STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasbir Singh,

Vill. Bolapur Jhabewal, 

P.O. Ramgarh,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                     

Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Transport Officer,

Pathankot.                                                            

Respondent. 

CC No. 449/12  

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, Complainant, in person.


None - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

On the last date of hearing i.e. on 14.6.12, the supplied information to the Complainant was perused and it was observed that the same was regarding challans of vehicles made on account of over-loading. PIO-cum-DTO, Pathankot was, therefore, directed to supply the remaining information i.e. regarding the challans made in respect of vehicles due to over-speed within a period of seven days. He was also directed to supply the information regarding description of the vehicles which were challanned from February 2011 onwards due to over-speeding and hearing was adjourned to today.

PIO-cum-DTO, Pathankot has given in writing that Pathankot district came in existence on 27th August, 2011 and inceptor machine is not available in their office to check over-speed, therefore, no challan of any vehicle was made due to non availability of the inceptor.  


The perusal of the file reveals that the requisite information stands supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.275 dated 17.4.2012.


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


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Narinder Singh 

s/o Sh. Gurdev Singh,

#19456, Gali No. 1,

Bibi wala Road, 

Bathinda.                                                                               Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda.                                                                       
Respondent. 

CC No.  273/12 

Present:
Sh. Narinder Singh, Complainant, in person.


ASI Sh.Sukhwinder Singh - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 19,6,12, Respondent PIO-cum-SSP Bhatinda was directed to supply point-wise correct, duly authenticated information on all the six points to the complainant within a period of two weeks in respect of his RTI application dated 8.12.2011. He was further directed to supply photocopy of the Rules of recruitment of Male Constables in Punjab Police in respect Point No.1 along with copy of the Rules in respect of Point No.2 of RTI Application of the complainant and the case was adjourned to today for further hearing.


It is observed that the point-wise information along with photocopy of the Rules of Recruitment of Male Constables in Punjab Police has been supplied to the complainant whereas regarding point no.2, though no copy of the rules has been supplied, but in para no.2 of the supplied information, it has been clarified that the entire merit list of the candidates is prepared as per the Roster system.  The supplied information has been discussed with the Complainant.  Since the information as is available on record stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Uttam Singh Kohli, 

672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.                                                                             
Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,
Jalandhar.                                                                               
Respondent. 

CC No. 12/2012  

Present:
1.
Sh. U.S. Kohli, Complainant, in person.
2. 
Sh.D.P.Bhardwaj, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation., Jalandhar- cum-PIO along with Sh.Pran Mehta, OSD (B&R), MC, Jalandhar and Sh.Bhola Ram Goel, Deputy Controller, Local Audit O/o MC, Jalandhar - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 19.6.12, Sh.D.P.Bhardwaj, PIO-cum-Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corpn., Jalandhar was directed to supply the point-wise correct information to the appellant within a period of 15 days, failing which penalty proceedings shall have to be initiated against him in respect of the show cause notice issued to him vide Commission’s orders dated 20.3.2012.


To-day the Complainant has given in writing that he has received the complete information.


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

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Uttam Singh Kohli, 

672, Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Jalandhar.                                                                             Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Jalandhar.                                                                               Respondent.
CC No. 13/2012  

Present:
1.
Sh. U.S. Kohli, Complainant, in person.
2. 
Sh.Kulwinder Singh, Addl. Commissioner, MC, Jalandhar along with Sh.D.P.Bhardwaj, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation., Jalandhar- cum-PIO and Sh.Pran Mehta, OSD (B&R), MC, Jalandhar and Sh.Bhola Ram Goel, Deputy Controller, Local Audit O/o MC, Jalandhar - on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
In the hearing of this case on 10.5.2012, Sh.D.P.Bhardwaj, Jt.Commissioner, MC, Jalandhar appearing along with Sh. Kulwinder Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Tech) Municipal Corporation Jalandhar and Sh. Bhola Ram Goyal, Deputy Director, Local Audit, Mun. Corporation Jalandhar had furnished their respective affidavits in support of their version justifying the delay caused in supply of RTI information to the complainant in time.  The PIO-cum- Jt.Commissioner, MC, Jalandhar was also directed to supply the complete, correct, duly authenticated information to the complainant within a period of two weeks free of cost either by hand or through courier and case was adjourned to to-day for further hearing.  Thereafter, on the last date of hearing i.e. on 19.6.12, Sh.U.S.Kohli had stated that the supplied information is incorrect and not based on record.  The PIO-cum- Jt.Commissioner, MC, Jalandhar was given last opportunity to supply the point-wise, correct and duly attested information to the complainant within a period of two weeks failing which the penalty proceedings as ordered in Commission’s orders dated 18.4.12 shall be initiated.

To-day, Sh.Kulwinder Singh, Addl. Commissioner (Technical), MC, Jalandhar states that the information sought by the Complainant is quite voluminous.  He has given in writing that more than 50% information has been provided to the Complainant and  the remaining information shall be supplied by him to the Complainant  within 10 days.  He further put forth apology for delayed information which was on account of involvement of quantum of work relating to almost three years back.  

Perusal of the case file reveals that the Complainant vide RTI application dated 25.8.2010 sought information from PIO, O/o Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and even after directions of the Commission in its orders dated 20.3.12, 14.8.12, 10.5.12 and 19.6.12, only 50% information has been supplied by the Respondent-PIO.  Therefore, I am of the considered view that undisputedly, the delay caused is inordinate and the applicant-complainant has suffered both financial detriments as well as mental agony in getting the requisite information.  Accordingly, the Commission awards a compensation of Rs.3,000/- (Rupees Three Thousand Only) to Sh. U.S. Kohli invoking the provision of Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, which is payable to him in the shape of bank draft by the Public Authority i.e. Department of Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh through the Administrative Secretary concerned against acknowledgment.  An attested copy of the receipt obtained from Complainant be sent to the Commission for records. 

Further, PIO-cum-Jt.Commissioner, MC, Jalandhar is again directed to supply the point-wise, correct and duly attested remaining information to the complainant within a period of two weeks failing which the penalty proceedings as ordered in Commission’s orders dated 18.4.12 shall be initiated.

Receipt of compensation paid to the Complainant be also produced on the next date of hearing.


Adjourned to 11.9.2012 at 11.00 AM for further proceedings.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 
                         Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                       State Information Commissioner
Copy to:

i) Principal Secretary to

Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government,

Mini Secretariat, Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.

ii)
Director Local Govt. Punjab,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh.

iii)
Commissioner,

Municipal Coroporation, 

Jalandhar




- for necessary compliance.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarvjit Singh s/o S. Harinder Singh,

V & P.O. Bangi Rughu,

Distt. Bathinda-151301                                                          Appellant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Director, Rural Development &
Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar-160062. 
First Appellate Authority,

O/o Director, Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab, Vikas Bhawan,

Sector 62, S.A.S.Nagar-160062                                         Respondents. 

AC No.194/2012  

Present:
None.
ORDER

In hearing held on 17.4.12, Sh. Vikramjit Singh, Clerk appearing on behalf of the respondent PIO had stated that the requisite information had already been supplied to the appellant vide letter No.2779 dated 26.03.2012. Since the version of the appellant could not be heard with regard to the supplied information, the case was adjourned to 20.06.2012 for further hearing.  Again on that date, the appellant was not present.  However, a letter dated 23.5.2012 under his signatures had been received in the Commission’s office, wherein he had requested for the supply of duly attested information to him.  The PIO, office of the Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali, was therefore, directed to send duly attested point-wise information under the signatures of PIO to the Appellant within a period of two weeks.  


Further, it was observed that the appellant had requested for the supply of information on serial no.8 to 11 of his RTI application to him as the same had been denied by the PIO and the First Appellate Authority citing the order of Central Information Commission in case No.CIC/AT/2006/00045 dated 21.4.2006.  It was observed that the information at point No.8 to 11 had rightly been denied to him by the PIO/FAA as the same was not covered under the definition of ‘information’ as per the provision of Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005 as the same was not specific, PIO was further directed to supply the duly attested point-wise information on first four points of RTI application of the appellant dated 22.11.2011. Respondent PIO was directed to ensure that the supplied information is correct and complete in all respects. The appellant was also directed to be present on the next date of hearing failing which it will be presumed that he is satisfied with the supplied information and the case will be closed accordingly. 


Again, the appellant is not present to-day, nor anything contrary has been heard from him, which depicts that he is satisfied with the supplied information, therefore, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                       Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                      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,

Distt. Ludhiana.                                                                     Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o District Education Officer,
(Secondary Education), 

Ludhiana.                                                                             Respondent. 
CC No. 3805/11   

Present:
Shri Darshan Singh Kang, Complainant, in person.
PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Ludhiana  Dr.Charanjit Singh along with Sh.Anil Kumar -  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 20.6.12, the Complainant Sh.Darshan Singh had stated that he had not received complete relevant information, therefore, PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Ludhiana  Dr.Charanjit Singh was directed by affording last opportunity to provide the relevant RTI information sought by the complainant within a period of ten days.  He was also directed to furnish an affidavit, duly attested by the Magistrate if the information sought by the Complainant is not available on the office record.


Today, during hearing, PIO-cum-Dy.DEO(SE), Ludhiana  Dr.Charanjit Singh has placed on record a copy of the letter No.43 dated 2.7.12, addressed to Sh.Darshan Singh Kang, Complainant wherein the Complainant has given in writing under his signatures on 11.7.12 that he has received the complete information in respect of his Complaint Case No.3805 of 2011.

In view of the written submission made by the Complainant, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                         Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ajaib Singh, s/o Shri Bhinder Singh,

Vill Bishanpura, P.O. Gajewal,

Tehsil Samana, Distt. Patiala.                                             Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Distt. Transport Officer,
Patiala.

                                                                                                                       Respondent. 

CC No. 3623/11   

Present:
None for the Complainant. 


Sh.Karanbir Singh, ADTO, Patiala - on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 20.6.12, PIO-cum-DTO Patiala was directed to supply the complete, correct and duly attested information free of cost to the complainant within a period of ten days under registered cover/courier. He was also directed to be present personally along with APIO-cum-ADTO, Patiala on the next date of hearing and the case was adjourned to today for further proceedings.


To-day, Sh.Karanbir Singh, APIO-cum-ADTO, Patiala during hearing has stated that the complete information has already been supplied to the Complainant earlier on two occasions i.e. vide letter No.6444 dated 8.12.11 and No.3056 dated 16.4.12.  ADTO Patiala has further stated that DTO Patiala could not attend the Commission today because of DTOs meeting being taken by the Minister today.  

FAX letter has been received from the Complainant that he is unable to attend the Commission today because of ill health and requested for adjournment of the case to some other date.  He has further stated that he has not received the complete information.

The provided information has been perused. APIO-cum-ADTO, Patiala is directed to clarify the information on point no.4 earlier sent to the Complainant vide letter dated 16.4.12 and ensure supply of point-wise complete information, duly attested, to the Complainant once again.  He is further directed to bring along one set of supplied information in the Commission on the next date of hearing.

The Complainant Sh.Ajaib Singh is directed to be present on the next date of hearing failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the supplied information and the case shall be decided and disposed of in his absence.
To come up on 18.9.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.
Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

                        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                      State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Hav.  Rajinder Kumar No. 200/Barnala,                                                                             s/o Sh. Satpal, r/o ward no. 10-A, 

Near Jinder Public School, 

Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.                                                        Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Inspector General of Police (HQrs)
Police Headquarters, Punjab,

Sector 9-A, Chandigarh.                                                      Respondent. 

CC No.  431/12 

Present:
Sh.Ravinder Singh - on behalf of Complainant.


Sh.Parshotam Kumar, HC on behalf of Respondent.
ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 20.6.12, Sh.Parshotam Kumar, HC appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO handed over a set of information on point No.2 to 4, running into more than 100 pages after collecting the same from DIG Jalandhar range, Bhatinda range, Ferozepur range, Patiala range, Roopnagar range and GRP, to the authorized person Sh.Kulwinder Singh appearing on behalf of the complainant. He had also delivered a copy of the letter No.1883 dated 19.6.2012 wherein it had been mentioned that the said information was quite voluminous, which was still to be requisitioned from certain other ranges and units and requested for grant of some more time to supply the same to the complainant.  Accordingly, PIO O/o Inspector. General of Police( Hqrs.), Punjab Police Headquarters, Sector 9, Chandigarh was directed to provide the balance information to the complainant within a period of 15 days.


Today again, Sh.Parshotam Kumar, HC appearing on behalf of Respondent PIO delivers a set of information running into almost 100 pages to the authorized representative of the Complainant Sh. Ravinder Singh.  He also delivers a copy of letter dated 24.7.12 wherein it has been stated that the remaining complete  information has also been provided to the Complainant. 


Complainant is directed to point out discrepancies/deficiencies in the provided information, if any, by directly appearing before the PIO-cum-AIG (Personnel) Sh.Ashwani Kapur, O/o IGP Police, Police HQs, Sector 9, Chandigarh, so that deficient information, if any, could be provided to him.  


Since Complainant was neither present on the last date of hearing nor today, therefore, he is afforded last opportunity to be present on the next date of hearing, failing which it shall be presumed that he is satisfied with the provided information and the case shall be disposed of and closed in his absence.


Adjourned to 11.9.12 at 11.00 AM for further hearing.

Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                       State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pakhar Singh,

s/o shri Bishan Singh,

Vill. Bains, P.O. Bhauwal,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                       Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi, 

Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                        Respondent. 

CC No.  96/12 

Present:
Shri Pakhar Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Netar Singh, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi along with Sh.Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Bains, Distt: Ropar, -on behalf of the Respondent.

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.


The perusal of record reveals 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 had been supplied nor any representative of the BDPO was present in the Commission, therefore,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. He was further directed to bring along names and tenure of BDPOs, Nurpur Bedi who 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 was further 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 was also directed to explain for non appearance before the Commission despite the directions given on 29.02.2012. He was also directed to be present in person on the next fixed date on 21.6.12. Simultaneously, he was 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.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 21.6.12, BDPO Nurpur Bedi did not appear before the Commission because of DC’s meeting, therefore, respondent PIO was again directed to provide complete relevant information to the satisfaction of the Complainant within a fortnight.


Today Sh.Netar Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Nurpur Bedi has submitted reply to the Show Cause Notice wherein it has been mentioned that on receipt of RTI application  dated 18.7.11 of the applicant, Sh.Gurmail Singh, APIO wrote a letter to the Complainant on 29.07.2011 for deposit of fee for photo copies of required documents and on receipt of required fee from Complainant, the entire information was supplied to him on 23.8.11.  He has further mentioned that he did not receive any letter from the Complainant regarding any deficiencies in the provided information to him and accordingly, prayed for recalling the show cause notice.  

Similar facts have been brought out by Sh.Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Bains in his reply to the show cause notice.


The case file has been perused and it is observed that in respect of RTI application of the Complainant dated 18.7.11, on the deposit of additional fee/ document charges, information was supplied to the Complainant on 29.7.11 and no deficiency was ever pointed out by the Complainant either to the BDPO, Nurpur Bedi or to the Panchayat Secretary, Village Bains, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar, in respect of provided information and instead he preferred a complaint with the Commission, received on 10.1.12, wherein some deficiencies were pointed out by the Complainant in a complaint and accordingly notice of hearing for 29.2.12 was issued.


Now Sh.Pakhar Singh, Complainant has given in writing vide letter dated 17.7.12 that he was provided complete information on 23.8.11 and after perusal,  found the same to be complete and satisfactory.  He has also requested for closure of his complaint case.

In view of the above facts and submission in writing made by Complainant, show cause notice issued to Sh.Netar Singh, BDPO Nurpur Bedi and Sh.Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Bains, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar, also deserve to be filed.

 
Since complete information stands supplied to the Complainant in respect of his RTI application, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pakhar Singh,

s/o shri Bishan Singh,

Vill. Bains, P.O. Bhauwal,

Tehsil Anandpur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                       Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & 

Panchayat Officer, Nurpur Bedi, 

Distt. Roopnagar.                                                                        Respondent. 

CC No.  96/12 

Present:
Shri Pakhar Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Netar Singh, BDPO, Nurpur Bedi along with Sh.Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Bains, Distt: Ropar, -on behalf of the Respondent.

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.


The perusal of record reveals 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 had been supplied nor any representative of the BDPO was present in the Commission, therefore,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. He was further directed to bring along names and tenure of BDPOs, Nurpur Bedi who 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 was further 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 was also directed to explain for non appearance before the Commission despite the directions given on 29.02.2012. He was also directed to be present in person on the next fixed date on 21.6.12. Simultaneously, he was 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.


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 21.6.12, BDPO Nurpur Bedi did not appear before the Commission because of DC’s meeting, therefore, respondent PIO was again directed to provide complete relevant information to the satisfaction of the Complainant within a fortnight.


Today Sh.Netar Singh, PIO-cum-BDPO, Nurpur Bedi has submitted reply to the Show Cause Notice wherein it has been mentioned that on receipt of RTI application  dated 18.7.11 of the applicant, Sh.Gurmail Singh, APIO wrote a letter to the Complainant on 29.07.2011 for deposit of fee for photo copies of required documents and on receipt of required fee from Complainant, the entire information was supplied to him on 23.8.11.  He has further mentioned that he did not receive any letter from the Complainant regarding any deficiencies in the provided information to him and accordingly, prayed for recalling the show cause notice.  


Similar facts have been brought out by Sh.Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Bains in his reply to the show cause notice.


The case file has been perused and it is observed that in respect of RTI application of the Complainant dated 18.7.11, on the deposit of additional fee/ document charges, information was supplied to the Complainant on 29.7.11 and no deficiency was ever pointed out by the Complainant either to the BDPO, Nurpur Bedi or to the Panchayat Secretary, Village Bains, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar, in respect of provided information and instead he preferred a complaint with the Commission, received on 10.1.12, wherein some deficiencies were pointed out by the Complainant in a complaint and accordingly notice of hearing for 29.2.12 was issued.


Now Sh.Pakhar Singh, Complainant has given in writing vide letter dated 17.7.12 that he was provided complete information on 23.8.11 and after perusal,  found the same to be complete and satisfactory.  He has also requested for closure of his complaint case.


In view of the above facts and submission in writing made by Complainant, show cause notice issued to Sh.Netar Singh, BDPO Nurpur Bedi and Sh.Gurmail Singh, Panchayat Secretary, Village Bains, Tehsil Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar, also deserve to be filed.

 
Since complete information stands supplied to the Complainant in respect of his RTI application, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                                        State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Sandeep Kumar Gupta,

1778, Sector 14, Hissar,

(Haryana)                                                                             Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer 

O/o Municipal Corporation,

 Jalandhar.
2. First Appellate Authority,

o/o Municipal corporation,

Jalandhar.                                                                           Respondent. 

AC No. 77/12 

Present:
None for the appellant.

Sh. D.P. Bhardwaj, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO along with Sh.Santokh Singh, Establishment Assistant – on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER


On the last date of hearing i.e. on 21.6.12, it was observed that information on point no.5, i.e. copy of complete file pertaining to re-employment of Sh. Ved Vyas was not provided to the appellant and only copies of a few letters in this connection were provided.  Therefore, the Respondent-PIO was directed to supply complete information pertaining to point No.5 to the appellant failing which the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 can be invoked and the case was adjourned to to today for further hearing.


Today during hearing, it has been observed that the remaining complete information as was available on the record of the Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar has been provided by the PIO-cum- Joint Commissioner,  Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar to the appellant Dr.Sandeep Kumar Gupta vide letter No.PIO/RTI/2005/12-101 dated 5.7.12.


Since complete information now stands provided to the appellant, the case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.


Copy of the order be sent to both the parties. 

                        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh 



     ( B.C.Thakur)

Dated: 25.07.12.                               State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Sudagar Singh,








s/o Sh. Ram Ratan Singh,

Vill. Lohgarh, P.O.Mithewal,

Tehsil and Distt. Barnala.





…Complainant

Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,




 

o/o District Development & 

Panchayat Officer,

Sangrur.







…Respondent

CC No. 109 of 2012


ORDER

This case came up for hearing on 20.06.2012, when Sh.Vinod Kumar Gagat, DDPO, presently posted in the office of Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Sector 62, Mohali was present as respondent, apart from Sh. Sudagar Singh, Complainant.


Taking submission of both the parties on record, the case was adjourned to to-day i.e. 25.7.2012 for pronouncement of order.


Facts leading to filing the present complaint before the Commission are that the complainant vide an RTI application dated 07.01.2011 addressed to the DDPO Sangrur sought a copy of the order passed by his court in the year 2007 pertaining to a case of village Lohgarh regarding panchayat land in khewat No.363, Khatauni No.693, Khasra No.1104, area 10 biswas,  which was under the illegal possession of Sh. Harjinder Singh s/o Sh. Sadhu Singh and for the eviction of which the case was filed in the year 2005 by the then Sarpanch Kulwant Singh. Failing to get any response within a period of 30 days as per provisions of the RTI Act 2005, he filed the present complaint in the Commission vide letter dated 21.10.2011.  After two hearings held before the Commission on 14.3.12 and 5.3.12, RTI information was supplied by PIO-cum-DDPO Sangrur on 1.5.12, while RTI application is dated 7.1.2011, which means that information was with the DDPO Sangrur, who at one point of time denied the same by saying that same is with DDPO Barnala as the village Lohgarh, now falls in newly formed district Barnala and record has been transferred to District Barnala.  On this, when DDPO Barnala was asked to supply RTI  information to the complainant, he replied to the complainant that same is to be supplied by DDPO, Sangrur as they have no record regarding sought information. 

Since RTI information sought by the complainant vide RTI application dated 7.1.2011 was finally supplied by PIO-cum-DDPO Sangrur on 1.5.12, after intervention of the Commission, therefore, a Show Cause notice was issued to Shri Vinod Kumar Gagat the then PIO cum DDPO Sangrur under the provisions of section 20(1)(2)  and  section 19(8)(b)  of the RTI Act, 2005 for explaining the reasons for willfully delaying and denying the information and for other loss and  detriments suffered by the complainant in getting the information. He was also directed to file an affidavit explaining the reasons for delay in supplying the information and hearing was adjourned to 20.6.2012.


On 20.6.2012, Sh.Vinod Kumar Gagat, the then PIO cum DDPO Sangrur appeared in the Commission and tendered his affidavit wherein he has stated that he was transferred from Sangrur on 26.12.11 to Barnala as DDPO and from Barnala he has again been transferred to HO, Mohali in the Department of Rural Development & Panchayats. He has further stated that the sought information has been supplied to the complainant on 1.5.2012 by the DDPO, Sangrur.  Regarding delay, he has stated that the concerned file No.59 from which the information was to be provided to the complainant was not traceable and was given to the office of DDPO Sangrur on 27.4.12 by Sh.Ramesh Kumar, Senior Assistant in the office of Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur.


Perusal of case file and affidavit filed by Sh.Vinod Kumar Gagat, then PIO-cum-DDPO Sangrur, reveal that he was transferred from Sangrur to Barnala on 26.12.2011 and Sh.Preet Mohinder Singh Sahota DDPO Sangrur posted after 26.12.11 provided the RTI information to the complainant on 1.5.12 because Sh.Ramesh Kumar, who was earlier working as Reader to DDPO-cum-Collector Sangrur at the time of decision of case of Panchayat land of Village Lohgarh i.e. Gram Panchayat Lohgarh Vs. Harjinder Singh S/o Sh.Sadhu Singh, resident of Village Lohgarh, case file no.59 Date of Institution 3.10.2005, Date of Decision 6.12.2005, was retaining this file in his personal custody since then though he was transferred as Senior Assistant in Deputy Commissioner’s office.  He handed over this case file to Ms.Parminder Kaur on 27.4.12.  Shri Vinod Kumar Gagat also enclosed the copies of letter written by him to Deputy Commissioner for taking disciplinary action against Sh.Ramesh Kumar, Sr.Assistant, earlier Reader to DDPO Sangrur for unauthorisedly retaining case file in his possession despite his transfer from that office.  Sh.Vinod Kumar Gagat then PIO-cum-DDPO Sangrur also enclosed copy of receipt of case file by Mrs.Parminder Kaur now Reader to DDPO from earlier Reader Ramesh Kumar, now Senior Assistant, DC’s office on 27.4.2012, in support of his version.


It is observed that though main reasons in providing delayed information on 1.5.12 to the complainant in respect of his RTI application dated 7.1.2011 is that file was with the then Reader to DDPO Sangrur.  But the fact remains that Shri Vinod Kumar Gagat is equally at fault who did not make any kind of efforts and had lackluster approach in providing information to trace the file despite his longer stay at Sangrur, which was later traced by his successor Shri Preet Mohinder Sahota, DDPO, who provided the information to the complainant.  

Therefore, explanation given to show cause notice by Shri Vinod Kumar Gagat, the then DDPO Sangrur, is not admissible being unsatisfactory.


However, in the meanwhile, a communication from Sh.Sudagar Singh, Complainant, together with affidavit, duly attested  by the Notary Public, has been received in Commission's office on 17.7.2012, stating that he has received complete information to his satisfaction, therefore, he neither wants to pursue the imposition of penalty against PIO, nor wants any compensation as the department has fully cooperated with him.  Therefore, in view of submissions of Complainant, the invocation of penalty provisions against PIO, under the RTI Act, 2005, are dropped. 


Since complete information as per RTI application of the Complainant stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed.


Copy of orders be sent to parties.








        Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           (B.C.Thakur)


Dated: 25.07.2012



       State Information Commissioner


