STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Jangi Lal, Supdt (Retd),

# 3537/8, Katra Safaid,

Amritsar.

                                                           -----Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o XEN, Water Supply & Sanitation (GW)

Division, Amritsar.




                   ----Respondent

CC No.976/2010






        ORDER
Present: -
Shri Jangi Lal, Complainant in person.



Shri Ramesh Kumar, SDO-cum-APIO, on behalf of Respondent.


Case was heard in the presence of both the parties.

2.   
 
In compliance of the earlier order dated 7.4.2010, information has been supplied to the Complainant and he stated that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. The case is hereby disposed of.




Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Mehar Chand,

S/o Shri Milkhi Ram,

Cinema Road, Mansa.                                                                                ----Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Mansa.                                                                                ----Respondent

CC No.758 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri S.K.Gulati,PIO-cum-Executive Officer and Shri Rajinder Kumar,   Junior Assistant, on behalf of Respondent.


In compliance of the earlier order dated 31.3.2010, PIO appeared before the Commission and he stated that information has already been delivered to the Complainant on 7.4.2010 by hand and a copy of the same has also been placed on  Commission’s record. He also placed a receipt of Complainant duly signed by him on Commission file.

2.

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


3.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                             State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road, Kurali.





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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, Kurali.









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

CC No.1383 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Lokesh Kumar, Complainant in person.

Shri Kewal Krishan, APIO-cum-Accountant and Rajesh Kumar, Clerk     on behalf of Respondent.


Heard both the parties.

2.  
 
Shri Lokesh‘s complaint dated 6.3.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 1.1.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken up for hearing today.

3.   

During the course of hearing, he pleaded that in response to the RTI application, dated 1.1.2010, the PIO replied to the Complainant on 17.2.2010 by registered post. Thus, reply was given in 47 days instead of 30 days as stipulated in the RTI Act, 2005. The Complainant further pleaded that he may be provided financial compensation from the PIO as applicable in RTI Act.

4.

The PIO has furnished information asked for, there is no denial of information. The PIO should have responded and furnished the information within 30 days. In the instant case, the PIO’s reply was due on 31st January, 2010 as the application was submitted 1.1.2010, there is thus a delay of 17 days, PIO is responsible for violation of Section 7(1) which requires information asked for, should be furnished within 30 days. He is directed to explain why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant.

5.
 
The PIO submitted that as the information was not in the custody of PIO, it relates to the third party-Sh.Indu Shekhar, S/o Shri Mukand Lal and the PIO has written
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to him on 28.1.2010. When he received the information from the party, he delivered the same to the Complainant.
6.

I am of the view PIO is not to be considered custodian of information. There is no willful delay or malafide intention to conceal the information. I am satisfied with the reply of the PIO. The Complainant is not liable to get any compensation. 



Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers,

Railway Road, Kurali.





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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council, Kurali.









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

CC No.1306 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Lokesh Kumar, Complainant in person.

Shri Kewal Krishan, APIO-cum-Accountant and Rajesh Kumar, Clerk     on behalf of Respondent.

 
Heard both the parties.

2.  
 
Shri Lokesh‘s complaint dated 6.3.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 4.1.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken up for hearing today.

3.

In this case the Complainant stated that there is a delay of about 106 days in providing the information. He sought compensation for pursuing the case in the Commission. The Respondent stated that there were two informations sought vide RTI application dated 4.1.2010, i.e. (i) relates to Mr.Rajesh Kumar, Clerk and (ii) relates to Mr.Sher Singh, Clerk. Shri Sher Singh, Clerk was not available to receive that portion of request regarding which information was to be supplied to Shri Lokesh Kumar, Complainant and matter came in the knowledge of the PIO when he has received reminder from Mr.Lokesh Kumar, Complainant. In pursuance of that reminder, the Respondent supplied information on 20.4.2010 and uploaded the same information on Website of the Department.

4.  

I have seen that state of affairs has come up only on account of the absence of adequate machinery in handling the RTI application. Hence the compensation be awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him to pursue the case in the Commission. Directions are given to the Public Authority to pay compensation of Rs.500/-(Rs.Five Hunred only) to the Complainant.
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With this, the complaint is closed and disposed of.
  
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Sham Singh Harike,

R/o B-1-803,

Prem Nagar,

Bindrban Road, 

Civil Lines,

Ludhiana.



                                        -------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Ludhiana Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.



                                          ------Respondent

CC No.869 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on the the Complainant.



Shri Promod Sharma, XEN on behalf of Respondent.


In the earlier order dated 7.4.2010, the Respondent was absent. Today, Shri Promod Sharma, XEN appeared on behalf of the 
PIO and pleaded that information is 35 years old and there is acute shortage of staff and time. He sought more time to provide information, therefore, one more opportunity is granted to the PIO to do the needful as expeditious as possible before the next date of hearing.

2.

As the matter has already been delayed, the case is adjourned to 26.05.2010 at 2.00 PM.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

          

After the hearing in the case was over, Shri Sham Singh Harike and Shri Jaswinder Singh, Advocate appeared before the Commission and pleaded for issuing show cause notice to the PIO. The Complainant sought compensation for the detriment
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suffered by him in pursuing the case under Section 19(8)(b) in the Commission and penalty for the PIO for not providing the information in time under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.










        Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Shivrattan Singh,

162-L, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana.






                    ------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.



          ------Respondent

CC No.1285 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Promod Sharma, XEN and Shri Kuldip Singh, Clerk,on behalf of   Respondent.


Shri Shivrattan Singh’s complaint dated 19.3.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 14.1.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken up for hearing today in his absence. 

2.

The Respondent submitted that information was to be given today in the Court to the Complainant, but he is not present today. He brought a copy of information for Commission record.
3.

As the information has not been supplied to the Complainant, the PIO was directed to send photocopy of the information sought to him by registered post.


 
To come up on 17.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.
 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Narinder Kumar,

R/o 8200/IB New Maya Nagar,

Street No.15, Near Tubewell

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.




                       --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  



               -------Respondent
CC No.1246 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Narinder Kumar, Complainant in person.


Shri Kuldip Singh,Clerk on behalf of PIO/Respondent.



Shri Narinder Kumar‘s complaint dated 16.3.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 25.9.2009, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken up for hearing today in the presence of the parties. 

2.

The Complainant sought information as how many applications under RTI Act have been received by Improvement Trust, Ludhiana from 2005 to till date and details of the subject of applications in which reply has been given and in which no reply has been given by the Department. Having no response from the PIO, he has filed complaint to the Commission. 

3.   

Today, during the course of hearing, Shri Kuldip Singh, Clerk on behalf of the PIO submitted that he has offered the Complainant to visit his office and inspect the relevant record. But he denied. He further states that the record is voluminous and there is a shortage of staff. In view of above fact, it will be appropriate that the Complainant may visit the office and the relevant record will be shown to him and whatever record or document he wishes to take, will be given after charging the necessary fees. It is mutually agreed that the date of visit will be fixed on Telephone/Mobile.


 
To come up on 17.05.2010 at 2.00 PM.

 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Narinder Kumar,

R/o 8200/IB New Maya Nagar,

Street No.15, Near Tubewell

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.



                                ---------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.







              --------Respondent

CC No.1242 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Narinder Kumar, Complainant in person.



Shri Kuldip Singh,Clerk on behalf of PIO/Respondent.



Shri Narinder Kumar‘s complaint dated 17.3.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 29.12.2009, made to the address of PIO, O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. has been taken up for hearing today. 

2.

The Complainant stated that he has received no information from the PIO till date. The Respondent fails to explain as to how the delay has taken place. Commission has taken a serious view of this attitude of the Respondent. The Respondent is hereby directed to provide information before the next date of hearing. If the Respondent does not comply with the directions of the Commission, action pertaining to show cause notice will be taken against him under the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005. 


 
To come up on 17.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.
 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

           STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Jaspreet Singh,

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh Saini,

VPO: Laroya via Bhogpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Jaladhar.





          ----------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Bhogpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.









    ----------Respondent

CC-1297/10
ORDER

Present:  None for the complainant.

               Shri Harjinder Singh, PIO/BDPO, Bhogpur
               Shri Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Officer
The complainant  filed a complainant with the Commission on 19.03.2010  that his RTI applications dated 16.10.2009 have not been attended to. In one of his applications he has been given wrong information in regard to Para No. 1  and in the case of   other application,  no information has been supplied to him.
2.     
The PIO/BDPO stated that the information which has been provided to the complainant vide their letter No.1381 dated 16.11.2009 is on the basis of record and is correct.  He has produced  a copy of the same before the Commission which has been placed on record.  A perusal of the same shows that no proceedings had been done with regard to the statements made by Panches & Sarpach till
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16.10.2009. He further stated that the proceedings had been done on 9.12.2009 and he also produced the relevant record which was taken on record of the Commission.   As regards the contention of the complainant that the proceedings had been done as per the application filed by the Gram Panchayat, the respondent stated that these proceedings were started on 09.12.2009  after the reply  was given to the complainant. I am of the view that necessary information has been provided to the complainant as was available on the record. 
3          I have perused the record.  It is seen that information supplied to the complainant is satisfactory.  Hence the reply given by the PIO is correct  as the office proceedings have been made after the reply was given to the complainant. There is no need of further action to be taken by the Commission in this case.

4
 As regards his other application, it has been stated that the information has been sent to the complainant on 22.04.2010.  However, no proof of providing the information has been produced.  The complainant has also not sent any intimation about the same.  
5.          For confirmation, the case is adjourned to 17.05.2010.
   








             Sd/-      
Chandigarh





            (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)                   Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

          
 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Joginder Singh,

R/o Vill-Gopalpur,

PO: Kathu Nangal,

Block Majitha,

Distt. Amritsar.








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

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Amritsar.









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

CC-1259/10
ORDER

Present: Complainant in person

              Shri Gurpartap Singh, APIO on behalf of the DDPO, Amritsar

            The complainant filed a complainant with the Commission on 18.03.2010 that his RTI application dated 16.7.2009 made to the PIO/DDPO, Amritsar has not been attended to so far

2          During the course of hearing, the APIO stated that the complainant sought information regarding his representation made to the Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar.  The Deputy Commissioner, Amritsar had forwarded the same to the DDPO, Amritsar who transmitted the same to the BDPO, Majitha who provided the information to the complainant on 24.2.2010.

3          After hearing both the parties, I have come to the conclusion that the matter relates  to illegal encroachment  of land of the village, Gopalpura and the complainant wants to take action for removal of  the same.  So far as the information is concerned, the respondent claims that they have taken action on the representation. It seems that  the complainant wants to  take action against the persons who had made the encroachment. It has been made clear to him that this is not within the purview of the commission to take such actions and for  redressal  of such grievances, he may approach the competent authority or a court of law.   
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4.          The case stands disposed of with the above observations.

 









     Sd/-
 Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Hardip Singh

S/o Sh. Sohan Singh

# 67-68, Ashok Nagar

Nandanpur Rord,

Maqsudan, Jalandhar,




                                                                                 ----Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Tehsildar Gurdaspur.                                                                            ----Respondent

CC-689/2010

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person


None for the respondent 

       The complainant states that in compliance of the order dated 31.03.2010, he was allowed by the PIO to inspect the records.  Accordingly, he inspected the records and got the necessary documents.  He further states that he has received the required information and is fully satisfied with the same. He has also produced a copy of the document obtained from the PIO which has been taken on record.
3          In view of the above, the case stands disposed of 










        Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Sandeep Singh Panch,

S/o Shri Lachhman Singh,

R/o Vill-Abul Khurana,

Tehsil, Malout, Distt. Mukatsar.
                                          -------------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development &

Project Officer, Lambi,

District: Mukatsar.



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

CC No.1258/2010
ORDER
Present:     
Complainant in person.
                
 Mrs.Manjit Kaur, PIO/CDPO.
 
Shri Sandeep Singh filed a complaint dated 18.03.2010 with the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 14.12.2009 made to the CDPO, Lambi for delay in providing him information regarding recruitment  of Anganwari workders.
2           
During the course of hearing, the complainant stated that the inforamtion has been provided to him by the PIO only after a notice was issued by this Commission. The said information was required by him to produce in a court case but was not provided to  him within a prescribed period  of 30 days.   Since there is delay of more than 3 months in supplying him the said information, the PIO should be ordered to pay him compensation for the delay and harassment caused to him.
3           
The PIO who was present in the court was not able to expalin the delay in supplying of the information. She admitted that the delay  was on the part of her office.
                                                                                    Cont…p/2  




 
              -2-

4.          
 After hearing both the parties, I am of the view that the delay has occured due to negligence on the part of the PIO in dealing with the RTI application for which she is squarely responsible. The asked for information was very specific and should have been supplied within the prescribed period as envisaged in Section 7(I) of the RTI Act.   I take serious view of such delays in supplying of the information and causing unnecessary harassment to the complainants which is against the spirit of RTI Act.   It is a fit case where compensation should be awarded to the complainant.  Accordingly, a sum of Rs. 1000/- is awarded to the complainant which should be paid to him by the office of PIO.  The PIO present in the court offered to pay the said compensation to the complainant today itself and has been paid which has been duly received by the complainant under due receipt.
5           
 In view of the above, the case is disposed of.        
 







                  Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 26.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

