STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Sham Lal Saini,

H.No.5/30-A,

Ramgali, N.W.Bagh,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secy., to Govt., of Pb,

Finance Deptt, Chandigarh.

2.
Public Information Officer (in Education Branch -2),

O/o Secretary Education (Schools) Pb, 

Mini Sectt. Sector 9, 

Chandigarh
………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1133 of 2009

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

(ii) Sh. Madan Lal Garg, Suptd. Grade-I , O/o Finance Department and Smt. Jeet Kaur, Suptd. Grade-I, O/o Department of Education on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Sh. Madan Lal Garg, Suptd. Grade-I appeared on behalf of the Respondent no.1 states that the compensation amounting to Rs. 3000/- (Rs. Three Thousand only) has already been paid to the Complainant vide their letter dated 30.11.2010. Copy of the draft is taken on record.
3.
Smt. Jeet Kaur, Suptd. Grade-I, O/o Department of Education appeared on behalf of the Respondent no. 2 states that she was under the impression that this compensation is to be paid by Sh. Balwant Singh, who was the PIO at that time when information was sought. It has been made clear to the Respondent that this compensation amounting to Rs. 3000/- (Rs. Three thousand only) is to be paid by the Public Authority i.e. office of Secretary Education of Schools, Punjab, not by the PIO. 
4.
PIO, O/o Secretary Education is again directed to ensure that the payment of compensation is paid before the next date of hearing.  Copy of the order shall be sent to Secretary, Education (school) to ensure that payment of compensation is made by his office before the next date of hearing.
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5.
Adjourned to 03.06.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
CC: Secretary Education (school), Mini Sectt. Sector 9, Chandigarh

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mohan Singh,

Partap House, Jeewan Nagar,

Focal Point, Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Land Acquisition,

Udyog and Commerce,

Sector-17, Buys Building,

Chandigarh.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 566 of 2011

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

(ii) Smt. Parminder Kaur, Sr. Assistant and Sh.Jaswant Rai, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

3.
On the last date of hearing, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed an affidavit in response to the order showing cause.  Respondent has submitted that notice of hearing has not been received in their office. The reply submitted by the Respondent is found satisfactory, the show cause notice is hereby, dropped.  

2.         Complainant states that complete information has not been provided to him so far. All the points have been discussed in the Commission today in the presence of the Respondent and Complainant. Respondent has agreed to provide complete information before the next date of hearing.

4.         Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                                                   


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mangal Singh,

S/o Kala Singh,

VPO. Burewal,

Tehsil-Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Sultanpur Lodhi,

Distt-Kapurthala.

First Appellate Authority.

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Kapurthala.
………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 92 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Mangal Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Mewa Singh, Kanugo on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that Complainant has already been informed vide their letter dated 11.04.11 to deposit the requisite fee and get the information. Complainant is advised that since the government has fixed the revenue fee to procure such information, he should pay the fee and get the information. Respondent should ensure that complete information is given to the Appellant on receipt of RTI fee.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, 

B.O. 167-B, Industrial Estate,

Miller Ganj, Ludhiana

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 819 of 2011

Present:
(i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Mohan Singh, Junior Draftsman on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that payment of the compensation amounting Rs. 3000/- (Three  Thousand Only) has been paid. Respondent further states that the owner of Kismat Complex i.e. Sh. Subhash Chander has already been issued a notice vide letter dated 07.04.2011 to provide the copies of the approved map within 07 days, incase he failed to supply the copy of map, it will be presumed that construction had been done without approved map and appropriate action will be taken. Since, the order of the Commission has been compiled with, no further action cause of action is left and the complaint is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

Babe ke Gurudwara,

Sector 53, Chandigarh

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Research and Medical Education, Punjab,

SCO : 87, Sector 40C, Chandigarh-160015

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3305 of 2010

Present:
 (i) Sh. Balbir Aggarwal, the Complainant 

(ii) Sh. Didar Singh, Suptd. Grade –I on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard

2.     In response to the order dated 31.03.2011, Respondent has filed an affidavit submitting that most of the points relates to Punjab Nurses Registration Council. The information relates to their department has been provided to the Complainant. Complainant is advised to approach Punjab Nurses Registration Council regarding remaining information. 
3.
In view of the above affidavit filed by the Respondent, the case is closed and disposed of. However, if at a later stage, it comes to the notice that the Respondent has not provided the complete information, action under Section 20(1) will be initiated against him. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Jaspal Singh,

H.No. 2542,

Mari Wala Town,

Manimajra (UT)

Chandigarh

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar,

Majri

First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Mohali 

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1091 of 2010

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

(ii) Sh. Paramjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Sh. Paramjit Singh, Naib Tehsildar, Majri appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that information had already been supplied and Appellant was satisfied with the information provided.  In response to the order showing cause, he has submitted the reply that Sh. Ravinder Manku, Naib Tehsildar had been transferred and he could not deliver the order showing cause to him as time was very short after the receipt of order.
3.          In view of the above statement, the appeal is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Surjit Singh,

S/o Late Sh. Inda Singh,

Retd. Junior Assistant,

Patti Sunami,

Ward No.1, VPO-Longowal,

Distt-Sangrur, Punjab.

 …………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,

Longowal, Distt-Sangrur.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Municipal Council,

Longowal, Distt-Sangrur

………………………………..Respondent

AC No. 10 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Surjit Singh, the Appellant

(ii) Sh. Niranjan Kumar, Accountant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         In response to the order dated 31.03.2011, Sh. Niranjan Kumar, Accountant-cum-Ex-PIO has deposited the penalty amount in the Govt. Treasury, copy of the same has been taken on record. Appellant has informed that compensation of Rs. 5000/- as awarded by the Commission against the Public Authority concerned i.e. o/o Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Longowal, Distt-Sangrur has not been paid so far. The Executive Officer has not complied with the orders of the Commission dated 31.03.2011, with regard to payment of compensation. The Executive Officer is again directed to make the payment of compensation to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. It is clarified that in case the payment is not made, I shall be constrained to initiate further legal proceedings for recovery of the amount of compensation and suitable action against the defaulting Executive Officer shall also be considered.

3.         Adjourned to 12.05.2011 (11.00 AM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.
                                                                                   


Sd/-
                                                                                          (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Mehanga Ram,

Member of RTI Activists Federation, Pb,

Vill- Dholwaha, Tehsil and Distt-Hoshiarpur.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Hoshiarpur, Pb

Public Inforamtion Officer,

O/o S.E., Dholwaha, Dam

Hoshiarpur, Punjab.

Public Information Officer

O/o Secretary,

Zila Parishad, Hoshiarpur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 568 of 2011

Present:
 (i) Sh. Mehanga Ram, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Lal Chand, Steno on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent has provided the information to the Complainant today in the Commission. Complainant has received the same and is satisfied. 
3.             In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Pawan Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pritam Chand,

V.P.O.Sahowal,

Near High School,

Tehsil & Distt.Gurdaspur. 

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o S.H.O.

Sadar Thana,

Gurdaspur.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 186 of 2011
Present:
 (i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Suresh Kumar, ASI on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard

2.         Sh. Suresh Kumar, ASI appearing on behalf of the Respondent has submitted the reply of Sh. Parmodh Kumar, SHO, Sadar Thana, Gurdaspur stating that Complainant was called to the Police Station and it has been found after searching the record that there is no complaint of Sh. Pawan Kumar in the Police Station record. Complainant is absent. He has not informed the Commission about his absence for today’s hearing.
3.             In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the complaint is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Charan Singh,

S/o Sh. Jhanda Singh,

VPO Bhangala, Tehsil Patti,

Distt. Tarn Taran

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o SDM (Civil),

Patti 

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 511 of 2011

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

(ii) Sh. Tilak Raj, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

Heard

2.         Respondent states that Complainant has given in writing that dispute between him and Sh. Jasbir Singh has been mutually settled and he wants to withdraw his case. Copy of the same has been taken on record.
3.         In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the case is disposed of and closed. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21st  April, 2011

               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Vikas Arora, Advocate,

# 3458, Sector-27/D,

Chandigarh.

 …………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Of Industries and Commerce,

Punjab,

Public Information Officer,

O/o DDPO,

Roopnagar.

………………………………..Respondent

CC No. 3532 of 2010

The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 15.03.2011.

2.
Complainant filed application for information with PIO, O/o Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar on 25.08.2010. This application was forwarded by the office of the Deputy Commissioner, Roopnagar to the PIO, O/o DDPO, Roopnagar with the request that the information demanded by the Complainant be provided to him. DDPO, Roopnagar transferred the application of the Complainant to different BDPOs i.e. Morinda, Chamkaur Sahib, Roopnagar, Noorpur Bedi and Anandpur Sahib vide their letter no. 4231-35 dated 29.09.2010 under intimation to the Complainant. 

3.
Vide order dated 25.01.2011, the PIO , O/o DDPO, Roopnagar was, ordered to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay caused in supplying the information be not imposed. He was also called upon to show why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant.

4.
In response to the show cause notice, the Respondent has submitted that the information, as available, stands already supplied to the Complainant. He has also submitted that the information regarding Dabur was not available at the time of supplying of required information to the complainant in his office. 
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5.
It is observed that during the hearings, neither the Complainant nor the Respondent disclosed the fact that the application for information was transferred to the different BDPOs i.e. Morinda, Chamkaur Sahib, Roopnagar, Noorpur Bedi and Anandpur Sahib and the sought for information was provided by the different PIOs. Since, the information relates to the BDPO level and complete information was not available in the office of DDPO, Roopnagar, DDPO could not provide complete information.  It is observed that during the hearings this fact was not brought to the notice of the Commission by the Complainant and Respondent 

6.
In view of the foregoing, I do not find any substance in request for the imposition of penalty. I am of the considered view that instead of penalizing the PIO, it would be in the fitness of thing that public authority be ordered to compensate the Complainant on account of expenditure incurred by him in attending hearings in the Commission.

7.

In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs.2500/-(Rupees Twenty Five Thousand Only) to the Complainant as compensation for attending hearings in the Commission. The compensation shall be paid by the office of DDPO, Roopnagar and not by the PIO within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission.  To come up for confirmation of compliance on 10.05.2011 (at 11.00 AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties. 


Sd/-
                                                    (Kulbir Singh)

Dated: 21.04.2011



State Information Commissioner
