STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. R.K.Gupta,

Environment Engineer,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Head Office, Patiala.







  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Member Secretary,

Punjab Pollution Control Board,

Environment Bhawan,

Nabha Road, Patiala.








    -------Respondent

CC No.1422 of 2010

`ORDER

Present: -
Shri R.K.Gupta, Complainant in person.

Shri Joginder Pal, APIO-cum-Assistant Personnel Officer and Shri   Pardeep Sharma,Legal Officer(HO) on behalf of PIO.


Shri R.K.Gupta‘s complaint dated 9.3.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 4.1.2010, made to the address of Member Secretary, Punjab Pollution Control Board, Patiala, seeking information pertaining to the Service Rules of the Board regarding recruitment/promotion of Board employees and other number of information, has been taken up for hearing today.

2.

Since no information was received by the Complainant within the mandatory period of 30 days, he wrote to the Chairman, PPCB. Thereafter, the Complainant received information on 9.3.2010. He was not satisfied with the information supplied to him. He further stated that information is incomplete.
3.

The Respondent submitted that this information has not been provided to the Complainant as he was not sure that whether this is information or queries, it was made clear to the PIO that information sought with regard to points No.1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8 and 9 are not questions, but these are the general instructions of the Department/Punjab Government.
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4.

The PIO is hereby directed to supply remaining information  within 10 days without further delay to the Complainant, complete in all respects. It should be sent to the Complainant with a covering letter giving reference to his original RTI application and index of documents duly paged marked and attested with a copy to the Commission. The receipt of the applicant should also be sent for Commission’s record.
5.

The Complainant has also pleaded for the compensation for the detriment and harassment suffered by him in pursuing the case in the Commission. The PIO is hereby directed to file an affidavit why the Complainant be not awarded compensation and it will be decided on merits at the next date of hearing.


 
The case is adjourned to 19.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.

 



Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Rajnish Madhok,

B-XXX/63, Street No.2,

Nehru Nagar, Railway Road,

Phagwara- 144401.








  --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Panchayat Secretary,

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Phagwara(FAA).
                                        -------Respondent

AC-340/10

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Rajnish Madhok, Complainant in person.
Shri Neeraj Kumar, BDPO (Appellate Authority) and Shri Binder   Singh, Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Rajnish Madhok‘s Second Appeal, dated 25.3.2010 to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 14.12.2009,made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken today. 

2.

The Appellant submitted that incomplete information has been provided to him and he pointed out deficiencies pointwise. The Respondent submitted that all information/ documents has/have been provided to the Appellant which has been sought by him and he has placed a copy on Commission’s file. He further submitted that the Appellant was also allowed to inspect the record for 8 (eight) hours and he was allowed to take photo-copies of the documents which he wanted. 

3.

As per the deficiencies, with regard to point No.1, I am satisfied with the reply of the PIO, all information/record has been provided to him. Regarding point No.2, i.e. checked and verification reports, it is available on Measurement Book and no separate verification report is issued. It is maintained by the JE(PR) and checked by the SDO (Panchayati Raj) and that has been provided to the Appellant also. As regards point No.3, copies of Utilization Certificates are also
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provided to him, point No.4-No separate Bill has been passed by the Gram Panchayat and point No.6-Copies of Receipt Book mentioning the purpose of receipt of grant from Government for the purpose of development has been supplied to the Appellant and copies of relevant proceedings from the Proceedings Register have also been provided to the Appellant. Regarding point Nos. 12 & 13, First Appellant Authority, i.e. BDPO Shri Neeraj Kumar assured the Commission that copies of the relevant instructions will be provided to the Appellant, free of cost, within a week by registered post under intimation to the Commission and proof of registry will also be sent to the Commission for the purpose of record.


The PIO has expressed his regrets for delay occurred in supply of information and he assured that such type of mistake will not be repeated in future. I am satisfied with the explanation given by the Respondent.


With this, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Banta Singh,

Vill-Gra, PO: Mangewal,

Tehsil: Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Ropar.








  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Ropar.








    -------Respondent

CC No.1469 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Sanjiv Kumar Garg, PIO-cum-DDPO, on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Dilbagh Singh‘s complaint dated 9.3.2010 to the Commission, received vide No.5349, dated 26.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 12.6.2009, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken up for hearing today in his absence. 

2.    

Respondent submitted that the information could not be supplied to the Complainant as he has not deposited the requisite fee.

3.     

I have gone through the facts of the case that information was in the custody of Gram Panchayat, Gra, Block Anandpur Sahib. As the PIO has to transfer the RTI application under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 to the concerned Public Authority within 6 (Six) days. Compliance has not been made by the Respondent. It has been transferred to the concerned authority after 30 days and the Complainant has been asked to deposit the requisite fee. Hence, the Complainant is not liable to deposit the fee after the stipulated time period lapsed. 
4.   

The PIO is directed to supply complete information by accessing it from which ever source it is available and provide it immediately without further delay to the Complainant, free of cost, complete in all respects before the next date of hearing. It should be sent to the Complainant with a covering letter giving reference to his original RTI application and index of documents duly page marked
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and duly attested. The receipt of the applicant should also be sent to the Commission for its record.
5.

The case is adjourned to 19.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Krishan Kumar,

S/o Shri Shanti Parkash,

R/o Corner House Nankina

Chowk, Sangrur.





         --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab Pollution Control,

Nabha Road, Patiala.





           -------Respondent

CC No.1381 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Parveen Kumar Garg,Advocate  on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Joginder Pal, APIO-cum-Assistant Personnel Officer and Shri   Pardeep Sharma,Legal Officer(HO) on behalf of PIO.



Shri Krishan Kumar filed a complaint dated 27.2.2010 to the Commission, received vide No.5035, dated 22.3.2010 with respect to his RTI application dated 20.11.2009 seeking information/ documents relating to the meeting of DPC of the Department, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken up for hearing today.

2.

The PIO had made a bland statement that information falls under Section 8 of the RTI Act, 2005 and hence could not be supplied to the Complainant.

3.

Shri P.K.Garg, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant stated that the Respondent has rejected the application on the basis of Section 8(d) of the RTI Act saying that the information sought has no relation with public function and it is an internal affairs of the Department. Contrary to this, the proviso to the Section referred to by the Respondent specifically provides that the information which cannot be denied to the legislation, the same cannot be denied to the applicant. As such, this stand taken by the Respondent for rejecting the application and denying the information has no legs to stand and the Respondent is liable to be directed to supply the information as per provisions of the RTI Act.

4.

During the course of arguments, the Respondent has conceded that the DPC held on 16.9.2009, has considered two kinds of matters, firstly, the matter
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which was within the competency of the Board, and secondly, the matter which was not within the competency of the Board, was referred to the Government along with its recommendations, for sanction.  In respect of the first type of matter, there may not be any difficulty in supplying the information and so far as the second type of matter is concerned, the Respondent has admitted that after expiry of the period for according the sanction by the Government, the matter was again referred to the Govt. for its sanction, vide its DPC meeting held on 30.12.2009 and this time sanction has been accorded by the Government.
5.

In view of the foregoing, I come to the conclusion that the information sought in respect of the Complainant’s right to be considered for promotion. The Commission, moreover, finds that proceedings/minutes of Departmental Promotion Committee are not covered by any exception provided for under Section 8 of the RTI Act. As the matter is clear and it has also been approved by the Government, hence information can be disclosed to the Complainant. The PIO is hereby directed to supply all information of DPC held on 16.9.2009 and 30.12.2009 to the Complainant.
6.

To come up on 19.05.2010 at 2.00 PM for confirmation of compliance.

 

7.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.









                   Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

VPO: KHUMANA, Tehsil Amloh,

district: Fatehgarh Sahib.







  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Amloh.




                       -------Respondent

CC No.1333 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Gurmukh Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Narinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Panchayat Secretary and   Smt.Kamaljit Kaur, APIO-cum-Superintendent, on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Gurmukh Singh filed a  complaint dated 5.3.2010, received in the Commission on 22.3.2010, to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 25.1.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken  today.

2.

During the course of hearing, the Complainant submitted that he has received information and is satisfied. As the delay has been occurred, the Respondent has expressed regrets for delay and he assured the Commission that such type of mistake will not be repeated in future. 
3.

Accordingly, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.

4.
 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




                                                                      Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Manjit Singh,

R/o House No.262, I Block-

Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.


           --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 


           -------Respondent
CC No.1350 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Gurvinderjit Singh, Complainant in person.


None on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Gurvinderjit Singh‘s complaint dated 5.3.2010, received vide No.5140, dated 22.3.2010, to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 18.1.2010, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken up for hearing today in the absence of PIO/Respondent.
2.

The Complainant sought information regarding details of plots of Shahid Bhagat Singh Nagar, Ludhiana under 0475 Acre Scheme and all other points are co-related. He further submitted that no information has been received by him till date.
3.

The Commission has taken serious view of this and casual attitude of the Respondent for pursuing the RTI application. Neither the PIO has considered it necessary to appear himself nor has he sent any communication to this effect. The PIO is hereby directed to supply information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. If he does not comply with the orders, Commission may take action against him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005.


4.
 
The case is adjourned to 19.05.2010 at 2.00 PM.

 

5.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

             SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
S/Sh. Ishar Singh & Baljit Singh Grewal,

R/o Moranwali Bishanpura Panchayat,

Backside Gurudwara

Moranwali, Tehsil: Sunam, 

District: Sangrur.





                --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Sangrur.




    -------Respondent
CC No.1420 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Ishar Singh, Complainant in person.
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO on behalf of DDPO and Shri    Param Kumar, PIO-cum-Panchayat secretary on behalf of Respondent.



Shri Ishar Singh‘s complaint dated 22.2.2010, received vide Diary No.5252, dated 25.3.2010, to the Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 20.8.2009, made to the address of PIO/Respondent has been taken today. 

2.

The Complainant stated that the Respondent has supplied information after a stipulated period of 30 days, has been lapsed. The PIO submitted that he has not received RTI application dated 20.8.2009 and he has given reply against 2.12.2009 after receiving the same from DDPO; and the information has been supplied to the Complainant on 30.12.2009.
3.

The PIO has expressed regret for delay and he assured the Commission that such type of mistake will not be repeated in future. 


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of.


 
Copies of the order be sent to the parties.










     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Gian Chand Verma,

H.No.9, Partap Nagar,

Sangrur.






       --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Near Telephone Exchange, Sangrur.



         -------Respondent

CC-1461/10
ORDER

Present: None for the complainant

               Shri Harmohan Singh, Clerk on behalf of the PIO/MC, Sangrur

 

            Shri Gian Chand Verma made a complainant dated 12.3.2010  with respect to his RTI application dated 19.01.2010 made to the address of PIO/Municipal Council, Sangrur that the information which he had asked for has not been supplied to him.

2          Shri Harmohan Singh, Clerk who appeared on behalf of the PIO/MC, Sangrur produced a covering letter No. 887 J/MC dated 22.4.2010 addressed to this Commission with a copy to Shri Gian Chand Verma-complainant whereby the information has been sent to the complainant.  Despite due and adequate notice had been sent to the complainant, he has not put his presence.  The information sent by the respondent must have been  received by him by now. 

3.   
 The case is adjourned to 19.5.2010 for confirmation.









   Sd/-


                Chandigarh





               (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 

 

 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Darshan Singh,

VPO: Naimatpur,

Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur.





         --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Child Development &

Project Officer, Malerkotla, 

Distt. Sangrur.



                                              -------Respondent

CC-1322/10

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person

              Mrs.Kanwaljit Kaur, PIO/CDPO,Malerkotla

                        The complaint  dated 02.03.2010 made to this Commission with respect to RTI application dated 8.01.2010 made to the PIO/CDPO, Malerkotla was  taken up today for hearing.

2            The PIO who appeared in person states that the information asked for by the complainant has already been sent to him by post.  On the other hand, the  complainant states that he has not received the same.  The PIO produced before the Commission a copy of the information sent to the complainant which was handed over to the complainant. After  going through the same, he stated that he is satisfied  with the information supplied to him except that of Point No.4. The PIO offered to supply the same to the complainant within a day or so by  Registered post. 

3          The PIO is directed to supply the information in respect of Point No.4  to complainant before the next date of hearing.

4          Adjourned to 19.05.2010 for compliance.










      Sd/-

Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Pritam Singh,

Chahal Street,Near-

Bus Stand, Mansa.





        --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Language Officer,

Mansa.






          -------Respondent

CC-1352/10

ORDER

Present:  None for the complainant  

Shri Balbir Singh, PIO/District Language Officer, Patiala   

Shri Satnam Singh, Appellate authority  of  District Language Office

           

 Shri Pritpal Singh  made a complainant dated 5.3.2010  to this Commission with respect to his RTI application dated 27.01.2010 made to the address of PIO/Distrit Language Officer, Mansa that the information  has been denied to him willfully and malafidely.  

2
The complainant is not present. He has sent a Fax message seeking adjournment on the ground that due to some unavoidable circumstances,  he will not be able to attend the hearing today.

2          The PIO who appeared in person  submitted that there is no willful  denial or any malafide intention on his part  to conceal the information.  As regards delay in supply of the information, he  submitted that he has  dual charge of District Mansa as well as Patiala.  Due to paucity of staff at Mansa, the complainant was requested to procure the information from Patiala office but he failed to do so.  The appellate authority who also appeared in person stated that the complainant instead of approaching him, he approached the
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Commission directly.  The information is readily available with him which could be supplied to him today itself.   He was directed to send the same to the Complainant directly by Registered post todayitself and intimate the proof of registry to the Commission  

3          In view of the facts and circumstances explained ablve, the case is disposed of and is closed  

 







                   Sd/-
 Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 

 

 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Bharat Bhushan Azad,

H.No.9/808, Mohalla Surgapuri,

Gurmel Murtikar Wali Gali,

Near Master Khushi Ram Aggarwal 

House, Kotkapura, Distt. Faridkot.



                    --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Kot Kapura.









    -------Respondent

CC-1336/10

ORDER

Present: 
Complainant in person.

                        Shri Vinod Mehta, EO, Nagal Council, Kotkapura.

 

             
Heard both the parties.  

2.    

The PIO who appeared in person states that the requisite information has been provided to the complainant.  On the other hand, the complainant who was present in person stated that he has received the information to his satisfaction.

3.          
 In view of the above, the case stands disposed of and is closed.
 








     Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 

 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh,

Plot o.75,Nagar Nigam Colony,

Outside Gilwali Gate, Amritsar.



         --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.




           -------Respondent

CC-1338/10

ORDER

 
Present:  Shri Ravneet Singh for Shri Amrik Singh, complainant

               Shri Parkash Singh, APIO/Improvement Trust, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar

 

            The complainant filed by the complainant with respect to his RTI application has been taken up today for hearing when both the parties were present.

2          The complainant states that he has already pointed out the deficiencies in the information supplied to him but still no full information has been supplied to him.  On the other hand the APIO stated that the information asked for by the complainant pertains to the record of 30 years old.  The information sought by the complainant in the form  is so voluminous that it may require huge manpower and is likely to  take at least 3 months to compile.  He thus  seeks some more time to provide the information in question. Complainant also agreed.

3          In view of the above, two months time from today is given to provide the information.  

            Adjourned to   05.07.2010 at 2.00 PM.  

 








     Sd/-
 Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh,

Plot No.75, Nagar Nigam Colony,

Outside Gilwali Gali,Amritsar.




         --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.









    -------Respondent

CC-1353/10

ORDER

Present:   Complainant in person

                 Shri Parkash Singh, APIO/Improvement Trust, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar

 

            The complainant filed by the complainant with respect to his RTI application was taken up today for hearing when both the parties were present.

2          The complainant states that no information has been supplied  to him till date. The APIO, on the other hand denied  any malafide in withholding  of the required information.  He, however, stated  that the delay has been  mainly attributable  to the fact that the information sought  is 30 years old, and the concerned file is not available and  also there is difficulty in searching out such records. He, thus, seeks more time  to provide the information in question.

3          In view of the above, two months time from today is given to provide the information.  

            Adjourned to 05.07.2010   

 








   Sd/-
 Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

President,

Nagarpalika Karamchari

Union, Pathankot,

District: Gurdaspur.







                              --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Pathankot,

District: Gurdaspur.





        -------Respondent

CC-1431/10

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person

              Shri Vijay Dogra, Accountant on behalf of the PIO/Nagar Council,Pathankot

 

            Shri Tarsem Lal filed  a complaint dated 11.3.2010 before the Commission that his RTI application  dated 18.12.2009  made to the PIO/Nagar Council, Pathankot has not been attended to and the information has not been supplied to him.

2          After hearing both the parties, it has been observed that the complainant is seeking a particular pay scale for a   post rather than any information  provided under section 7 of the RTI Act.  It is made clear to the complainant that to give a  direction to a public authority for granting a particular pay scale to a post is not within the purview of the Commission.  For such purposes,  he may approach an appropriate authority  or a court of law.

3 In view of the above, the complainant is dismissed with the above observations.

                                        Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated:28.04.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

