STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Jaswant Singh,

S/o Sh. Lal Singh,

House No. 1122, Phase 10, Mohali.                                              …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar, (Mohali).




                ……Respondent

CC No. 1919 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
Mr. Jaswant Singh, Complainant, in person.


Mr. Gurbax Singh, APIO, for the Respondent.

-----



Substantial information stands supplied to the Complainant.  However, as per Respondent’s own letter dated 27.10.2008 the names  of the officials/employees  who dealt with the case have not  been  provided,  says the Complainant.
2.

I direct the Respondent that in   compliance with its own letter dated 27.10.2008, names of the officials/employees, who have dealt  with this case, be sent to the Complainant within a week from today.
3.

The Complainant has no objection if the case is disposed of and closed.  I order accordingly. 


Announced in the hearing.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.
Dated, January 19, 2009.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Satbir Singh Dhanoa,

S/o Late Sh. Hakam Singh,

President, Resident Welfare Society (Regd.),

House No. 534, Sector 69, Mohali.                                                …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar, (Mohali).




                ……Respondent

CC No. 1196 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Representative, Mr.Santosh Kumar Bains, SDO,  for the Respondent.

-----



Necessary information has been sent to the Complainant vide Respondent’s letter dated 25.11.2008, a copy of which is taken on record.  Nothing contrary has been heard.


Announced in the hearing.
The case  is, thus, disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.
Dated, January 19, 2009.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Mrs. Preet Narang,

W/o Late Mr. Kamaljit Singh Narang,

House No. 1631, Phase-9,

SAS Nagar, (Mohali).
                                                             …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

Phase-8, Mohali.





                ……Respondent

AC No. 385 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
Ms Preet Narang, Appellant, with Mr. J.S. Bains,.Advocate, for the  Appellant.
Representative, Mr Santosh Kumar Bains, SDO, for the Respondent.

-----



This case was first heard on 03.10.2008, when the Appellant had stated that the requisite information has been received except for an attested copy  of the building plan. 
2.

The APIO, Mr. Gurbax Singh, had  then assured to give the same to the Appellant and the two had mutually agreed  to meet in the office of the Respondent on  06.10.2008 at 11.00 am. 
3.

In the hearing on 14.11.2008, the Appellant submitted that on 06.10.2008 the Respondent failed to give her a copy of the building plan.  Thereupon, another opportunity was given to the  Respondent to post  an attested   copy  of the building plan  to the Appellant, not  later than  30.11.2008, with a compliance report to the Commission.  This too was not done  
4.

Even till the next date of hearing on 01.12.2008,  the Appellant had  not received an attested copy  of the building plan, whereupon a show-cause notice was issued  under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 to the PIO, GMADA, as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for  wilful denial  of the information and non-compliance of Commission’s order. The PIO has not filed his reply till today i.e. 19.01.2009. 
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5.

Today, Representative of the Respondent,  Mr. Sushil Kumar Bains  says that a letter  was written to the Appellant on 19.12.2008, wherein, it was stated that since no building plan in respect of plot No.15, Sector 69, Mohali,  has been approved, hence an attested copy of the approved building plan cannot be given. This contradicts the oral  submission made by the APIO in the court on 03.10.2008.
6.

A copy of this letter (19.12.2008) is today handed over to the Appellant in the court.

7.

To resolve this issue, I direct the PIO to personally look into the matter and file an affidavit as  to  -
i)
 whether  a copy  of the building plan is on record?
ii)
 Has the said plan been approved?

iii) On what basis the APIO had assured to give an attested copy of the approved building plan to the Appellant; and

iv) Why PIO not be proceeded against under Section 20, RTI Act for denying information as per 01.12.2008  order.
8.

P.I.O. should submit this affidavit to the Commission, not later than 02.02.2009.  He shall be personally present at the next date of hearing with a final resolution of the case.



Announced in the hearing.



The case  is adjourned to 11.02.2009  (Wednesday) at 2.00 pm in the Chamber, Floor II, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.

Dated, January 19, 2009.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

H. S. Kahlon, Retd, IAAS, 

House No. 432, Sector 07,

Panchkula.



                       

       
        ..….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohlai Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar, (Mohali).

                          


         ….. Respondent

CC No. 1175 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Dharam Singh, Sr. Asstt. for the Respondent.

-----



The Respondent submits a copy of the reply dated 26.09.2008 which has been  sent to the Complainant in response to his letter dated 04.09.2008.  The same is taken on record.  Nothing contrary has been heard.


Announced in the hearing.

The case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.

Dated, January 19, 2009.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Bachittar Singh,

S/o Sh. Maluk Singh,

Village Sabhra,

Tehsil Patti, Distt Tarn Taran.


                       

        ..….Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Patti, District Tarn Taran.
                          


         ….. Respondent

CC No. 2075 of 2008






      ORDER

Present:
Mr. Bachittar Singh, Complainant, in person.
None for the Respondent.

`-----



The requisite  information stands supplied to the Complainant.

Announced in the hearing.

The case is, thus, disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.

Dated, January 19, 2009.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sukhbir Singh Sawhney, Advocate,

Chamber No. 122, 

District Courts, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.



                              
             
 …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Punjab State Industrial Development Corporation Ltd.

Udyog Bhawan, 18, Himalaya Marg,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.





        ……Respondent

AC No. 544 of 2008

ORDER
Present:
None for the Appellant.

Mr. L.K. Singla, APIO, for the Respondent. 

----



The APIO submits  that complete information stands supplied to the Appellant vide letter dated  14.01.2009.  The Appellant may go through the same and point out deficiencies, if any, in writing, to the P.I.O. not later than 02.02.2009.
Announced in the hearing.

The case is adjourned to 11.02.2009 (Wednesday) at 2.00 pm in  chamber  No.07,  Floor II,  SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner.

Dated, January 19, 2009.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

D.S. Monga, House No. 1/60,

Gali Service Station Wali,

Heera Singh nagar,

Kotkapura, District Faridkot.

                                            …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

SAS Nagar, (Mohali).




                ……Respondent

AC No. 448 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
Mr. Harish Bharadwaj, for the Appellant.



Representatives, Mr. Gurbax Singh, APIO, for the Respondent.

-----



The APIO says that in response to a letter from the Counsel of the Appellant, dated 15.12.2008, a communication has been sent to the SDM, Mohali to give requisite information on points 5-10.  However, he is unable to produce the copy before the Court today.  The Respondent is directed to submit a copy of the letter that GMADA has written to SDM, Mohali, to the Commission, before the next date of hearing, and also send a copy of the same to the Appellant through registered post.



Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 11.02.2009 at 2.00 PM, in Room No. 07, Court No. 1, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner

Dated, January 19, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Naval Kishore Chopra,

House No. 622,

Kaserian Bazaar, Amritsar.


                                            …..Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Amritsar.






                ……Respondent

AC No. 416 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
None for the Appellant.



PIO, Mr. D.P. Bharadwaj, and APIO, Mr. S.S. Bhatia, in person.

-----



The APIO says that the requisite information has been sent to the Appellant.  Copies of that are also on record.  



Announced in the hearing, the case is accordingly, disposed of and closed.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner

Dated, January 19, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Harjinder Singh,

Nov. 84 Riots Victims,

Welfare Society (Pb.), Regd.,

House No. 1455/1, Phase-XI, Mohali.
                                      …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, Revenue & Rehabilitation & Disaster Management,

Punjab Government, Chandigarh.



                ……Respondent

CC No. 1297 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.



Representative, Mr. Hari Singh Sodhi, Superintendent, for the 


Respondent.

-----



The representative of the Respondent says vide his letter dated 28.11.2008, that the relevant record stands destroyed and as such no attestation can bee done on the 02 letters that the complainant had submitted.    



In view of this submission, the case is accordingly, disposed of and closed.



Announced in the hearing.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner

Dated, January 19, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Baldev Singh,

S/o Atma Singh,

House No. 276. Gali No. 09,

Bhawani Nagar, Majitha Road,

Amritsar.




                                      …..Complainant

Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Engineering, Drainage Department,

Water Supply Division,

Amritsar.





               

2.
Public Information Officer,


Municipal Corporation,


Amritsar.






     ……Respondent

CC No. 1366 of 2008

&

CC No. 2015 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Baldev Singh, in person.



Mr. Amarjit Singh, SDO, for the Respondent, Drainage Department



Mr. D.P. Bharadwaj, PIO and APIO, Mr. S.S. Bhatia for 
          


Respondent, Municipal Corporation.

-----



The Complainant, Mr. Baldev Singh had submitted 02 applications under RTI on the same subject to two different public authorities, i.e., office of Executive Engineering, Drainage Department, Water Supply Division, Amritsar and Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  

2.

As per the order of the CIC, dated 22.12.2008, the case CC-2015/2008 which was being heard by the Ld. Commissioner, Mr. Surinder Singh, stands transferred to this Bench to be taken up alongwith the CC-1366/2008, wherein, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar is the Respondent.  Today, both the cases have been taken up together.  

3.

The Complainant says that as per a letter dated 15.01.2009, from the office of XEN, Drainage Department, the relevant information is in the office of the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  Also enclosed with this letter is a copy of 

…2

-2-

the Jamabandis.  Mr. Bhatia says, copy of this has also been received by the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar.  On the other hand, as per letter dated 27.11.2008, the Municipal Corporation, Amritsar has informed the Complainant that the relevant information is with the Drainage Department.  

4.

To resolve the issue as to which of the two public authorities, the Drainage Department or the Municipal Corporation, holds the demanded information, I direct the two PIOs to file affidavit(s), individually or jointly, with the Commission stating the correct factual position as to which public authority has the requisite information and also to supply the demanded information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing.

5.

The Complainant says that he has been harassed, physically and mentally, by the two public authorities as he has been pursuing his two RTI applications, dated 24.03.2008.  He seeks compensation.

6.

One last opportunity is given to the XEN, Drainage Department and Municipal Corporation, Amritsar, to file affidavit(s), not later than 02.02.2009.

7.

The case of awarding compensation will also be taken up on the next date of hearing.  

Announced in the hearing, the case is adjourned to 11.02.2009 at 2.00 PM, in Room No. 07, Court No. 1, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties

                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner

Dated, January 19, 2009
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054




Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal,

House No. 1525/1,

Gali No. 33, Preet Nagar,

New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana.


                                      …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.






                ……Respondent

CC No. 1042 of 2008






    ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Balbir Aggarwal, in person.

Representative, Mr. Ashok Kumar Sikka, PCS, Administrator, and Counsel, Mr. Sandeep Khungar, for the Respondent.

-----



Heard both the parties.

2.

In the instant case, the information as demanded by the Complainant, stands supplied to him as noticed in my order dated 14.11.2008.  The question pending for determination is whether the Respondent PIO or/and the Administrator (Mr. Birpal Singh), Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is/are liable  to be penalized under Section 20 of the RTI Act for the delay in supplying the information?

3.

Insofar as the PIO is concerned, he has been consistently taking the plea that there is no staff available to him for the collecting and assimilating the information from different branches of the Improvement Trust, and disseminate the same to the RTI applicants.  He has pleaded that on account of the lack of proper infrastructure and systemic deficiencies in the Corporation, in serving the RTI requests, it is well nigh impossible for him to ensure that the RTI applicants are supplied information within the statutorily prescribed period.  In these circumstances, the Administrator, Mr. Birpal Singh, was asked to personally look into the functioning of the RTI cell and ensure speedy disposal of the applications made under the RTI Act.

…2
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5.

It was, noticed that despite the directions given by the Commission, the Administrator, Mr. Birpal Singh, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, had failed to take any effective steps in removing the systemic deficiencies in the matter of making adequate provision for serving the RTI requests in the Improvement Trust.  It was, therefore, felt that the public authority had not made compliance with the mandate of the Act.  
6.

The Administrator, Mr. Birpal Singh was, therefore, given notice under Section 20 to show cause why penalty should not be imposed upon him for the delay in supplying the information.  There is a change of guard at the public authority, as evident from an affidavit, dated 19.12.2008, filed by Mr. Ashok Kumar, PCS, Administrator, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.  
7.

The substance of the plea taken in this Affidavit is that Mr. Harinder Singh, Superintendent, who was earlier the PIO was not performing his duties properly and, therefore, the work had been withdrawn from him and one Mr. Narinder Kumar, Assistant Town Engineer, had been appointed the PIO.  It was also stated that Mr. Birpal Singh, Administrator has relinquished the charge as Administrator on 19.12.2008.

8.

On the perusal of the file, one thing is clear that whereas the previous PIO, Mr. Harinder Singh, Superintendent has alleged that for all the ills in the RTI cell of the Respondent public authority, the fault lies with the superior authorities in not providing the necessary infrastructure for dealing with the RTI work.  The stand of the public authority, however, is that Mr. Harinder Singh, PIO was not properly discharging his duties as PIO which infact was the cause for the delay in supplying the information.

9.

I have carefully considered the various submissions made in this case.  In my view, it cannot be said that the entire fault lies with any one particular person.  It appears that the Respondent public authority as yet is not fully geared to properly perform its functions under the RTI Act. It also appears that the PIO did not make all out efforts to see that the information was retrieved and supplied in time.   I am, however, convinced that in the facts and circumstances of the instant case, no useful purpose would be served in  penalizing    the   PIO    or    any    other    official     of    the    Corporation.    The 
…3
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information demanded stands supplied.  Before parting with this order, I shall like to caution the Administrator, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana as well as its PIO to be careful in future and to be more responsive to the right of the people and their obligations under the RTI Act.  In case, due attention is not paid by them in this respect, I shall be constrained in future to take a stricter view.



Announced in the hearing, the case is disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to the parties.  A copy of this order be sent to the Principal Secretary, Local Bodies, also who should look into the functioning of public authorities under his charge with a view to streamlining their working in respect to the RTI Act.


                 (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                      State Information Commissioner

Dated, January 19, 2009
cc:
Principal Secretary (By Name),


Local Bodies, Punjab,


Chandigarh.
