STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vinod Sharma,

S/o Sh. Darshan Dass Sharma,

H.No. 16415, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

St NO. 17/3, Bathinda.

        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Bathinda.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2745 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Vinod Sharma, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Kishor Bansal, ACE on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Sh. Kishor Bansal states that he has joined as ACE about a month back. He further states that he has seen the site of the Complainant’s house for which information has been demanded by the Complainant. He further states  that action will be taken  within one month.
3.
Adjourned to 20.08.09 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  3rd    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagir Singh,

S/o Sh. Sundar Singh,

Vill- Bhandher, P.O-Pulltibri,

Tehsil & Distt-Gurdaspur.
         …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Gurdaspur.
……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 3098 of 2008

Present:
Nemo for the parties.
ORDER


During the hearing dated 21.04.09, Tehsildar Gurdaspur  was directed to be present on 03.06.09. Tehsildar , Gurdaspur was absent on the hearing on 03.06.09. He was again directed to be personally present on 03.07.09. It is observed that Tehsildar, Gurdaspur has again failed to attend the hearing inspite of repeated orders of the Commission.
 

2.
In view of the foregoing, Tehsildar Gurdaspur  is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him for not attending the hearing inspite of orders of the Commission.  He should file a written reply in response to the show cause notice. In addition to the written reply Tehsildar Gurdaspur is hereby  given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing. He  may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the  opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed  that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte.
3.
Adjourned to 21.08.09 (02.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.




Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd  July  , 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lachhman Singh,

H.No. 58, St No. 9,

Malhotra Colony,

Ropar.
            …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Ropar.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No.  2259 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Lachhman Singh, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Charanjit Singh, Deputy Divisional Forest Officer on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that letter No. 813 dated 25.04.1991 issued by the DFO is not available in their record. If original letter is provided by the Complainant, he will authenticate the same after verifying the record. Respondent further states that Complainant has also sought copy of the letter which was written by Complainant himself while he was Range Officer, Kharar on 30.04.1991, but as per dispatch register of the R.O. office, no such letter was dispatched. As per record this letter does not exist, so copy of the same cannot be supplied. Complainant is advised to make available a copy of the letter which he wants to be authenticated by the Respondent. On the Complainant doing so, the Respondent shall authenticate the document after verifying its genuineness. 

3.
Adjourned to 24.07.09 (02.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd    July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lachhman Singh,

H.No. 58, St No. 9,

Malhotra Colony,

Ropar.
            …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Ferozepur.

……………………………..Respondent

   CC No. 2260 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Lachhman Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Sawran Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant sought information vide his letter 26.02.08 from PIO O/o District Forest Officer, Ferozepur.  Respondent vide his letter dated 29.03.08 wrote to the Complainant to intimate the subject matter of the letter for which information had been sought by the Complainant.  

3.
Complainant vide his letter dated 26.05.08 submitted his reply that sought for letter  is regarding medical  reimbursement.  Complainant further gave reminders vide his letters dated 26.07.08 and 16.08.08 to provide the sought for information. On not receiving information, Complainant filed complaint with the Commission vide his letter dated 24.09.08.

4.
Commission issued notice of hearing to the PIO and hearing was fixed for 12.12.08. Neither the PIO nor his representative attended any of the three hearings fixed for 12.12.08, 23.01.09 & 05.03.09. Complainant at his level contacted the Respondent and informed him about next date of hearing which was fixed for 17.04.09. Sh. Swaran Lal, APIO attended the hearing on 17.04.09 but did not file the reply in response to the 
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show cause notice issued to the PIO. Respondent was again directed to file reply to the show cause notice. He was also directed to show cause as to why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment suffered by him due to non supply of information.

5.
In his affidavit, PIO has submitted that he was not aware of the proceedings pending before the Commission. The demanded document does not relate to their office and was not in his custody. The document demanded being more than 22 years old was not traceable.  After making efforts, the copy of the said letter No. 26900 dated 31.03.87 issued by Chief Conservator of Forest Punjab, Chandigarh was traced out from the office of Chief Conservator of Forest Punjab, Chandigarh and supplied to the Complainant.
6.
Respondent has asked the Complainant today in the Commission to intimate whether any other document/s is/are still required by him as per his RTI application. He states that he shall supply the attested copies of the documents so intimated if those documents on the record. Complainant has stated that he shall apprise the Respondent about the documents still required by him. Respondent is directed to provide authenticated copies of the documents as demanded by the Complainant if the same are available on record and are not exempt from disclosure.
7.
I have given my thoughtful consideration to the reply submitted by the PIO in respect to the show cause notice.  I am of the view  that there is nothing to suggest the existence of any mala fides on the part of the Respondent. It however, transpires that the delay in the supply of information occurred on account of the failure on the part of the Respondent public authority to put the appropriate mechanism for serving the RTI request in place. The systemic deficiencies obtaining in the DFOs Office, Ferozepur in the matter of processing and serving the RTI requests are, to my mind, primarily responsible for the delay in the supply of information.  

8.
I am, therefore, of the view that ends of the justice would be met if instead of penalizing the Respondent, PIO, under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005, suitable compensation is awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him on account of the delayed supply of information.
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9.
A sum of Rs.4000/- (Rs. Four thousand only) by way of compensation is, therefore, awarded to the Complainant. This amount shall be payable by the DFOs  office within 15 days. The penalty proceedings under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 against the Respondent, PIO are hereby dropped. 

10.
Adjourned to 24.07.09 (02.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd  July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh,

# 206, Krishna Basti,

Near Maszid, Sangrur.

              …………………………….Applicant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Guru Nanak High School, 

Sunami Gali, Sangrur.

……………………………..Respondent

MR-109 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Jaswinder Pal Singh, the Applicant


(ii) None is present on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Applicant states that as directed by the Commission vide order dated 20.04.09, Respondent has not provided the complete information. He further states he should be compensated  for the delay and mental harassment  suffered by him due to non supply of information.
3.
I, therefore, direct the Respondent to show cause why penalty be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act 2005 for not supplying the information within the statutorily prescribed period of time.  The Respondent may file his affidavit within 15 days with a copy to the Applicant.  It is also directed that whatever deficiencies remain in the matter of information demanded by the Applicant should be made good before the next date of hearing.  
4.
Adjourned to 21.08.09 (02.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Kirpal Singh Gill,

 S/o Sh. Dalip Singh Gill,

R/o H.No.2, Vikas Vihar,

Civil Lines, Patiala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub-Registrar,
Dera Bassi.

………………………………..Respondent

 CC No. 1226 of 2009

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rajiv Kumar, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant has informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied. No further action is required.

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


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jagir Singh,
Junior Assistant (Redt),

VPO-Bhawanipur,

Tehsil & Distt- Kapurthala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (SE) Pb,
Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

 CC No. 1190 of 2009

Present:
(i) Sh. Jagir Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Nachatter Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is satisfied with the information provided. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd  July, 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Smt. Asha Rani,
11-L, Hera Bagh,
Jagraon, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI (S), Pb,
Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

        

CC No. 1192 of 2009


Present:
(i) Smt. Asha Rani, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Nachatter Singh, Suptd. on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard

2.
 Respondent states that sought for information has been provided to the Complainant, today in the Commission. Complainant states that she is satisfied with the information provided.  No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd July , 2009

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Lakhvir Singh,

S/o Sh. Mohinder Singh,

VPO-Jadhwal, Tehsil-Samrala,

Distt- Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM,

Samrala.

………………………………..Respondent

        

CC No. 1230 of 2009


Present:
(i) Sh. Lakhvir Singh, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Baldev Krishan, Head Clerk on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
 Complainant states that he has been provided with incomplete information for item no.2. Copies of the proceedings and other connected letters with the case i.e. suspension order of Patwari Avtar Singh has not been provided.  Respondent states that Complainant should visit his office on 06.07.09 (Monday). All the sought for documents available in their office will be provided to the Complainant.  Complainant states that he has filed application for information with the Deputy Commissioner , Ludhiana  and it is the duty of the PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner  to provide him all the information sought by him.    Respondent is directed to ensure that all the information demanded by the Complainant be provided to him before the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 21.08.09 (02.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 3rd July , 2009

