2008.   However, in the intervening period, the complainant had approached the Commission by way of the present complaint (received in its office on 12.11.2007) pleading non-receipt of the information.  Consequently, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties and the first hearing took place on 11.01.2008 before SIC Sh. Kulbir Singh (since superannuated) when the complainant appeared personally while on behalf of the respondent, Sh.Jaswinder Singh, Inspector was present and the matter was adjourned to 01.02.2008. In the meantime, the complainant, upon receipt of the information, got back to the respondent vide his letter dated 31.01.2008 expressing his dissatisfaction over the information provided and conveying that it was an evasive attempt on the part of the respondent.  


In the hearing dated 01.02.2008, it appears the representative of the respondent Sh. Jaswinder Singh, Inspector was not able to present his case properly and made a statement to the effect that information on any pending points was to be provided by the Works Clerk, Section Officer, Accountant and the Store-keeper who were, then, called upon by the Commission to clarify / explain their respective position by the next date fixed i.e. 29.02.2008.


After protracted correspondence and hearings, a compensation to the tune of Rs.5,000/- was awarded in favour of the complainant vide order dated 31.10.2008.   At this juncture, it is relevant to note here that the respondent approached the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and challenged the order of the Commission dated 31.10.2008 awarding compensation to the complainant, vide CWP No. 2491/09 and the Hon’ble High Court, vide order dated 17.02.2009 stayed further proceedings before the Commission and accordingly, vide order dated 19.02.2009, the matter was adjourned sine die.   The hearing before the Commission was resumed on 21.11.2011 upon disposal of the said Civil Writ Petition by the Hon’ble High Court.


In the hearing dated 21.11.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Respondent states that he has brought the information to personally deliver it to the complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is advised to go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in the information provided to the respondent, within one week.   Respondent further states that the amount of compensation as awarded to the complainant by the Commission has also been paid to him.”

 
It is further noted that in the said hearing dated 21.11.2011, another requisition for information was handed over by the complainant to the respondent before the Commission and in response to the same, further information (pertaining to fresh requisition dated 21.11.2011) had been provided to him vide letter no. 15/2012 dated 02.01.2012, before the Commission in the hearing dated 03.01.2012.


At this juncture, it is relevant to cast a glance at letter no. 15/2012 dated 02.01.2012 addressed by the respondent to the complainant.   It has been clearly stated in it that in the hearing dated 21.11.2011, detailed information had been provided to the complainant before the Commission vide letter no. 4393 dated 21.11.2011.    

 
Further, it cannot be said that the complainant in the present case is not aware of the fact that additional information has to be sought by means of a separate application and the same cannot be connected with a complaint hearing in which is already in progress.    The request for more information made by the complainant in the hearing dated 21.11.2011 ought to have been rejected / declined.   This has only added to the longevity of the duration of the present matter which could not have been the idea / motive behind formulation of the RTI Act either.  


It will not be out of place to jot down the various communications vide which ‘information’ has been provided by the respondent to the complainant, during the pendency of the present complaint: -

No. 37/2008 dated 29.01.2008;


No. 4393-94/2011 dated 21.11.2011;


No. 4378/2011 dated 18.11.2011;


No. 14-15/2012 dated 02.01.2012;


No. 03/2012 dated 11.01.2012;


No. 25/2012 dated 16.02.2012;


No. 29/2012 dated 01.03.2012;


No. 49/2012 dated 26.03.2012; and


No. 77-78/2012 dated 12.06.2012.


Apart from above, a number of hearings conducted by the Commission have been attended by various officials of the respondent council.


While it is generally expected that the respondent PIO does not palter the facts and performs his functions with probity, the same is also true of an information-seeker and he cannot be termed as an exception to the rule.


It is now time to have a look at the nature of information sought in the present case.   Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005 stipulates that information shall be provided in the form in which it is sought unless the resources of a Public Authority are disproportionately diverted, which means information sought as such can be declined.  However, the fact remains that without applying the provisions of Section 7(9) of the RTI Act, 2005, despite the information sought being voluminous, was provided on many occasions.   

Further, in the peculiar facts and circumstances of the case, it is altogether difficult, if not impossible, to pin-point an official responsible for whatever delay has taken place.  Hence no order as to any penalty.  The matter has already taken a long time.   To continue with a case till infinite, could not have been the intent of the framers of the RTI legislation.     


So  far as the information sought is concerned, in the opinion of the Commission, complete information as per the original application dated 01.10.2007 stood provided to the complainant by the respondent vide letter No. 37/RTI/MC/2008 dated 29.01.2008.    However, the complainant has been seeking further clarification on various points of information which is not covered under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005 and hence the same cannot be gone into any further.

 
Still further, in the hearing dated 13.06.2012, Sh. Bhushan Singh Rana, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Sirhind has tendered a duly sworn affidavit dated 12.06.2012 stating that whatever information was available in the records had already been supplied to the  complainant and no more information as sought by the complainant is available in their records.


In the light of the observations made hereinabove, the Commission holds that complete information as per the original requisition dated 01.10.2007 of the complainant stands provided to him as available in the records of the respondent, vide its various communications.  


The complainant has also been duly and adequately compensated for the financial and other detriments suffered by him during the pendency of the present complainant.


In the above noted terms, the case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.








            Sd/-
Chandigarh





    (B.C. Thakur

Dated: July 18, 2012


State Information Commissioner
