STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mandeep Singh, 

Manager, Claims Department,

Future Generali India Insurance Company Ltd.,

SCO No. 55, Amway Building, 

Behind District Shopping Complex,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.




           Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o District Transport Officer,

Gurdaspur.






         Respondent

CC -  3853/2011

Order

Present:
None for the Complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Baldev Singh Randhawa, MVI


The complainant was not present in the last hearing dated 25.01.2012 despite the fact that the respondent, vide letter no. 2682 dated 20.10.2011, had communicated to him that record pertaining to DL No. 9424/DL was not traceable in their office.   However, due to non-appearance of the complainant, the case was adjourned to 18.04.2012.


Today, Sh. Baldev Singh Randhawa, MVI, appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO, has informed that after receipt of notice from the Commission, the record pertaining to DL No. 9424 dated 21.01.2010 was again searched by their office; the same was traced out and accordingly, the information on 4 points as sought by the complainant, was sent to him vide letter dated 04.04.2012 under the signatures of the DTO, Gurdaspur.  Sh. Randhawa further states that the complainant felt satisfied with the information provided.


In view of the submissions made by the respondent; and taking into account the fact that the complainant has not appeared in today’s hearing and apparently, he is satisfied with the information, the present case is hereby closed and disposed of. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Shri Chhinda,

V.P.O.: Dodh,

Tehsil & District: Ferozepur.




     …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and 
Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.







 
First Appellate Authority,

O/o District Development and Panchayat Officer,

Ferozepur.







 …Respondents

AC - 1377/2011

Order

Present:
Appellant Chhinda in person.
For the respondent: S/Sh.  Gurvinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Mamdot along with Balkaran Singh, Panchayat Officer.


In the earlier hearing dated 25.01.2012, BDPO, Mamdot was directed to supply the correct and complete information to the appellant within a period of three weeks, by post.   It was also made clear that in case the requested information is not provided within the above said time, the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 would be invoked against the PIO.


Sh. Balkaran Singh, Panchayat Officer, appearing on behalf of the respondent, states that the information was to be provided by the Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Dodh, Tehsil Mamdot, who was placed under suspension in the month of November, 2011 and the present incumbent has taken over only on 26.03.2012.


The Panchayat Officer and the Panchayat Secretary, appearing before the Commission have handed over the requisite information to the appellant today.   Upon perusal of the same, the appellant felt satisfied.


In view of the facts narrated above, the invocation of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 is no  longer warranted.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-`
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh,

S/o Shri Darbara Singh, 

Village: Mohre Wala(Rajejang Farm),

P.O.: Dheera   Pattra,

Tehsil & District:  Ferozepur.




        …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer-cum-

Returning Officer SGPC Halqa 18, 

Mamdot-cum-District Transport Officer, 

Ferozepur.



First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.







…Respondents

AC - 1400/2011

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.


For the respondent: Sh. Ravinder Singh, Clerk. 


In the earlier hearing dated 25.01.2012, respondent PIO was directed to provide the requisite information to the appellant within a period of three weeks failing which the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 would be invoked against him.


Today, Sh. Ravinder Kumar, appearing on behalf of the respondent, tendered a written acknowledgment dated 16.04.2012 from the appellant Sh. Gurcharan Singh regarding receipt of complete, correct and satisfactory information from the respondent.


Therefore, the case is hereby closed and disposed of. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh Kang, 

# 421, Ward No. 1,

Samrala, District: Ludhiana.




…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Education Officer (SE),

Ludhiana.







 …Respondent

CC - 3805/2011

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Darshan Singh Kang in person.


For the respondent: Dr. Charanjit Singh, Dy. DEO (SE)-cum-PIO


In the earlier hearing dated 25.01.2012, Sh. Darshan Singh Kang, the complainant intimated the Commission that no information had been provided to him in response to his RTI application dated 29.08.2011 and accordingly, since no one was present on behalf of the respondent, the PIO, office of DEO (SE) Ludhiana was directed to supply complete, correct and authentic information to the complainant by registered post within a period of three weeks with a copy to the Commission, failing which the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 would be invoked against him.


Today Dr. Charanjit Singh, PIO, states that the requisite information had been sent to the complainant by registered post under the cover of their letter dated 14.02.2012.  However, the complainant states that this information is irrelevant and was never sought by him. 


Perusal of the information supplied corroborates the statement of the complainant.  In view of the careless approach of the PIO, the Commission hereby imposes a penalty of Rs. 2, 000/- (Rupees Two Thousand Only) upon the PIO -  Dr. Charanjit Singh, Dy. DEO (SE), Ludhiana, for the delay caused in providing the information.  This amount is to be recovered from the salary of the PIO and deposited in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time.  An attested copy of the receipted challan shall be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing for its records.

In addition, the Commission also hereby awards a compensation of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) which is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. the Secretary School Education, Govt. of Punjab, Chandigarh by means of a demand draft.


D.E.O. (SE) Ludhiana is directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing along with the documents evidencing deposit of the penalty in the State Treasury and payment of the compensation to the complainant.


PIO is directed to ensure that before the next date fixed, complete, 
                                                                                        Contd..p/2
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correct and authentic information is provided to Sh. Darshan Singh Kang, with a copy of the information so provided to be produced before the Commission for its perusal and records.


To come up on 20.06.2012.









Sd/-`

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
Secretary School Education, 

Govt. of Punjab, 

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9,

Chandigarh.

For compliance as directed hereinabove.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dinesh Chadha,

V.P.O.: Barwa, District: Ropar.




      …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.








 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o District Transport Officer,   

Ludhiana.







 …Respondents

AC -  1380/2011

Order

Present:
None for the parties.
 
In the earlier hearing dated 25.01.2012, while the appellant was not present, Sh. Tarlochan Singh, ADTO had put in appearance on behalf of the respondent and stated that since the information sought was voluminous, the appellant had been asked to inspect the record and identify the specific information required by him. 


Accordingly, appellant was directed to inspect the records in the respondent office on any working day during office hours as per his RTI application, within 15 days’ time and specify the documents required.  It was further made clear that in case the appellant does not appear in the hearing today i.e. 18.04.2012, it shall be presumed that he is no longer interested in the information or he does not  want to pursue the matter any further.


In view of the facts noted above, the present case is, therefore, hereby closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Krishna Nand Sharma,
H. No. 45, Street No. 1,

Jujhar Nagar,

Near Vaishno Devi Mandir,

Patiala.







…Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Roop Nagar







…Respondent

CC No. 365/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Krishna Nand Sharma in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Ram Kumar, Assistant Trust Engineer.


Vide an RTI application dated 19.10.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Roop Nagar, complainant sought certain information on a number of points for the period 01.04.2005 till date.  Failing to get any timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission which was received in its office on 08.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

Sh. Ram Kumar, Asstt. Trust Engineer, appearing on behalf of the PIO states that he has already sent the information to the complainant vide letter dated 12.03.2012.  However, the complainant states that he has perused the information and the same is completely irrelevant.


In view of the submissions made by the complainant, Sh. Jawahar Lal Sivia, Executive Officer-PIO, Improvement Trust, Roop Nagar is directed to be present personally on the next date of hearing.   He is also directed to ensure that complete, correct and duly authenticated information under his signatures is supplied to the complainant within a period of three weeks, free of cost, under registered cover.   A spare copy of the information so supplied should also be sent to the Commission for perusal and records.

Executive Officer-PIO shall also explain his position in writing, through a self-attested affidavit regarding the delay cause in supplying the information 
CC-365/12                                -2-

and the detriments suffered by the complainant and as to why the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) and Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 should not be invoked against him.


To come up on 22.05.2012.








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
Sh. Jawahar Lal Sivia,



Executive Officer-cum-PIO,



Improvement Trust,



Roop Nagar.



For compliance as directed hereinabove. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Ashok Kumar,
VPO Ratewal,

Tehsil Balachaur,

Distt. Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar



   …Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & 
Panchayat Officer,

Balachaur.







    …Respondent

CC No. 372/12
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Ashok Kumar in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Sukhpal Singh, BDPO, Balachaur.


Complainant, vide an RTI application dated 25.05.2011 addressed to the BDPO-PIO, Balachaur sought certain information pertaining to Gram Panchayat, Rattewal.  Failing to get any timely response within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission which was received in the office on 09.02.2012 and accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 


Today, both the complainant and the respondent are present.


The complainant has tendered a written acknowledgement regarding receipt of complete, correct and satisfactory information and further requesting the Commission to close the present case.


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








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Piare Lal, 

# 555-B, Aggar Nagar,

Ludhiana.







…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Zone-A,
Ludhiana.






 
…Respondent

CC - 06/2012

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

In the earlier hearing dated 01.02.2012 conducted through video conferencing, it was noted that the complainant, vide his RTI application dated 12.04.2011 addressed to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone-A, Ludhiana sought information regarding the time period by which the development scheme under Master Plan Area – Madhu Puri, Koocha No. 7, Block No. 6, Ward No. 20, East Ludhiana-8 adjoining Budha Nala would be completed.   The present complaint was filed with the Commission on 21.12.2011 when no information was provided to the complainant. 


Since no information had been provided to the complainant till the last date of hearing, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to ensure supply of the requisite information to the applicant-complainant within a period of three weeks by the PIO under registered cover.  It was also made clear that failure to do so on the part of PIO would entail him to action under Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Today again, no one has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.  In the circumstances, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to intimate the name and designation of the present PIO of the Municipal Corporation Zone-A along with a list of the officers who remained designated PIOs during the relevant period i.e. from 12.04.2011 till date.   He is further directed to ensure personal 
appearance of the present PIO in the hearing before the Commission on the next date fixed.  The PIO should also be directed to provide complete, correct 
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and authentic information to the complainant within three weeks’ time under intimation to the Commission.

The PIO, on the next date of hearing, shall also tender a self-attested affidavit explaining the reasons for the delay caused in providing the information to the applicant-complainant and to state 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.


To come up on 20.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:
1.
Principal Secretary Local Govt.




Punjab, 




Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,




Chandigarh.

For information and taking necessary steps to improve the state of affairs prevailing in the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



2.
The Commissioner,




Municipal Corporation,




Ludhiana.




For compliance as noted hereinabove. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashok Kumar,

# 1527, Street No.5,

New Chander Nagar,

Opposite Yuvraj Nusing Home,

Ludhiana.







    …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.




 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Amritsar.







…Respondents

AC - 09  /2012

Order

Present:
None for the parties.

This case was last heard through video conferencing on 01.02.2012 when no one appeared on behalf of the respondent and the appellant had submitted that no information had been provided to him.  Accordingly, the PIO, office of Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to provide complete and correct information to the appellant within three weeks’ time under intimation to the Commission failing which the provisions of Section 20(1)(2) would be invoked against him. 


Today, a fax message dated 17.04.2012 has been received from the respondent office wherein it is stated that exactly the same information had been sought by the appellant in another case i.e. AC No. 1402/11 wherein the same stands provided and the appeal has been disposed of by S/Sh. Chander Parkash; and Surinder Awasthi, SICs, vide order dated 15.03.2012.


Also, another fax message has been received from the appellant Sh. Ashok Kumar wherein the above fact intimated by the respondent office has been confirmed.  The appellant has also requested for disposal of the appeal. 


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








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Deepti Saluja,

# 6834/3A, Street No.8, 

Mohar Singh Nagar, Ludhiana.




    …Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.





 
First Appellate Authority,
O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, 

Ludhiana.





 

…Respondents

AC - 29/2012

Order
Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 01.02.2012 conducted through video conferencing, it was noted that the appellant, vide her RTI application dated 25.08.2011 addressed to the PIO, Municipal Corporation, Zone-A, Ludhiana sought information on six points.   Getting no response within the stipulated period prescribed under the RTI Act, 2005, she filed the first appeal before the First Appellate Authority on 04.11.2011 and the instant second appeal was filed with the Commission on 29.12.2011 when still no information was provided to her. 


Since no information had been provided to the appellant till the last date of hearing, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana was directed to ensure supply of the requisite information to the applicant-appellant within a period of three weeks by the PIO under registered cover.  It was also made clear that failure to do so on the part of PIO would entail him to action under Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005.


Since the appellant is a handicapped lady, she had expressed her inability to visit Chandigarh for attending the hearings every time.


Today again, no one has appeared on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.  In the circumstances, the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is directed to intimate the name and 
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designation of the present PIO of the Municipal Corporation Zone-A along with a list of the officers who remained designated PIOs during the relevant period i.e. from 12.04.2011 till date.   He is further directed to ensure personal 
appearance of the present PIO in the hearing before the Commission on the next date fixed.  The PIO should also be directed to provide complete, correct and authentic information to the complainant within three weeks’ time under intimation to the Commission.


The PIO, on the next date of hearing, shall also tender a self-attested affidavit explaining the reasons for the delay caused in providing the information to the applicant-appellant and to state 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.


To come up on 20.06.2012.









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 

Copy to:
1.
Principal Secretary Local Govt.




Punjab, 




Mini Secretariat, Sector 9,




Chandigarh.

For information and taking necessary steps to improve the state of affairs prevailing in the office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.



2.
The Commissioner,




Municipal Corporation,




Ludhiana.




For compliance as noted hereinabove. 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurdeep Singh, 

S/o Shri Lakhvir Singh,

Village: Sherewal, 

P.O.: Tihara, Block: Sidhwan Bet,

Tehsil: Jagraon, 

District: Ludhiana.






…Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Sidhwan Bet, 

District: Ludhiana.





 
…Respondent

CC - 23 /2012

Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Gurdeep Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Tarlochan Singh, Supdt. 


In the earlier hearing dated 01.02.2012, it was noted that the complainant, vide RTI application dated 28.09.2011 addressed to the BDPO, Sidhwan Bet had sought information on 6 points relating to grants received and utilized for execution of development works in village Sherewal, Block Sidhwan Bet, Distt. Ludhiana.   It was further revealed that the BDPO, Sidhwan Bet, vide letter dated 14.10.2011 addressed to Sh. Tejinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Sherewal directed him to provide the requisite information to the complainant.   The present complaint has been filed with the Commission on 26.12.2011 when no information was provided. 


Accordingly, Sh. Tejinder Singh was directed to provide complete and correct information to the complainant within three weeks under registered covered and it was also made clear that on failure to do so, provisions of Section 20(1)(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 would be invoked against him.  He was further directed to be present in today’s hearing. 


Despite clear directions of the Commission, neither Sh. Tejinder Singh has appeared in the hearing today nor he has provided the information to the complainant.  Sh. Tejinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary has also not shown any desirability of explaining reasons for willful delay on his part in supplying the information while the RTI application is dated 28.09.2011.  However, Sh. 
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Tarlochan Singh, Superintendent stated that they have compiled and provided the information to Sh. Gurdeep Singh today.  Complainant also acknowledges the receipt of information after long delay which is against the spirit of RTI Act, 2005. 


Looking to the irresponsible approach of the Panchayat Secretary, Sh. Tejinder Singh, the Commission hereby imposes a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousand Only) on him.  Sh. Amardeep Singh, DDPO, Ludhaina is directed to deduct this amount from the salary of Sh. Tejinder Singh and deposit the same in the State Treasury under the relevant head, within a month’s time.  An attested copy of the receipted challan shall be presented before the Commission on the next date of hearing for its records.


For confirmation of compliance, to come up on 20.06.2012.









Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




   (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 18.04. 2012



 State Information Commissioner 
Copy to:-
Sh. Amardeep Singh, District Development & Panchayat Officer, Ludhaina for necessary action.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.R.S.Chauhan,






--Complainant
# 92/6, Baba Deep Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

o/o DDPO Ludhiana



CC No.29 of 2012

Present:-  1. Sh.Amandeep Singh Bains, DDPO, Ludhiana in person.


None is present on behalf of the complainant.
 ORDER




On the last date of hearing i.e. on 01.02.2012 the PIO-cum-DDPO, Ludhiana was directed to send the complete and correct information to the complainant within a period of three weeks in response to his RTI application dated 09.11.2011. He was also directed that failing to do so, provisions of section20 (1) (2) of the RTI could be invoked against the PIO-cum-DDPO Ludhiana. Sh.Amandeep Singh Bains, DDPO Ludhiana who is present in person states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter No.895 dated 11.4.2012, which has duly been acknowledged by the complainant under his signatures dated 17.04.2012. He further explains that there is absolutely no delay in supplying the information as the position of funds, which was being sought by the complainant for the development of his street NO.6-1/2, Baba Deep Singh Nagar, Ludhiana were to be provided by the competent authority after revocation of Code of Conduct imposed due to General Elections. More so, the entire staff was awfully busy with the election duties.



Since the complainant has shown his full satisfaction with the provided information, there seems to be no desirability of invoking provisions of section 20(1) and (2) of the RTI Act 2005.  In view of the above position, the case is disposed of and closed.

                                                                                      Sd/-
   ( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Pakhar Singh,






Complainant
s/o Sh.Bishan Singh,

Vill. Bains, P.O.Bhaowal, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt.Roopnagar.






Vs

The Public Information Officer,




Respondent

o/o Block Development and 
Panchayat Officer,

 Nurpur Bedi, Distt. Roopnagar.



CC No.96 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Pakhar Singh complainant in person.


None is present on behalf of the PIO/BDPO, Nurpur Bedi.
 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 18.07.2011 addressed to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi, Distt. Roopnagar, sought certain information regarding Gram Panchayat, Bains, Block Nurpur Bedi for the period between 2003 to July, 2011. Failing to get any response within the stipulated period as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission vide letter dated 10.01.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



It is observed that despite the notice dated 02.02.2012 and 29.02.2012 issued to the BDPO for supplying the complete, correct and duly authenticated information, neither the information has been supplied nor any representative of the BDPO is present in the Commission today, while the  PIO-cum-BDPO, Nurpur Bedi was directed to supply the complete, correct and authenticated, para-wise information to the complainant within a period of three weeks. It was also directed that the PIO/BDPO, Nurpur Bedi shall be personally present on the next date of hearing with a copy of the supplied information. He was further directed to bring along names and tenure of BDPOs, Nurpur Bedi who were remained posted there w.e.f. 18.07.2011 onwards so that responsibility  of the concerned PIO for non-supply of information could be fixed.



The PIO/BDPO, Nurpur Bedi is, therefore, directed to explain his position in writing by furnishing a self-attested affidavit the reasons for delay in supplying the information to the complainant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant. He is also directed to explain that why 
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he did not appear before the Commission despite the directions given on 29.02.2012. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing with one spare copy of the supplied information sent by him to the complainant within a period of two weeks from today under registered cover, free of cost. He is also directed to explain in writing through self-attested affidavit as to why provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him/public authority.



To come up for hearing on 21.06.2012.



                                                                 Sd/-






                                     ( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012



A copy of the above order is forwarded to,-

1. Deputy Commissioner, Roop Nagar.

2. Distt. Development & Panchayat Officer, Roopnagar 

for ensuring that above order of the Commission is complied with by  the BDPO, Nurpur Bedi, Distt.Roopnagar.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Randheer Singh






Complainant
s/o Sh.Kehar Singh, Vil..Niyamian,

P.O.Majatari, Tehsil Kharar,

Distt. Mohali






Vs
The Public Information Officer,




Respondent

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Kharar



CC No.363 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Sarbjit Singh, PIO-cum- Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kharar


2. Sh.Randheer Singh complainant in person.
 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 29.12.2011 addressed to the PIO, Municipal Council, Kharar sought certain information relating to his complaint dated 08.11.2011 made against Sh. Harpal Singh, Gurmail Singh, Mohinder Singh and Mewa Singh etc., Failing to get timely response as mandated in Section 7 (1) of RTI Act 2005, he filed a complaint with the Commission received in its office on 08.02.2012 and accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.



Sh.Sarbjit Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kharar, who is present in person, states that the complainant has sought the RTI information which never related to M.C.Kharar. Therefore, complainant was informed accordingly.The complainant has also given in writing vide letter received in the Commission on 14.03.2012 that CC No.363 of 2012 has no connection with Municipal Council, Kharar. He further states today that he would seek the desired  information from D.S.P.Kharar.



In view of the submissions made by the PIO-cum-E.O.Kharar as well as by the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.









Sd/-






                                ( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms.Manjeet Kaur






Complainant
w/o Sh.Teja Singh Jandu,

H.No.77, Suraj Swraj Nagar,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




Respondent

o/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Kharar.



CC No.364 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Umang Bansal Advocate for the complainant.



2.Sh.Sarbjit Singh,  PIO/EO Kharar.
 ORDER



The complainant vide an RTI application dated 13.12.2011 addressed to the PIO-cum-EO Municipal Council, Kharar sought certain information on four points. Failing to get timely response as mandated under section 7 (1) of the RTI Act 2005, the Complainant approached the Commission vide letter dated 08.02.2012 in a complaint and a notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

The PIO states that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant vide letter No.14 dated 10.04.2012. The complainant  however, states that the information is partially incorrect. The PIO, Sh. Sarbjit Singh is, therefore, directed to supply the correct and complete information to the complainant within a period of three weeks and also to explain in writing as to why provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for delaying and denying the correct information  to the complainant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by him. He is also directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing.

To come up for hearing on 21.06.2012.













                                     Sd/-






      ( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.Charanjit Singh,





Complainant
s/o Sh.Rakha Singh,

# 584, Guru Harkrishan Nagar,

Disposal Road, near Walia School,

Khanna, Distt. Ludhiana.






Vs
1.The Public Information Officer,



Respondent

o/o Principal, Govt. Sr. Secondary School,

Dhamot, Distt.Ludhiana.



CC No.354 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.Charanjit Singh complainant in person.

2. Sh.Darshan Singh Lecturer on behalf of the PIO.
 ORDER



On the last date of hearing i.e. on 07..03.2012 directions were given to Ms.Manjinder Gill, Officiating Principal, Govt. Senior Secondary School, Dhamot, Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana to supply the complete and correct information to the complainant duly attested free of cost within a period of fifteen days in respect of his RTI application dated 23.05.2011. The PIO was also directed to furnish a self-attested affidavit stating therein that correct and complete information based on record has been supplied.



The case file has been perused and it is observed that neither any information till date has been supplied to the complainant nor any reasoning for non-supply of information has been given by the PIO. 

Ms. Manjinder Gill Officiating Principal, Govt. Sr. Sec.School, Dhamot, Tehsil Payal, Distt. Ludhiana is, therefore, directed to explain by furnishing a self-attested affidavit the reasons for delay and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant. Therefore, she is further directed to explain as to why provisions of section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against her/public authority for  willfully   delaying and denying the information She is also directed to supply the complete and correct information to the complainant free of cost under her own signatures within a period of 15 days under registered post. She will also be personally present on the next date of hearing with self-attested affidavit 
                                                           Contd..p/2

CC No.354 of 2012

and spare copy of supplied information, as explained above, and also in the previous order dated 07.03.2012.



To come up for hearing on 10.05.2012.












                                                                       Sd/-






                             ( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012


A copy of above order be sent to D.E.O.(SE) Ludhiana and Ms.Manjinder Gill, Officiating Principal, Govt.Senior Secondary School, Dhamot,Tehsil Payal, Distt.Ludhiana for necessary action.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.R.S.Mahey






Appellant

1028, Bootan Mandi,

Jalandhar-144003.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




Respondent

o/o Managing Director,

Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.
2. FAA o/o Managing Director,

Managing Director,

Punjab State Small Industries & Export Corpn.,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.




AC No.978 of 2011
Present:-  1. Sh.R.S.Mahey, appellant in person.


2. Sh.Amrik Singh, APIO along with Sh. Kewal Krishan Sr. Asstt. on behalf of respondent PIO.

 ORDER



Order reserved for pronouncement on 08.05.2012.




Sd/-





                                                 ( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.U.S.Kohli,







--Complainant
# 672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar



CC No.12 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.U.S.Kohli complainant in person.


2.None on behalf of the respondent PIO.
 ORDE


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 20.03.2012 PIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar was directed to supply the complete.correct and duly attested information free of cost to the complainant within two weeks and also to explain in  writing by appearing in person on the next date of hearing, i.e. today as to why provisions of Section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by him. However, despite these directions given by the Commission, neither the PIO is present nor any reasoning has been given by him. Sh. D.P.Bhardwaj, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Mun.Corporation, Jalandhar is, therefore, afforded last opportunity to furnish self affidavit  explaining the reasons for delay for non-supply of information and for the loss and other detriments suffered by the complainant. He is directed to supply point-wise complete, correct and attested RTI information free of cost to the complainant under registered cover within fifteen days from today. He will be present on the next date of hearing, failing which no more opportunity will be given to him to explain his conduct and next course of action would be taken suo motu.



To come up for hearing on 10.05.2012.

                                                                                      Sd/-






                                ( B.C.Thakur)


    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012

A copy of the above order be sent to Sh. D.P.Bhardwaj, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar for necessary compliance.

.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. U.S.Kohli







--Complainant
# 672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.






Vs

The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

o/o Municipal Corporataion,

Jalandhar.



CC No.13 of 2012

Present:-  1. Sh. U.S.Kohli, complainant in person.


None on behalf of the respondent PIO.
 ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 20.03.2012 PIO o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar was directed to supply the complete.correct and duly attested information free of cost to the complainant within two weeks and also to explain in  writing by appearing in person on the next date of hearing, i.e. today as to why provisions of Section 20 (1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005 be not invoked against him for willfully delaying and denying the information to the complainant and for the loss and other detriments suffered by him. However, despite these directions given by the Commission, neither the PIO is present nor any reasoning has been given by him. 



The PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and Sh. Bhola Ram Goyal, Deputy Controllr, Local Audit o/o Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar are, therefore, directed to supply complete, correct, attested RTI information free of cost to the complainant within 15 days under registered cover.



Both shall furnish separate-separate self-attested affidavit explaining reasons for delay in supply of information and for as to why action against them/public authority be not taken as per Section 20(1) (2) and 19 (8) (b) of the RTI Act 2005.
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Both shall be present on next date of hearing fixed for 10.05.2012.








      Sd/-









( B.C.Thakur)


    





       State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012


A copy of the above order be sent to ,-

1. Sh. D.P.Bhardwaj, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar;

2. Sh.Bhola Ram Goyal, Deputy Controller, Local Audit, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar

                for necessary action.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

S.C.O.84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.


(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh.U.S.Kohli,







--Complainant
# 672,Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.






Vs

1.The Public Information Officer,




---Respondent

o/o Director Local Govt Punjab,
SCO.131-132, Sector 17, 
Chandigarh.



CC No.14 of 2012
Present:-  1. Sh.U.S.Kohli complainant in person.


2.Ms.Shalinder Kaur, Sr. Asstt. o/o Principal Secretary Local Govt. Punjab, Chandigarh;


3. Sh.Sujit Singh, PIO o/o Director Local Govt. Punjab;


4. Sh.Yadvinder Singh, Trust Engineer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar.
 ORDER



In view of the directions given on the last date of hearing i.e. on 20.03.2012  an affidavit has been furnished by Sh. Jatinder Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar wherein he has mentioned that the requisite information has been sent vide letter No.5316 dated 12.01.2011. However, at this the complainant states that he is being replied by the PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar about his RTI information after two years and he has been made to suffer a lot of mental, physical and financial harassment and still the reply given by the PIO in an affidavit is not that clear despite RTI application being dated 08.05.2010. Complainant presses for action against the PIO-cum- Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar under the provisions of RTI Act 2005.



The case file has been perused and it is observed that no explanation has been given by Sh.Jatinder Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Jalandhar for the show-cause notice issued to him vide order dated 20.03.2012 for action against him/public authority under provisions of RTI Act 
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2005. Therefore, he is afforded one more opportunity to comply with the directions given in the earlier order dated 20.03.2012. Sh. Jatinder Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar shall be present on the next date of hearing i.e. on 10.05.2012.








Sd/-






                                    (B .C.Thakur)
    





State Information Commissioner

Dated: 18.04.2012


A copy of above order be sent to Sh. Jatinder Singh, PIO-cum-Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Jalandhar for necessary action.
