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

Sh. Harchand Singh,

Voke Master,

S.K.S.S. School, Moga

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal 

Sh. Kewal Singh Dhaliwal Memorial

Government Senior Secondary School, 

Lipori, Distt. Moga

First Appellate Authority

O/o District Education Officer (S), 

Moga

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 789 of 2012

Present
 (i) Sh. Harchand Singh, the Appellant



 (ii) Sh. Ravinder Kumar Shukla, Principal on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
During the hearing dated 11.09.2012, Appellant was advised to visit the office of the Respondent on any working day to inspect the record but the Appellant did not visit the School. Sh. Harchand Singh has submitted in writing that he has authorized Sh. Jasbir Singh, Clerk,  who is working in Government Girls Senior Secondary School as Clerk,  where the Appellant is personally working  to inspect the record on his behalf on any working day and submit the complete report of his inspection before the next date of hearing. Sh. Ravinder Kumar Shukla, Principal of Kewal Singh Shukla, , Moga is directed  to file an affidavit regarding loss of record or why the information has been delayed for so long on the next date of hearing failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
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3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th   November, 2012

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

Sh. Pawar Khosla,

Khosla Palce, Khajuri Gate,

Batala.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o DIG, Border Range,

Amritsar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2500 of 2012

Present: 
None for the parties.
  

ORDER


Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent is present for today’s hearing. The Complainant was not present even on the last date of hearing. Last opportunity is given to both the parties to state their case. It is made clear that in case the Complainant does not appear on the next date of hearing , appropriate order in his absence shall be passed.
3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Billu Singh,

S/o Sh. Suba Singh,
R/o Village Phus Mandi,

Tehsil & Distt:Bathinda.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Tehsildar, 

Bathinda.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Deputy Commissioner,

Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1218 of 2012

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

(ii) Sh. Bhishan Bansal, Patwari  alongwith Sh. Anup, Patwari on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has already been  sent to the Appellant. Appellant states that he is satisfied with the information provided.

3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is closed and disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Revenue Pb,

Civil Sectt., Sector:01, Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Revenue Pb,

Civil Sectt., Sector:01, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1215 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


 (ii) Sh. Arun Kumar Kaushal, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  He states that he filed an application for information on 01.02.2012, but after the lapse of nine months, incomplete information has been provided to him.  Respondent has sought some more time to provide the complete information to the Appellant.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the information to the Appellant as sought by him in his RTI Application dated 15.02.2012 before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated as the nine months has already been lapsed.

3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties through registered post.

SD/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat,

Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1213 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


 (ii) SH. Jasvir Singh, Jr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  He states that he filed an application for information on 16.02.2012, but after the lapse of nine months, no information has been provided to him.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to provide the information to the Appellant as sought by him in his RTI Application i.e the notifications pertaining to the names of all the establishments/institutions/organizations/individuals, which have been issued/donated/allotted Panchayat land at concessional prices/cheaper prices/free of cost before the next date of hearing, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated.
3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties through registered post.



Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th November, 2012

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

Sh. Rupinder Garg, Advocate,

Chamber No.3, Civil Court Complex,

VPO:Phul Town, Distt:Bathinda.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

O/o Rampura Phul Primary,

Cooperative Agriculture Development

Bank Ltd. Rampura Phul, Distt:Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2507  of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Rupinder Garg, the Complainant


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

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 10.05.2012, but after the lapse of six months, no information has been provided to him.  Respondent states that they can not provide the sought for information as they are not the Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005.  Complainant states that Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court has passed an order “i.e Primary Cooperative Agriculture Development Bank Ltd. Rampura Phul, Distt:Bathinda is a public authority or not”  in the year 2011.  Respondent is directed to file his written reply in this regard on the next date of hearing, copy of the same be sent to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Ravneesh Kumar ,

S/o Sh. Prem Chand,

Cheenae Wala, Ward No.9,

Karnail Singh Wali Gali,

Budhlada.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o The Punjab State Corporative

Bank Ltd., SCO:175-187, Sector:34/A,

Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2510  of 2012

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


 (ii) Sh. Raj Kumar, Manager on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant is absent.  He has informed the Commission that due to some reason he can not attend today’s hearing.  Sh. Raj Kumar, Manager appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that the similar case has already been disposed of and closed in the Court of Hon’ble Parveen Kumar, State Information Commissioner, Pb as the subject matter and the parties are same and he has informed the Commission that  LPA No. 1002/2011 dated 31.01.2012 by the Divisional Bench of the Punjab and Haryana High Court has declared that the Bank is not a Public Authority as defined under the Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005.
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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Amarjit Singh,

S/o Sh. Bawa Singh,

# 3-A, Dashmesh Avenue,

Gate No.2, Polytechnic Road,

Amritsar.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Administrative,

Central Corporative Bank Ltd.

Inside Hall Gate, Amritsar.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2512 of 2012

Present
  (i) SH. Amarjit Singh, the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Satnam Singh, Advocate on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Sh. Satnam Singh, Advocate appearing on behalf of the Respondent has filed his written reply in response to the RTI application of the Complainant that they are not the public authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005 and this matter has already been pending in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court with the LPA No. 1002/2011 dated 31.01.2012 by the Divisional Bench of the Punjab and Haryana High Court has declared that the Bank is not a Public Authority as defined under Section 2(h) of the RTI Act 2005.  Copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant is advised to file his reply in this regard
3.
Adjourned to 29.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th   November, 2012

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Town Planner,

Bathinda.

Public Information Officer

O/o Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2548 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant


  (ii) SH. Jatinder Pal Singh, AI on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Sh. Sardavinder Goyal states that he filed an application for information on 10.07.2012, but after the lapse of four months, no information has been provided to him.  Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, A.I. appearing on behalf of the office of District Town Planner, Bathinda states that the sought for information is to be provided by the office of Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda and Complainant has been informed in this regard by their office on 27.07.2012 but Complainant states that why Respondent has not transferred his application to the concerned office under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005.

3.
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Rajinder Kumar, District Town Planner, Bathinda-cum-PIO is directed 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, he should file an affidavit in this regard, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information, the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission along with the written replies.
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4.
Since, this information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Bathinda Development Authority Bathinda.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Bathinda Development Authority Bathinda be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Bathinda Development Authority, Bathinda should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.
5.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties through registered post.
 
Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Bhupinder Singh,

S/o Sh. Ikbal Singh,

R/o Village Arayanwala Kalan,

Distt:Faridkot.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Branch Manager,

The Faridkot Central Cooperative Bank

Ltd. Branch Aryanwala Kalan, Distt:Faridkot.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2538  of 2012

Present
  None for the parties.
ORDER

Both the parties are absent.  Complainant has informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied.

2.
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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th   November, 2012

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

Sh. Brij Mohan,

Executive Officer,

Class-I (Retd.), 

SCF 25, Phase 1 Market,

Urban Estate, Dugri Ludhiana 

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

First Appellate Authority

O/o Secretary, Local Govt. Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1082  of 2012

Present
  None for the parties.
ORDER


Both the parties are absent.  Appellant has informed the Commission that he has received the information and is satisfied.
2.
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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th   November, 2012

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Town Planner, Pb,

PUDA Bhawan, 6th Floor, 

Sector:62, Mohali.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2546 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Neeraj Bhatti, ATP O/o DTP, SH. Rajesh Kumar, DM, O/o MC, Zirakpur and Sh. Sandeep Kumar, A.E, O/o CTP, Pb on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to Complainant but Complainant states that he has not received any information from the Respondent side.  Respondent has provided another copy of the same to the Complainant today in the Commission.  Complainant has received the information and is satisfied.
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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th   November, 2012

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chd.Road,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Greater Ludhiana Development Authority,

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2527 of 2012

Present
  (i) SH. Tejinder Singh, the Complainant


  (ii) Sh. Devinder Kumar, A.E. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he has received all the information except the copy of the show cause notice which was issued by the department.  Respondent states that the same will be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.  Last opportunity is given to the Respondent to the provide the remaining information to the Complainant, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated as four months have already been lapsed.
3.
Adjourned to 12.12.2012 (11.00AM) for confirmation of compliance.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


SD/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pyare Lal,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers

Railway Road, Kurali.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

O/o Director,

Local Govt.,. (Punjab)

SCO 131-132 (2nd Floor,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2515 of 2012

Present
  : (i) Sh. Lokesh Kumar, the Complainant 
(ii) Sh. Chhotta Lal, APIO and Sh. Sunil Sharma on behalf of the Respondent 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 22.06.2012, but after lapse of more than five months no information  has been given to him so far. 
3.
Regretfully, the Respondent has not thought fit to give the information to the Complainant. These are serious lapses which shows disregard for the RTI Act and the duties and responsibilities imposed by it. 

3.
In the above circumstances, there is a sufficient basis to conclude that the information in this case has deliberately not been given to the Complainant by the Respondent as directed.

4.
In view of the foregoing, PIO is directed 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, he should file an affidavit in this regard, if there are other persons responsible for the delay in providing the information, the PIO is directed to inform such persons of the show cause and direct them to appear before the Commission along with the written replies.
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3.
Adjourned to 13.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties through registered post.
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

# 1778, Sector:14, Hissar.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Bodies, 

Bathinda.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  2563 of 2012

Present
: (i) Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant



   (ii) Sh. Jagtar Singh, JA on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant has authorized Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing. The perusal of the record shows that the Complainant sought information for five points in his application. Complainant states that he has received the information except point no. 2. Regarding point no. 2, Complainant is advised to file a fresh application with the concerned authority. 
3.
Since, information has been provided as per record, 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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th November, 2012

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

Sh. Tejinder Singh,

R/o Plot No. 40, Village Bholapur,

P.O. Shahbana, Chd.Road,

Ludhiana.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Bodies, Punjab Govt.,

Chandigarh.

Public Inforamtion Officer

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2528 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Tejinder Singh, the Complainant


 (ii) Sh. Ashwani Kumar, Sr. Assistant on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 27.07.2012, but after the lapse of four months, no information has been provided to him.  Sh. Ashwani Kumar, Sr Assistant appearing on behalf of the Respondent states that this information is to be provided by the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and they have transferred the application of the Complainant to the above said department under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 2005 with a copy to the Commission.
3.
Since, this information is to be provided by the PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.  I, therefore, order that PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana be impleaded as Respondent No.2. I further direct that PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana should supply the information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

4.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Amarnath

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka – 152 123

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Bathinda Urban Development Authority

Bathinda

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1343 of 2012

Present
: (i) Sh. Amarnath, the Complainant 



  (ii) Er. J.J. Kumar, SE-cum-PIO, the Respondent   

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 21.12.2011 and he has received the information after lapse of more than 11 months. During the hearing dated 11.09.2012, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit in response to the order showing cause. Today, Respondent has filed the reply of show cause notice issued to him.  

3.
The Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.  
3.
I have carefully considered, the submission contained in the written reply and I have also looked into all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is called for. I have no doubt in my mind that this states of affairs has come about on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in Bathinda Urban Development 

Contd…P-2
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Authority, Bathinda. Bathinda Urban Development Authority, Bathinda is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 2,000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) be paid to the Complainant by Bathinda Urban Development Authority (public authority). It is clarified that the amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority i.e Bathinda Urban Development Authority, Bathinda.

4.
To come up for confirmation and compliance on 13.12.2012 (11.00AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post. 

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th November, 2012

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

Sh. Lokesh Kumar,

S/o Sh. Pyare Lal,

C/o Gupta Fertilizers, Railways Road,

Kurali, Mohali

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1061 of 2012

Present
 (i) SH. Lokesh Kumar, the Complainant

(ii) Sh. Jatinder Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Sh. Chhotta Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 10.03.2012, but after the lapse of eight months, no information has been provided to him.  The Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.  In this case, a show cause has already been issued to the PIO which will be stand by and Respondent is directed to provide complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing as the eight months has already lapsed. 
3.
Adjourned to 13.12.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Amarnath

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar, Mohalla Khatikan,

Fazilka – 152 123

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Local Govt., Punjab

Juneja Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.

Public Information Officer

O/o Director,

Local Bodies, Pb.

Branch-3, Sector:17, CHD. 

…………………………..Respondent

CC No.  1347 of 2012

Present
  (i) SH. Amar Nath, the Complainant


  (ii) SH.Chhotta Lal, APIO On behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that he filed an application for information on 21.12.2011 and he has received the information after lapse of more than 11 months. 
3.
The Complainant further states that he has not been provided the information within the time as prescribed under the RTI Act 2005. He has, therefore, suffered mental harassment and financial loss in attending the hearings in the Commission. For this the Complainant demands that the Respondent be penalized and he be compensated for the detriment suffered.  

4.
I have carefully considered, all the facts of the case all the facts and circumstances of the case. In my view this is a fit case, where award of compensation under Section 19 (8) (b) is called for. I have no doubt in my mind that this states of affairs has come about 
Contd…P-2
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on account of the absence of adequate machinery for handling the RTI work in Director Local Govt., Pb .  Director, Local Govt., Pb is thus, responsible for the inadequate handling of the RTI requests and in the instant case.  I, therefore, order that compensation of Rs. 2,000/- (Rs. Two thousand only) be paid to the Complainant by Director, Local Govt., Pb (public authority). It is clarified that the amount of compensation is to be paid by the public authority i.e Director, Local Govt., Pb
5
To come up for confirmation and compliance on 13.12.2012 (11.00AM). Copies of the order be sent to the parties  through registered post. 


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khattikan,

Fazilka.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer –cum-

O/o Executive Officer

Nagar Council, Fazilka.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2502 of 2012

Present
  (i) SH. Amar Nath, the Complainant


  (ii) Sh. Om Parkash, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

Heard

2.
Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, complete information has still not been provided to him.  Respondent has promised that the sought for information will be provided to the Complainant within one week.   In case information is not received by the Complainant, he is free to approach the Commission after one month. 
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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Amar Nath,

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

Ravi Dass Nagar,

Mohalla Khatikan, Fazilka:152123.

…………………………….Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt., Ferozepur.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2285 of 2012

Present
  (i) Sh. Amar Nath, the Complainant

 
  (ii) Sh. Om Parkash, Inspector on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant states that inspite of the directions of the Commission, complete information has still not been provided to him.  Respondent states that Complainant can visit their office and get the sought for information.  Complainant is advised to visit the O/o of the Respondent on any working day to inspect the record and get the sought for information.  Respondent is directed to provide the information to the Complainant as sought by him, failing which action under Section 20(i) of the RTI Act 2005 will be initiated and Deputy Director is also directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing.
3.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Surinder Kumar Garg,

# 720, Phase-1, Urban Estate,

Dugri Road, Ludhiana.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Scale Industries & Export 

Corporation, 18, Himalya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17, CHD.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o Managing Director,

Punjab Small Scale Industries & Export 

Corporation, 18, Himalya Marg,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector-17, CHD.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1201 of 2012

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


 (ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Respondent states that the sought for information has been provided to the Appellant on 17.09.2012.  Appellant is absent.  The Appellant was not present even on the last date of hearing. It is presumed that he has received the information and is satisfied.
3.
In view of the above, no further cause of action is left and the appeal is disposed of and closed.  Copies of the order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Sh. Prem Kumar,

441, Mota Singh Nagar,

Jalandhar.

…………………………….Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Punjab Small Scale Industries & Export

Corporation, Ltd Sector:17/A, Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2533 of 2012

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



 (ii) Sh. Amrik Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


Heard

2.
Complainant is absent.  He has informed the Commission on telephone that he has received the information and is satisfied.  
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/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

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

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector:14, Hisar.

…………………………….Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Local Govt. Punjab

Civil Sectt.,  Chandigarh.

First Appellate Authority,

O/o  Principal Secretary,

Deptt of Local Govt. Pb,

Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

…………………………..Respondent

AC No. 1214 of 2012

Present:   (i) Sh. Sardavinder goyal, Advocate on behalf of the Appellant


     (ii) Sh. Chhota Lal, APIO on behalf of the Respondent-PIO 
  

ORDER


Heard

2.
Appellant has authorized Sh. Sardavinder Goyal, Advocate to appear on his behalf for today’s hearing.  Sh. Sardavinder Goyal (Advocate of the Appellant) states that he filed an application for information on 15.02.2012, but no information has been provided by the Respondent. It has been seen that Sh. Chotta Lal, APIO appeared in the Commission and he is not aware of the full facts of the case. 
3. 
In view of the foregoing, Sh. Ramesh Kumar Verma – Under Secretary (Revenue) -cum-PIO is directed to show cause as to:-

(i)
Why supply of information as per RTI request sent to him has been delayed.

(ii)
Why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information within time as prescribed under RTI Act 2005.

(iii)
Why Complainant should not be compensated for the harassment and financial loss suffered by him in getting the information. 
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4.
Sh. Ramesh Kumar Verma – Under Secretary (Revenue) -cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit in this regard before the next date of hearing. Sh. Ramesh Kumar Verma – Under Secretary (Revenue) -cum-PIO is also directed to supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.
Adjourned to 03.01.2012 (11.00AM) for further proceedings.  Copies of order be sent to the parties through registered post.

Sd/-
 (Harinder Pal Singh Mann)



                                                           State Information Commissioner
Dated: 27th  November, 2012

