STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Mob:99152-47403

Sh.Dampreet Walia, Advocate,

S/o Shri Gurinder Singh Walia,

House No.37, Deelwal Colony,

Radio Station Road,

Urban Estate, Patiala-147002.








  --------Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Sport, SCO: 116-117,

Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.









    -------Respondent

CC-1591/2010

ORDER
Present: None for the complainant

   Mrs. Chanchal Randhawa, Joint Director Sports 


Shri Dampreet Walia filed a complaint dated 12.4.2010 to the Commission that his RTI application dated 11.3.2010 made to the PIO/Director Sports, Chandigarh has not been attended to inspite of his repeated visits to the office of the PIO.

2
Mrs. Chanchal Randhawa who appeared on behalf of the PIO stated that the information asked for by the complainant has been supplied to him on 22.4.2010 by Registered Post.  The complainant was informed about the same vide their letter No. Sports/SS-2/DA-11-10/6811 dated 28.4.2010 with a copy endorsed to the Commission.  Due and adequate note had been sent to the complainant but he chose not to appear nor sent any communication.  It is presumed that he has received the requisite information and is satisfied with the same.
3
The case is disposed of accordingly.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Amrit Pal Singh,

R/o 2985, Ajit Road,

Street No.3, Bathinda.








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

Bathinda Development Authority,

Bathinda.






                             -------Respondent

CC-1619/10

ORDER
Present: Complainant in person

   None for the respondent


The complainant states that incomplete information has been supplied to him.  He has produced a copy of the information supplied to him pointing out the deficiencies therein.  Since he has not intimated about  the said  deficiencies to the PIO, he has been directed to do so now.  

2
At this stage, Shri J.J.Kumar, SE appeared and stated that the remaining information shall be provided to the complainant within a day or so.  The PIO is directed to make up the deficiencies in the information supplied to the complainant as per his RTI application before the next date of hearing

3
The case is adjourned to 07.06.2010.







             Sd/-    
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Prabhjot Singh,

M/s Anand Agricultural Impelements,

B/s Maqboolpur Police Station,

Amritsar.








   --------Appellant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Amritsar & FAA 

Improvement Trust, Amritsar.





                --------Respondent

AC-380/10

ORDER

Present: Appellant in person


  None for the respondent


The complainant  filed his second Appeal before the Commission on 23.02.2010 with regard to his RTI application dated 20.12.2009 addressed to the PIO/Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Amritsar seeking information pertaining to property/plot No. 2248, C-Block, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.  When the PIO failed to provide the information, the complainant  filed his First Appeal before the Appellate Authority on 23.02.2010 but to no avail.  During the hearing, the complainant stated that after he had filed appeal before the Commission on 8.4.2010, he received  a  letter dated 8.4.2010 from the PIO/Improvement Trust, Amritsar stating that the concerned file is not traceable and as soon as the same is traced out, the information will be supplied to him.  The complainant is not satisfied with the reply given to him.  
2
The plea taken by the respondent that the file is not traceable is not tenable. The PIO is directed to make all out efforts to find out the  concerned file  and provide the information demanded by the complainant without any further delay.  He is further directed to be present in person before the Commission on the next date of hearing and explain about the delay in providing the information to the complainant.
3 Adjourned to 7.6.2010

                    Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Varinder Chaudhary,

S/o Shri Gopal Krishan Saini,

House No.17, Green Enclave,

Adarsh Nagar, Ropar.








  --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Committee,Ropar.









    -------Respondent

CC-1629/10

ORDER

Present: Complainant in person

   Shri Vikas Gupta, Accountant on behalf of the PIO, MC, Roopnagar.

Shri Varinder Chaudhary filed a complainant dated 7.4.2010 to the Commission that  complete and correct  information has not been  provided to him so far.  
2
The complainant had filed his RTI application dated 14.1.2010 to the EO, Municipal Committee, Roopnagar seeking information on 6 points regarding date of appointment of the fifteen Safai Karmcharis made through the Contractor,  their names and addresses and payment made to them on the basis of their attendance record etc.   In response thereto, the respondent-department  supplied information to the complainant vide their letter No. 238 dated  09.02.10 on all the points.  The Cooperative L & C Society also filed an affidavit dated 12.05.2010 in this behalf. 
3
In his complainant, the complainant has stated that  incomplete information has been provided to him inasmuch as no names of the workers have been disclosed  nor their attendance record has been indicated.  He has alleged that  illegality  has been committed  in  the process of  posting of the said employees and  complete information has not been provided to him by the respondent intentionally and willfully. 
3
The contention of the complainant is that contradictory statements have been made in the reply filed by the respondent  as well as  affidavit filed by the Society.  In the reply dated 9.2.10, it has been stated that no names of the 15 workers have been  provided by the Society  
and  attendance  of the workers is recorded by the  Society and  verified  by the Sanitary
Cont…p/2

-2-
Inspector, whereas in the affidavit it has been stated that there is no provision of  keeping attendance record of the workers.  
4
After going through the record and hearing both the parties, it is observed that no proper record has been maintained by the respondent  in the matter of engagement of workers  and the  funds are being misused in the name of payments to  workers. In my view, right to access to information is meaningless if records are not maintained, if can’t be maintained, it cannot be made available to a citizen. This not only  limit the department’s accountability and its credibility in the eyes of  the citizens, but has severe impact on the capacity  of the authorities in discharging their duties efficiently.   Section 4 (I) of the RTI Act provide that every public authority  shall maintain all its records duly catalogued and indexed in a manner and the form which facilitates  the right to information and to ensure that all records that are appropriate  to be computerized one  so that access to such records is facilitated.  The information asked for by the complainant is specific and requires to be supplied  to him as such.   In the interest of transparency, such information  must be available with the departments. 

5
I would like to call upon the PIO to be present in person and explain the matter in details failing which action shall be initiated against him under Section 20 (I) of the RTI Act, 2005.  A copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Government who may like to issue instructions to the Local bodies to maintain proper records in order to bring transparency in the system under the RTI Act.   
4
Adjourned to 31.5.2010










         Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Gurpreet Singh,

S/o Shri Balwinder Singh,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Near Amritsar Road Bye Pass,

Taran Tarn-143 401.






             --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development &

Panchayats, Punjab,Phase-VII,

S.A.S.Nagar, Mohali.






              -------Respondent

CC-1630/10

ORDER

Present: Shri Kuldip Singh for Shri Gurpreet Singh, complainant
              Shri Lachhman Dass, Sr.Assistant for PIO/Director Rural Development & 


  Panchayats, Punjab.


The complaint  dated 27.4.2010 made to the Commission in regard to the RTI application dated 11.3.2010 made to the PIO/Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab was taken up today for hearing.

2
The representative of the PIO produced before the Commission a copy of the information which was asked for by the complainant.  The same has been handed over to the complainant who may go through the same and intimate if he is satisfied with the same.  The deficiencies, if any, be pointed out to the Respondent-department who will make up the deficiencies and supply complete information to the complainant before the next date of hearing.
3
Case is adjourned to 7.6.2010 for confirmation.










       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Shivrattan Singh,

162-L, BRS Nagar,

Ludhiana.






                    ------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.



          ------Respondent

CC No.1285 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Harinder Singh,on behalf of   Respondent.


In compliance of the order dated 26.4.2010, information has been supplied to the complainant which has been duly received by him.  None is present on behalf of the complainant nor any communication has been received from him.  A photocopy of the information supplied to the complainant  has been produced before the Commission which has been taken on record.

In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.









        Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Narinder Kumar,

R/o 8200/IB New Maya Nagar,

Street No.15, Near Tubewell

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.




                       --------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  



               -------Respondent

CC No.1246 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Narinder Kumar, Complainant in person.



Shri Harinder Singh, APIO on behalf of PIO/Respondent.


Heard both the parties.
 In his RTI application, the complainant had sought information about number of applications received by the department under RTI Act till 2005 and the number of applications on which reply had been given by the department. During the course of hearing held on 26.4.2010, the representative of the PIO had stated that the information sought by the complainant is voluminous and had offered the complainant to visit their office and inspect the relevant record.  
2
In compliance of the direction dated 26.4.2010, the complainant visited the office of the respondent on 7.5.2010 when he was allowed to inspect the record. It is stated that  the complainant  had not asked for any copy of the document at that time. Thus, the contention of the complainant that he has not been provided the information is not tenable.  I find no reason to pursue this case further.      

3
The case stands disposed of accordingly.   










        Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

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

Sh.Narinder Kumar,

R/o 8200/IB New Maya Nagar,

Street No.15, Near Tubewell

Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.



                                ---------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.







              --------Respondent

CC No.1242 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
Shri Narinder Kumar, Complainant in person.



Shri Harinder  Singh,APIO on behalf of PIO/Respondent.


In his RTI application dated 29.12.2009, the complainant had sought information about the name of the person to whom the earlier and present allotment of Plot No. 37-A has been made.  During the course of hearing held on 26.4.2010, the PIO was directed to supply the information before the next date of hearing. In compliance of the said order, the APIO Shri Harinder Singh appeared and submitted that the property in which regard the complainant wants information is in the name of one Manohar Lal and according to the instructions issued by the Chairman of the Improvement Trust, the more information about the same said property could not be disclosed without the consent of the owner of the plot.  The complainant has been informed about this vide their letter No.2255 dated 13.5.2010 addressed to him with a copy to this Commission. 
2     
The complainant has expressed his dissatisfaction with the information supplied to him.  After hearing both the parties, it is observed that it is within the knowledge of the complainant that the earlier aforesaid plot was in the name of his mother-in-law. On the perusal of the RTI application, it has been revealed that the information sought as per the RTI application stands supplied.  I see no reason to pursue this case further.

In view of the above case stands disposed of.









          Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

          STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                     SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh. Jaspreet Singh,

S/o Shri Gurcharan Singh Saini,

VPO: Laroya via Bhogpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Jaladhar.





          ----------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Bhogpur,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.









    ----------Respondent

CC-1297/10

ORDER
Present:  None for the complainant.

               Shri Harjinder Singh, PIO/BDPO, Bhogpur
              


The case was adjourned for today for confirmation.  The PIO who appeared in person stated that the remaining information has been supplied to the complainant on 14.5.2010 which has been duly received by him.  Despite due and adequate notice, the complainant has not come present not has sent any communication. It is presumed that he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  

In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.








      Sd/-

Chandigarh




                            (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                                  State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

                        SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh
Sh.Bhagwan  Dass,

S/o Shri Bahadur Chand,

Purani Anaj Mandi,

Main Gate Sirhind Mandi,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.

                                                  -------Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, 

Sirhind.

                                                                         ------Respondent

CC No.882 of 2010

ORDER

Present: -
None for the complainant 
Shri Dharminder Kumar, APIO-Junior Assistant  on behalf of Respondent.


In compliance of the order dated 21.4.2010, the PIO has supplied full information to the complainant which has been duly received by him under his signatures.  A copy of the same has been produced before the Commission which has been taken on record.

In view of the above, the case stands disposed of.









       Sd/-
Chandigarh





                (Mrs. Jaspal Kaur)       Dated: 17.05.2010
                                            State Information Commissioner.

