STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr. Neelam Gulati Sharma,

# 1089, Sector: 44-B, Chandigarh.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Council for Science & Technology(PSCST),

Sector: 26, Adjacent Scared Heard School, Post Box No. 727, 

Chandigarh-160019.






 Respondent
AC No. 222/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Dr. Dapinder Kaur Bakshi,  PIO and Shri Harish Raj Rai, APIO,                       on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that the information running into 2 sheets  has been supplied to the Appellant  vide letter No. PSCST/156 dated 9.01.2008 

2.

On the perusal of the file it is noticed that the Appellant was  not  satisfied with the information supplied to her by the PIO. Therefore, she filed first appeal with Dr. N.S.Tiwana, Executive Director-cum-Appellate Authority of PSCST. After hearing both the parties, first Appellate Authority issued speaking orders on 14.2.2008. On the orders of the first Appellate Authority additional information was provided  to the Appellant as under:-

“The higher pay was given to Dr. (Mrs.) Neelima Jerath and Dr. (Mrs.) Jatinder Kaur Arora while giving them a fresh contractual appointment to the post of Additional Directors to remove this 

anomaly in pay and this being a fresh contractual appointment to

 retain the eminent scientists within organisation, there are no rules applicable as such.”
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3.

The Appellant was  again not satisfied with the orders of the first Appellate Authority. She filed second appeal with the Punjab State Information Commission on 13.5.2008.


4.

The PIO submits a copy of Office Memorandum issued by Government of India, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances & Pensions, Department of Personnel & Training vide No. 2/41/97-PIC, dated 9.11.1998 on the subject  ” Flexible Complementing Scheme for Scientists in various scientific departments – recommendations of the Fifth Central Pay Commission for modification of the Scheme – regarding ”   on the basis of which pay of Dr. (Mrs.) Neelima Jerath and Dr. (Mrs.) Jatinder Kaur Arora has been fixed,  which is taken on record.  The PIO  is directed to supply one copy of this Office Memorandum to the Appellant after taking due receipt. 

5.

The PIO further states that Dr. (Mrs.) Neelam Gulati Sharma has since been promoted as Additional Director, her grievance has been redressed. Since the Appellant is not present, one more opportunity is given to her to pursue her case. It is directed that the PIO will bring the file relating to grant of increments to Dr. (Mrs.) Neelima Jerath and Dr. (Mrs.) Jatinder Kaur Arora on the next date of hearing. 
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.8.2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri A.S.Wadhawan,

415/9, Mohalla Punj Piplan,

Bahadurpur, Hoshiarpur.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Social Security,

Women & Child Development, 

SCO: 102-103, Sector: 34, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.957 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Mrs Shakuntala, Supdt-cum-APIO and Mrs. Baljit Kaur, Clerk on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On  the perusal of the case file, it is noticed that the Complainant has filed a complaint with the PIO, office of the District Social Security Officer, Hoshiarpur. The PIO DSSO Hoshiarpur has transferred the Complaint/application to the Director Social Security Women & Child Development on 5.3.2008 as the information relates to the Directorate. The PIO, DSSO, Hoshiarpur might have transferred the application within five days as per Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. The PIO has taken a period of two months to transfer the application which is against the spirit of RTI Act. Director Social Security may issue instructions to the field staff (PIOs) that the application should be transferred to the concerned Public Authority within five days of the receipt of the application.
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Mrs. Shakuntala, APIO on behalf of the Respondent states that the Department has written to Shri Avtar Singh Wadhawan, vide its letter No.1462, dated 25.4.2008 for getting specific information. The Complainant has not come forward with any specific information. Moreover, the information relates to third party.  She pleads that information can be supplied if the Complainant identifies  the information required by him.  That is why the Complainant has been asked to identify the specific information.

3.

As the Complainant is not present today, it is directed that that the PIO may inform the Complainant again and he may ask the Complainant to inspect the record which he wants so that the specific information can be supplied to him. 

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Complainant will visit the office of the PIO of the Directorate of Social Security, SCO No.102-103, Sector 34, Chandigarh on any working day from 9.00 AM to 1.30 PM from 21st July, 2008 to 25th July, 2008. The PIO will make the arrangement for the  inspection. The Complainant will identify the documents/information to be supplied and the PIO will supply the same after getting the approval from the competent authority.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12-08-2008.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar S/o Shri Bal Krishan,

VPO: Chaunda, Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District Sangrur.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar Irrigation Department, Punjab,

Hydel Building, Sector: 18, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.933/2008

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar, Complainant, in person.


Shri P.K.Nijhawan, XEN, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Representative on behalf of the PIO states that the information running into 8 (eight) sheets including one covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No.610, dated 12.2.2008 direct from the Vigilance Officer, Irrigation Department, Punjab, Patiala. 

3.

The Complainant states that in the instant case, what action has been taken by the Department after the inquiry conducted by the Government. The PIO states that the Chief Engineer Irrigation has recommended the case to the Government as per the enquiry conducted by the Enquiry Officer for taking action against Shri Ashok Kumar, JE. The PIO pleads that action is to be taken by the Government. He may file the new application with the Principal Secretary Irrigation and Power for getting the information. 

4.
            The PIO states that since the information belonging to the Chief Engineer, Irrigation, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case may be
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disposed of.

5.

Accordingly, since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ibrahem Mohd Sufi

C/o Mohd Hanif H.No.8/164-Iqbal Colony

Near Bus Stand, Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Punjab Khadi and Gram Udyog Board,

SCO: 24, 29 & 30, IInd Floor, Sect. 22-C, Chandigarh.T











 Respondent

CC No.947/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Tejinder Sodhi, Publicity Officer-cum-APIO Smt.Shashi Sharma, Senior Assistant,on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As stated by the Respondent, the  Applicant has not attached the proper Indian Postal Order as application fee with his application for information.  He deposited the application fee on 8.7.2008 and accordingly, the information running into two sheets was been sent to the Complainant through registered letter.

2.

As the Complainant is not present today, one more opportunity  is given to him to pursue his case.
3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 05-08-2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh,

VPO: Mehma Sarja,

District: Bathinda.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Agriculture Officer, Bathinda.




 Respondent

CC No.1002 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurvinder Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Malkiat Singh Bhullar, Chief Agriculture Officer-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the Applicant has not deposited the necessary application fee with the application. He has been informed to deposit the necessary fee. He further states that the application relates to Forest Department. 

3.

During arguments,  the Complainant has shown the original Ration Card issued by Shri Santosh Kumar, Inspector Food & Supplies, Goniana/Baluana on 30.8.2007,  which proves that the Complainant falls  in  the BPL Category. I am satisfied with the Ration Card shown to me today and order that the Complainant be supplied  information free of cost and no application fee  be charged from him. 

4.

It is directed that the PIO, O/o the Chief Agriculture Officer,
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 Bathinda will transfer the application to the Divisional  Forest Officer, Bathinda immediately. The PIO-cum-Divisional Forest Officer,  Bathinda will  supply the information as per the demand of the Complainant.

5.

The Complainant makes a written submission , which is taken on the record file of the Commission. It is directed that PIO of the office of Divisional  Forest Officer, Bathinda will appear in person,  on the next date of hearing, along with the information to be supplied to the Complainant.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 05-08-2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Divisional Forest Officer, Bathinda.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bihari Lal,

# 24/240, Mian Mohalla,

Near Mastgarh Gurudwara, Batala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Assistant Labour Commissioner, Batala.



 Respondent

CC No.943 /2008
Present:
Shri Bihari Lal, Complainant, in person.
Shri Santokh Singh, Labour Inspector-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Representative of the PIO on behalf of the Respondent states that a compromise has been signed  with the Management of the Tailor Masters Association in the presence of Shri Chaman Lal, Labour Inspector, Batala. The Agreement could not be implemented as the Labour Inspector Shri Chaman Lal has been transferred to Amritsar.

3.

Shri Santokh Singh, Labour Inspector states that after his joining   the matter is brought to his notice. He has taken up the case for prosecution. The case for prosecution was filed with the CJM(Senior Division) Batala. The copies of the Challans and the copy of the compromise signed  with the Tailors Association have been handed over to the Complainant by the Respondent  in my presence in the court today.

4.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner


  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Parveen Kumar,

431/15, Sadar Bazar,

C/o P.K.Foam Agency, Gurdaspur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o S.S.P.Gurdaspur.






 Respondent

CC No. 927/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Pardeep Kumar, DSP-cum-APIO and Shri Surinder Kumar, Head Constrable, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the information running into 36 (Thirty Six) sheets has been supplied to the Complainant and the receipt has been taken in token of the information supplied on 9.7.2008. In the Receipt, the Complainant has written that the information relating to date 17.4.2008 is incomplete. The representative states that the information relating to the date 17.4.2008 is now ready with him today. 

2.

It is directed that the Respondent will send the information to the Complainant through  registered post.

3.

As the Complainant is not present today, one more chance is given to the Complainant to pursue his case. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21-08-2008.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mulkh Raj Ghumman,

H.No. 2539/3, Indira Flats, 

Manimajra, Chandigarh.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Industries & Commerce,

Punjab, Bays Building, Sector:17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1003/2008

Present:
Shri Mulkh Raj Ghumman, Complainant, in person.

Shri H.S. Pannu, APIO, Shri Maninder Pal Singh, ACFA and Shri Davinder Singh, Senior Assistant,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that the Information running into 15 sheets including covering letter has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 27.3.2008. The Complainant states that the information has not been authenticated by the competent authority. It is directed that the information, supplied to the Complainant,  be authenticated by the competent authority and one copy of the same, duly authenticated,   be supplied to the Commission.

3.

The Complainant states that he has been harassed throughout his service career  by the Department and he has not been given his due pension as per Government Rules. 

4.

On the perusal of the Department file and the information supplied 
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to the Complainant, it is noticed that office of Accountant General Punjab,  vide  Notification No. Pension-8/M-56/94-15/19869-72, dated 5.10.2001,  has revised family pension of the Complainant but the basic pension has not been revised and the Department has fixed pension as per the Ready-Reckoner issued by the Finance Department for fixation of revised pension as on 1.1.1996. 

5.

The Department is directed to send the case of the Complainant for revision in pension to the Accountant General Punjab so that the grievance of the Complainant could be redressed. 

6.

Since the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is at liberty to approach the Commission again if his case for revision in  pension is not sent to the office of Accountant General Punjab within one month.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurpartap Singh,

H.No.958-HIG, Housing Board Colony,

Sector-3, Ranjit Avenue, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, 

Punjab State Human Rights Commission,

SCO: 20-21-22, Sector-34A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No.205 /2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri O.P.Sadana, Joint Registrar and Mrs.Shivani, Senior Assistant                    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Joint Registrar on behalf of the Respondent states that the case has been closed and the information available on the record has been supplied to the Complainant. He pleads that the case may be disposed of.

2.

As the Complainant is not present today, one more chance is given to him to pursue his case if he feels so.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12-08-2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Partap Singh,

H.No. 8, Street No. 1, Professor Colony,

Backside Sheesh Mehal, Patiala.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Cultural Affairs, Archeological & Museum,

Punjab, Plot No. 3, Sector: 38-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 202/2008

Present:
Shri Partap Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Balwant Singh, Conservator and Shri Bhajan Singh, Assistant Conservator,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that a similar complaint  had been  filed by the Appellant earlier as CC-1013/2007,  which was  disposed of on 23.8.2007 when  requisite information running into 167 pages was supplied to him. 

2.

The Appellant states that since the information supplied earlier was incomplete, therefore, he has filed fresh application for seeking complete information.

3.

The Respondent states that the information running into 7100 pages is ready and the Appellant may be directed to collect the information after depositing Rs. 14,200/- as document charges.  The Appellant states that since

Contd…….p/2

AC No. 202/2008


-2-

 the information has been delayed, therefore, the same may be supplied free of cost. From the perusal of the file it is noticed that the information has been delayed. Accordingly it is directed that the information be supplied to the Appellant free of cost.  The Department is also directed to send the case of the Appellant and other such cases to the Department of Finance for regularization of their services as per the instructions of the Personnel Department. 

4.

The APIO assures the Commission that the requisite information will be supplied to the Appellant free of cost within a week’s time and he  pleads  that the case may be closed. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jaswant Singh,

H.No. 3911, W.No. 12(15),

Hamayunpur, Sirhind, District: Fategarh Sahib.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director of Industries & Commerce,

Punjab, Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 980/2008

Present:
Shri Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri H.S. Pannu, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Shri Shiv Sharan Dass, Senior Assistant, RTI Cell,  Smt. Pushpa Devi, Senior Assistant and Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Registrar of Societies,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant has not been supplied to him. However, the Complainant has been intimated vide Memo. No. Registrar/F&S/Pb./1542, dated 8.7.2008 as under:

“In this connection it is intimated that the Registrar of Firms & Societies Punjab cannot interfere in the internal matters of the society. You are requested to approach the Civil Court of competent jurisdiction for redressal of grievances, if any.”

3.

The Complainant states that a similar case is being heard by Hon’ble Commissioner Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, which has been fixed for further 
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hearing on 23.7.2008. He requests that the instant case may also be transferred to that court. 

4.

Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission may transfer the instant case to the court of Hon’ble Commissioner Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj after obtaining necessary approval from the CIC. 



5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.


Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satnam Singh S/o

Shri Surjit Singh,

Universal Human Rights Organisation, 

Bajrra Colony, Rahon Road, Ludhiana.




Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Environmental Engineer, 

R.O.-III, Punjab Pollution Control Board,

M. C. Building, Gill Road, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 211/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Pardeep Sharma, Law Officer and Shri Ashok Sharma, APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Law Officer states that the information on three points, as per the demand of the Appellant, has been supplied vide letter No. 310, dated 18.1.2008. The Appellant was not satisfied with the information and he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 6.2.2008. On the perusal of the file it is noticed that no orders have been passed by the First Appellate Authority. Subsequently, the Appellate filed second Appeal with the State Information Commission, Punjab vide No. RTI/199, dated 3.5.2008.

2.

Since the Appellant is not present today, one more opportunity is given to him to pursue his case. 
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3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 4.9.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and  to Shri Satnam Singh S/o Shri Surjit Singh, Central Jail, Ludhiana C/o  Environmental Engineer, 

R.O.-III, Punjab Pollution Control Board, M. C. Building, Gill Road, Ludhiana.



Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

Kahlon Villa  Opposite Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian –Bet, District: Ludhiana-141008.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Registrar, Societies and Firms, Punjab,

17 Bays Building, 3rd Floor, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.953/2008
Present:
Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon, Complainant, in person.

Shri H.S.Pannu, Deputy Director-cum-APIO, Smt.  Pushpa  Devi, Senior Assistant and Shri Shiv  Sharan Dass , Senior Assistant , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The APIO states that the Complainant in his request for information dated 24.1.2008 has asked whether the Punjab Cricket Association is a registered body under The Societies Registration Act, 1960 or under the Registrar of Companies, Punjab & Himachal Pradesh, Jalandhar City. The Respondent  states that the record is being searched  and since there are  approximately 2.5 lakh Societies registered with the Department , at least one month time be given to prepare the information. 

2.

It is directed that the PIO of the office of Registrar Firms and Societies will search his record and will collect information from the PIO of the office of Registrar of Companies, Punjab & Himachal Pradesh, Jalandhar City within one month. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.8.2008.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place: Chandigarh.

                                 Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR: 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Dharam Vir Khosla,

C/o Dharamshala Thakur Dass,

Bazar Vakilan, Hoshiarpur.






Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Construction Division No. 2, 

PWD, B&R, Hoshiapur.






 Respondent

AC No. 226/2008

Present:
Shri Dharam Vir Khosla, Appellant, in person.


Shri Rajiv Kumar Saini, SDE-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Appellant  filed application with the Department on 28.3.2008 for seeking information under RTI Act, 2005. Shri Arun Kumar, Executive Engineer  informed the Appellant vide his letter No. 895, dated 5.5.2008 that since the information, asked for,  is available with Executive Engineer, Provincial Division, PWD(B&R), Hoshiarpur, he may get the information from that Public Authority. As per Section 6(3) of the  RTI Act, 2005, Executive Engineer-cum-PIO, Construction Division No. 2, PWD(B&R) Hoshiarpur should have transferred the application of the Appellant to the concerned Public Authority i.e. Executive Engineer, Provincial Division Hoshiarpur within 5 days instead of asking him to get the information from that Department.  

2.
 
The APIO makes a submission of a letter No. 1521 dated 
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17.6.2008 in which he has pointed out that the Appellant has not adopted the proper channel to seek information as he has not approached the First Appellate Authority i.e. Superintending Engineer, Construction Circle, PWD(B&R), Hoshiarpur. It appears that the PIO is  not well versed with the provisions of  the RTI Act, 2005.  Under Section 18 of Act, it is clear the Appellant can approach the Commission direct without going to the First Appellate Authority. 

3.

The Appellant vide his submission dated 19.5.2008 has brought to the notice of the Commission that he has been harassed by the Department and the action be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information and compensation be given to him for the detriment suffered by him. He has further stated that if his application was not related to his department, the PIO should have transferred the same to the concerned Public Authority within a period of 5 days as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  

4.

As the Executive Engineer-cum-PIO has not acted as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2008, he is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing and submit his explanation as to why action be not taken against him for the delay in supplying the information,  for not transferring the application of the Appellant to the concerned Public Authority within 5 days and also as to why  compensation be not given to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him. 

5.

Since Shri Arun Kumar, Executive Engineer has been transferred to 
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the office of PIDB, Chandigarh, a copy of the order be sent to him in the office of PIDB, Chandigarh to appear in person to submit his explanation on the next date of hearing.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.8.2008.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Arun Kumar, Executive Engineer, PIDB, Sector: 34, Chandigarh. 

            Sd/-



Place: Chandigarh.

                               Surinder Singh

Dated: 10. 07. 2008

            
      State Information Commissioner

