STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R.D. Kansal,

r/o House No.- 1806, Sector-33/D,

Chandigarh.





      -------------Appellant.

                                                        Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chief Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation Department,

Punjab, Patiala.

First Appellate Authority-

o/o Chief Engineer,

Water Supply and Sanitation Department,

Punjab, Nabha Road, Patiala.




    -------------Respondents.

                                Appeal Case No. 3252 of 2014

Present:-
Shri R.D. Kansal appellant (M.No.98146-71806) in person.
Shri Gurminder Singh, Senior Assistant (M.No.98784-88774) on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant has sent an application under the RTI Act for supply of information on 26.7.2014 and on 10.9.2014. He filed an appeal before the First Appellate Authority.  PIO himself or the First Appellate Authority has not bothered to supply any information.  It was only on the receipt of notice of the Commission, some information, which is not relevant at all has been supplied.
2.

The appellant is not being attended to or is being given any assistance in this case.  The PIO-cum-Chief Engineer-Shri R.L. Koldhar, Water Supply and Sanitation Department, Punjab, Patiala is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing and also a notice to show cause is issued to him as to why penalty under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 should not be imposed on him for not supplying the information to the appellant within stipulated time as provided in the Right to Information Act, 2005.  The PIO is directed to provide information in the meanwhile as well, so that no further time of the Commission and of the appellant is wasted.  

3.

The case is adjourned to 21.1.2015 at 12.30 P.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC

Shri R.L. Koldhar,  Public Information Officer-cum-

Chief  Engineer, Water Supply and Sanitation Department, Punjab, Patiala
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Vikas Kumar s/o Shri Bhajan Parkash,

r/o Prem Nagar, Backside Convent School,

Ferozepur City.






      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Sub Divisional Magistrate,

Ferozepur.

First Appellate Authority-

o/9o the Deputy Commissioner,

Ferozepur.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2412     of 2013

Present:-
Shri Vikas Kumar appellant ( M.No. 95308-00076) in person.


Shri Balwinder Singh, Naib Tehsildar on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Vide order dated 6.2.2014, the then Chief Information Commissioner ordered that in view of the fact that the relevant record is missing and inquiry be conducted and respondent should fix the responsibility and also take appropriate action against the erring officials for loss of record.  A copy of the inquiry report was to be furnished to the appellant who may thereafter approach the authorities for appropriate action.  It was also ordered to reconstruct the record and see if the information could be furnished on that basis.
2.

The appellant has approached the Commission again saying that no effective steps have been taken so-far.  I have seen the correspondence between the office of the Sub Divisional Magistrate Ferozepur and Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.  No concrete action has emerged so-far in this case.  No punishment of any kind is indicated in the correspondence to be imposed on the officials who has misplaced the said record.  There is complete disregard to the orders of the Commission in this case by the respondent-PIO and the First Appellate Authority-Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur.  The commission takes a serious view.  Compensation of Rs.1000/- be paid to the appellant before the next date of hearing having been harassed for the last about 10 months and a notice be issued under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 to the PIO to show cause why penalty should not be imposed on him.  The written explanation of the PIO may be filed before the next date of hearing when he may also avail the opportunity of personal hearing. The respondent-PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing which is fixed for 21.1.2015.


To come up on 21.1.2015 at 12.30 P.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Singh 

s/o Shri Jatinder Singh,

Gali No.1, Gurpreet Nagar,

Daba, Ludhiana-141014.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Incharge Suvidha Centre, Sahnewal,

District Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.       

    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2728  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurinder Singh appellant (M.No.78376-33609) in person.
Shri Rajinder Singh, ASI (M.No.81466-56513) on behalf of the respondents.

alongwith Mrs. Preeti 
ORDER



Shri Gurinder Singh appellant is present and Shri Rajinder Singh, ASI is representing the respondent-PIO. Another interested party-Mrs. Preeti is present about whom the information has been sought by the appellant.
2.

It was necessary to hear them together and then pass necessary orders in this case.  The appellant in this case has asked for information on five issues which are being discussed one by one:-
(i)

The appellant wanted to know the residential addressed of Mrs. Pretti D/o Shri Shiv Kumar, VPO Bhaironmunna Dhananshu, where she is employed and residing.  About this information the appellant is required to approach her employer.  On discussion Mrs. Preeti has affered to provide her residential address.  She has taken one room on rent in the house of Shri Sohan Singh, Ex-Sarpanch, VPO Dhananshu.
(ii)

With regard to Roll Number having been issued for M.A. Part-II to her, it is established that she was not in a position to appear for the paper following her wedding day on 8.12.2013.  She states that Roll No. was handed over to her mother-in-law but it is difficult to say whether it was given or not. It is for the concerned authorities to establish this fact.  She appeared for the rest of three papers of M.A. Part-II examination and there is no dispute about that as of now.
(iii)

With regard to point No.3 that on 5.5.2014 as alleged by Shri Gurinder Singh he wants to know the details of persons who used undesirable language and being offensive in Suvidha Centre from the side of Smt. Preeti.  This information will be given by Suvidha Centre  Incharge from his office record.
(iv)

With regard to point No.4, the respondent-PIO will give a clear cut action taken report before the next date of hearing.

(v)

With regard to point No.5, in which Shri Gurinder Singh, appellant, alleged that his co-brother and his mother have been filing complaints in different police stations and wanted to have an action taken report, it is observed that he has not given any details of such applications which were allegedly having been filed by Shri Jagdeep Singh and his mother.  He needs to find out the details and then apply under the Right to Information Act, 2005 with regard to action taken report to the authorities concerned.
3.

The case is adjourned to 20.1.2015 at 12.30 P.M.








           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinder Singh 

s/o Shri Jatinder Singh,

Gali No.1, Gurpreet Nagar,

Daba, Ludhiana-141014.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Incharge Suvidha Centre, Sahnewal,

District Ludhiana.

First Appellate Authority-

Commissioner of Police, Ludhiana.




    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2729  of 2013

Present:-
Shri Gurinder Singh appellant (M.No.78376-33609) in person.

None on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



The appellant states that he has received the requisite information to his satisfaction and does not want to pursue the matter any further and the case should be closed.
2.

In view of the above, the case which was filed in the Commission on 5.09.2014 is closed.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Improvement Trust,

Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2825 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali appellant (M.No.94170-10035) in person.
Shri Amandeep Singh, Junior Engineer alongwith Arvind Sharma, APIO on behalf of the respondents.
ORDER



Shri P.C. Bali, appellant, is now seeking information on the rest of two following issues:-

 (i) 

First with regard to the name of website and its maintenance.  He has been provided the name of website and expenses for 2013-14 without supporting documents.  The respondent-Improvement Trust, Amritsar is directed to provide necessary supporting documents as early as possible.
(ii)

With regard to other point, on what basis the Executive Officer is using the authority in this case and who has authorized him to do so i.e. by way of administrative orders or by way of resolution of the Improvement Trust.  The Improvement Trust's official has not brought any information.  The respondent is directed to provide necessary information in this regard as well.  The officials present commit to provide the information accordingly.
2.

In case the appellant feels any difficulty later, he may take up the matter with Improvement Trust authorities or approach the Commission.  Appellant is satisfied with the proceedings as of now. 
3.

With the above direction, the appeal case which was filed in the Commission on 15.09.2014 is closed.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Town Hall, Amritsar.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Town Hall, Amritsar.





    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2828 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali appellant (M.No.94170-10035) in person.

Shri M.S. Bhatti, Assistant Town Planner (99152-24409) on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



The appellant submits that complete information which was asked for by him has been supplied except information with regard to the status report on the order passed by Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court on 23.5.2006.  The respondent-PIO is directed to arrange that status report and supply to the appellant within a period of one month after getting the same from their counsel as the case is pending before the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court.  The case which was filed in the Commission on 15.09.2014 is closed as of now.
2.

The appellant is free to approach the respondents or the Commission, if he does not receive the information.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balwinder Singh

s/o Shri Narinder Singh

r/o House No.3949/31, Gali No.3,

Kot Baba Deep Singh,

Sultanwind Road, Amritsar.




      -------------Complainant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Chairman Improvement Trust, 

Ranjit Avenue, 

Amritsar.







    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No. 2524  of 2014
Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.

Shri Baljit Singh, APIO alongwith Shri Amandeep Singh, Junior Engineer on behalf of the respondent .
ORDER



Shri Balwinder Singh, complainant, was being represented by Shri Karanbir Singh, Advocate.  The counsel has sent an e-mail stating that he is busy in some other court work.  He could not appear before the Commission today and has requested for an adjournment.
2.

Shri Baljit Singh, APIO appearing on behalf of the respondent states that they have already supplied the requisite information on 11.12.2014 and have not received any objection to that effect from the appellant so-far.  The appellant should peruse the information and approach the concerned authority or Commission in case he feels any deficiency in the information provided to him.
3.

The case filed in the Commission on 8.9.2014 is closed as of now.








           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President , National RTI Activists Forum, 

7-south Model Gram , 

Ludhiana.








      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Jalandhar.

First Appellate Authority

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural),

Jalandhar.







    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  3061 of 2014

&

Shri Karandeep Singh Kairon,

President ,  National RTI Activists Forum, 

7-south Model Gram , 

Ludhiana.








      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector - 9, Chandigarh. – 160017

First Appellate Authority

o/o Director General of Police, Punjab,

Sector - 9, Chandigarh. – 160017.



    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No.  3062 of 2014

Present:-
Shri Karandeep Singh, appellant (M.No.946410001) in person.
Shri  Ashwani Kumar, ASI  (M.No. 9779905599) on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



On the last date of hearing on 27.11.2014, it was ordered that the information which was placed on the record of the case file of the Commission vide their letter No.85-D-RTI dated 26.11.2014 be supplied to the appellant for his perusal and the case was adjourned for today.
2.

On the second last date of hearing dated 13.11.2014, it was ordered either the PIO himself or a senior officer knowing the full facts of the case on his behalf needs to be present.  Shri Tarsem Singh, Deputy Superintendent of Police was present on 27.11.2014.  Today neither the PIO nor a senior officer on his behalf is present.  Before any specific order is passed, the views of PIO need to be heard with regard to the specific queries of the appellant.
3.

Shri Narinder Bhargav, Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural), Jalandhar is impleaded as a necessary party. PIO be present on the next date of hearing to assist the Commission for adjudicating the case in an appropriate manner.  The case is adjourned to 21.1.2015.
4.

To come up on 21.1.2015 at 12.30 P.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

CC
Shri Narinder Bhargav, Senior Superintendent of Police (Rural), Jalandhar

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harwinder Singh Advocate, 

Chamber No. 710, District Courts, 

Ludhiana.





      -------------Complainant.

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o  Sub Divisional Officer,

 Punjab State Power Corporation Limited, 

 Sahnewal, District Ludhiana.




    -------------Respondent.

Complaint Case No.  2755  of 2013

Present:-
None on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Amandeep Singh, SDO (M.No.96461-11593) on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER



In this case, a request has been received from the complainant saying that since he is away for the pilgrimage, may be given an adjournment.  The respondent is being represented by Shri Amandeep Singh, SDO.  In the absence of the complainant, no further proceedings can be carried out.  The case is adjourned to 21.1.2015.
2.

To come up on 21.1.2015 at 12.30 P.M.







           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parbodh Chander Bali,

16, Shiv Nagar,

Batala Road, Amritsar-143001.




      -------------Appellant.





Vs. 

The Public Information Officer

o/o Divisional Forest Officer,

Forest Division and District Amritsar,

Taranwala Pull, GT Road, Amritsar.                         (Regd.)
First Appellate Authority-

Financial Commissioner

to Government of Punjab,

Forest and Wild Life Department,

Chandigarh.



(Regd.)


    -------------Respondents.

Appeal Case No. 2827 of 2013

Present:-
Shri Parbodh Chander Bali appellant (M.No.94170-10035) in person.

Shri Mahavir Singh, former PIO (98722-64659) on behalf of the respondents.

ORDER



Shri Parbodh Chander Bali, appellant, filed an application dated 1.7.2014 under Right to Information Act, 2005 seeking following information from the respondent No.1:-
(A) 

(i)

Geographical position of each sapling
(ii)

List of species of each sapling.
(iii)
Tender/quotations/comparative statement/work order or otherwise documents making order thereof to plant the saplings.
(iv)
The serial numbering of trees afterwards and now in record and related record book.

(v)
If such trees has been axed off, the record pertaining to that like, order of competent authority to axe off, amount of cost of timber collected and deposit receipt in government treasury.
(vi)
Rules regarding maintenance of sapling to keep it healthy and alive for its full life and to 
collect the value of timber from these.

(B)

Inspection of work as per Sec. 2(j)(i).
2.

On not getting the information, he filed first appeal dated 3.8.2014.  Lateron he filed second appeal dated 14.9.2014 before the State Information Commission, Punjab, Chandigarh which was received on 15.9.2014. Accordingly, a notice of hearing was issued to the respondents to appear on 29.10.2014 at 11.00 A.M. through Video Conference Facility available in the office of the Deputy Commissioner,  Amritsar. The date of hearing was changed to 3.11.2014, when the appellant and Shri Balwant Singh, Forest Range Officer, Amritsar appeared on behalf of the respondents.  He submitted a copy of the information to the appellant at the time of hearing.  The appellant stated that the information has not been delivered in time  and it has been given only after the notice of the hearing was issued by the Commission.  The PIO was given a show cause notice under Section 20 (I) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 as to why a penalty should not be imposed upon him for not delivering the information within the stipulated time.  He was also afforded an opportunity of personal hearing.  The case was adjourned to 27.11.2014. On this date of hearing, the PIO did not come present personally and Shri Mahavir Singh, Divisional Forest Officer, Amritsar who remained at Amritsar upto 26.11.2014 and transferred to Sangrur was also impleaded as a party in this case and next date of hearing was fixed for 23.12.2014. Only he appeared on 23.12.2014 in the office of the Commission.  
3.

At the time of hearing on 23.12.2014, the appellant pointed out that the information which was asked for by him with regard to the plantation of saplings during the year 1995-96, the information furnished is not correct and specific about the year 1995-96 and other details asked for by the appellant have also not been provided, which he raised by way of points Nos.1 to 6 in his RTI application.  With regard to part 'B' of his application, where he demanded inspection of work as per Section 2 (j)(i) of the RTI Act but no proper assistance/cooperation has been provided.
4.

From the above proceedings, it is apparent that Shri Mahavir Singh, DFO who was PIO at Amritsar till 26.11.2014, when the information was demanded by the appellant has failed to supply the information and comply with the demand of inspection raised by the appellant. He has also failed to submit any justification for causing delay in supply of information within the stipulated period.  In the light of these circumstances, I hereby order imposition of penalty on Shri Mahavir Singh, DFO, Amritsar now at Sangrur @Rs.250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- as per Section 20(1) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for causing delay of about four months.  The amount of penalty should be deposited in the Head: 0070-Other Administrative Services-60-Other Services-800-Other Receipts-86-Fees under the Right to Information Act.  In case he fails to deposit this amount before the next date of hearing, the Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Punjab, Mohali is directed to get it recovered from his salary and treasury challan be produced at the time of next date of hearing i.e. 18.3.2015.  
5.

Considering the facts of this case, the appellant has pleaded that he may be awarded compensation under Section 19(8)(b) for delay in supply of information and detriment suffered by him.  An application was made on 1.7.2014 for supplying the information and only response was received on 28.10.2014. The appellant averred that he had to attend proceedings on two dates by travelling from Amritsar to Chandigarh for appearing before the Commission incurring loss of time and money. Shri P.C.Bali, appellant, needs to be compensated with a sum of Rs.2000/- for delay and detriment he suffered.  This amount of compensation will be paid to the appellant by the Public Authority before the next date of hearing. Shri Bali states that he wants no further action in this regard as he is pursuing this case in the Hon'ble Punjab and Haryana High Court for appropriate action in the matter and submits that the case may be closed.  

6.

The case is adjourned for 18.3.2015 at 11.30 A.M. for confirmation of compliance by the respondents..









           
( S.S. Channy)



December 23, 2014.     




Chief Information Commissioner
                        




   
          


Punjab

Cc

Regd

The Principal Chief Conservator of Forests,

Forest Complex, Sector 68, Mohali.

Shri Mahavir Singh, Divisional Forest Officer,

Sangrur.
