STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Raghav Sharma,

Laxmi Niwas, Street No. 06,

Krishan Nagar,

Hoshiarpur-146001.




          

          …..Appellant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Estate Officer,

Punjab Urban Development Authority,

Jalandhar.






              ……. Respondent

AC No. 161 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Appellant, Mr. Raghav Sharma, in person.
None for the Respondent.

-----



At the last hearing on 21.05.2008, PIO, Estate Officer, PUDA, Jalandhar, was directed to submit an Affidavit not later than 02.06.2008, on the following 03 points:-
(i) Whether a 3rd party complaint exists;

(ii) Whether lqbal Singh lodged FIR on the basis of a complaint by 3rd party or on the strength of a routine survey of the area; and

(iii) Whether Affidavit of Jr. Assistant, Ajaib Ram is factually correct.

2.

Till todate, the PIO has failed to do so.  The Appellant, Mr. Raghav Sharma, submits in writing (dated 23.06.2008) that he be given a copy of the Affidavit.
3.

The Respondent is called upon to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him for non supply of information.  His reply should be filed with the Commission not later than 07.07.2008.

The case is adjourned to 21.07.2008.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner
Dated, June 23, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Jang Singh,

S/o Sh. Hameer Singh,

Village Bhupal Plot,

Tehsil & District Mansa.



      
                 …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Bhikhi,

District Mansa.





              ……. Respondent

CC No. 738 of 2008

ORDER

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

None for the Respondent.

-----



The Complainant says that the information he had sought against his RTI application dated 15.03.2008, has been supplied and that he is satisfied.

The case stands disposed of and closed.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 23, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Surinder Mohan Adya,

House No. 2459, 32-A,

Chandigarh Road,

Ludhiana.





      
                 …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.






              ……. Respondent

CC No. 1685 of 2007
ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Surinder Mohan Adya, in person.

PIO, Mr. Kahlon, for the Respondent.

-----

Heard both the parties.
2.

The Complainant had sought information on 20 points, vide his RTI application dated 06.08.2007.  The Respondent has supplied point-wise information on 24.12.2007.  However, some information remained to be delivered, as relevant files were in the Court.  
3.

The Respondent today said that soon after the end of Court vacations, he would move an application for inspection of relevant files and that he would give certified copies of information/documents pertaining to request for information.



In case certain documents were not on record, a certificate to that effect would be given to the Complainant, as also action, if any, against delinquent official(s) of the Corporation for the loss of documents/information.

4.

The Respondent has submitted an Affidavit in compliance with the order dated 19.05.2008.  The Affidavit, dated 20.06.2008, is taken on record. 
…2
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5.

I direct the PIO to do the needful not later than 30.07.2008 with compliance report to the Commission.

The case is adjourned to 08.08.2008, in Court No. 01, SCO 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 2.00 pm.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.
            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 23, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Tarlok Singh Chhabra,

889, Sector-60, Phase-3/B-2,

Mohali-160059.




      
                  …..Appellant

Vs
Public Information Officer,

O/o Greater Mohali Area Development Authority,

PUDA Bhawan, Mohali.




              ……. Respondent

AC No. 177 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Appellant, Mr. Tarlok Singh Chhabra, in person.

APIO, Mr. Gurbax Singh, for the Respondent.

-----

In compliance with the order dated 19.05.2008, the Respondent sent certified requisite information to the Appellant on 22.05.2008.  The Appellant points out that there are 02 letters/documents supplied to him.  One is addressed to Ms. Basant Kaur, dated 17.03.2008, and other to Ms. Balbir Kaur, dated 22.05.2008.  The subject matter of the 02 letters is the same.  The Complainant wants to know who the real owner is, as the same-text letter is addressed to two different persons at the same address. 
2.

The Respondent says that the original allottee of the property in question was Ms. Basant Kaur, after whose death the property is in the name of Ms. Balbir Kaur.

The information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed. 
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 23, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Sohan Singh,

2852/5, Nehru Nagar,

Ropar..




      
         

         …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Ropar.







              ……. Respondent

CC No. 748 of 2008

ORDER

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

Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Devinder Kumar, for the Respondent.

-----

The Complainant says that he is yet to get information on one point: a certified copy of letter no. 325, dated 09.03.2008.  
2.

The Respondent says that he will look up the record and if this particular document is on record, it will be given to the Complainant.

2.

I direct the Respondent to make available a certified copy of the said letter within 07 working days from today and if it is not traceable, the same be conveyed to the Complainant with a compliance report to the Commission.
The case stands disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 23, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Joginder Singh,

H. No. 1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.




      
         

         …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Chamkaur Sahib.





              ……. Respondent

CC No. 2137 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant.

Advocate of the Respondent, Mr. Sukhjinder Singh, and BDPO, Ms. Dilawar Kaur, for the Respondent.
----


The Respondent shows the information on the 02 points which he intended to hand over to the Complainant here today.  He says the same will now be sent by post. 

2.

It is directed that the said information be sent to the Complainant through registered post, free of cost, within 07 working days from today.

3.

The BDPO, Ms. Dilawar Kaur submits an affidavit in compliance with the order dated 05.05.2008.

4.

The case stands disposed of and closed.  However, order is reserved on the action against the BDPO.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 23, 2008

Note: Copy of the reserved order, released on 26.06.2008 in Room No. 07, at 11.00 A.M.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Joginder Singh,

H. No. 1323, Sector 34-C,

Chandigarh.




    

                …..Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Chamkaur Sahib.





              ……. Respondent

CC No. 2137 of 2008

ORDER

----



Judgment on the question of imposition of penalty upon the Respondent, under Section 20 of RTI Act, 2005 was reserved on 23.06.2008.
2.

Vide my order dated 05.05.2008, the Respondent was inter alia called upon to show cause why penalty under Section 20 be not imposed upon her for failure to supply the information.  In reply to this, Ms. Dilawar Kaur, BDPO, Chamkaur Sahib, filed an Affidavit dated 27.05.2008.  In this Affidavit, the stand taken by the Respondent is that the Complainant, Mr. Joginder Singh, failed to collect the necessary documents despite numerous reminders i.e. letters/notices sent to him for the purpose.  It is also stated that the Respondent PIO never refused to give documents/information to the Complainant.  

3.

In a nutshell, her case is that the delay caused in the delivery of information is due to Complainant’s own fault.  She has also submitted that on 10.03.2008, 07.04.2008 and 05.05.2008, the deponent did not appear before the Commission because she was on election duty.

4.

I have carefully considered the submissions made in the Affidavit.  In this case, I have found that the case was fixed for hearing on 06 dates, i.e. 14.01.2008, 18.02.2008, 10.03.2008, 07.04.2008, 05.05.2008 and 23.06.2008.  However, the Respondent did not cause any appearance to be made on her 

…2
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behalf on any of the 05 dates preceding 23.06.2008.  Even in the Affidavit filed by the Respondent, she has not given any explanation for not appearing on 14.01.2008 and 18.02.2008.  In the Affidavit, it is stated by the Respondent that the Complainant did not collect the information despite a number of letters written to him in that behalf.  No copies of such letters have been placed on record.  It, therefore, cannot be accepted that intimation as claimed by the Respondent was actually sent to the Complainant.  The Respondent, it appears, is trying to wriggle out of the tight situation in which she has landed herself by not abiding by the mandate of the RTI Act, 2005.  

5. 
The application for information in the instant case was filed on 30.07.2007.   A period of more than 10 months has already elapsed.  I feel that the Respondent deserves to be penalized for the lackadaisical attitude exhibited by her in discharging her statutory duties.  I strongly deprecate the attitude of the Respondent.  I feel that ends of justice would be met if a penalty of Rs. 10.000/-(Rupees Ten Thousand Only) is imposed upon her.  I order accordingly.  

6. 
It is clarified that the penalty imposed shall be personal liability of the Respondent PIO.  She is, therefore, directed to deposit the amount of penalty  within two weeks in the treasury under the relevant head and send proof of the same to the Commission before the next date of hearing.



The case is adjourned to 21.07.2008 for confirmation.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 26, 2008

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
N. K. Sayal,

Accounts Officer (Retd),

Sayal Street,

Sirhind.




      
         

         …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.






              ……. Respondent

CC No. 1967 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Complainant, Mr. Sayal, in person.
APIO, Mr. Paramjeet Singh, for the Respondent.
----


Vide my order dated 05.05.2008, the PIO, office of Principal Secretary, Local Government, was asked to look into the matter whether two inquiries were conducted against the same Junior Engineer or there was only one inquiry, whose report was given to the Complainant on 28.04.2008.  He was also asked to clarify whether the inquiry report sent to the Complainant covers both localities -- Pashuram Nagar and Shamsher Singh Avenue -- or only one.  
2.

Mr. Paramjeet Singh, APIO, today states that there is only one inquiry against Junior Engineer concerned and it covers both the localities i.e. Pashuram Nagar and Shamsher Singh Avenue and that there is no more information on record to give to the Complainant.  
The case stands disposed of and closed.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 23, 2008

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Balbir Kaur,

W/o Sh. S.M.S. Mahil,

497-L, Model Town, Jalandhar.

      
         

         …..Complainant
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Amritsar.






              ……. Respondent

CC No. 1782 of 2008

ORDER

Present:
Representative, Mr. S.M.S. Mahil, for the Complainant.
Representative, Mr. Parkash Singh, Supdt., for the Respondent.
----


This case was last heard on 04.01.2008.  The request for information of the Complainant was rejected by the Respondent, Improvement Trust, Amritsar on the plea that the information demanded was not sought in the prescribed proforma but on a plain paper.  
2.

This case was adjourned sine die to await the decision of the full Bench, presided over by the Chief Information Commissioner in the case CC-1671/2007.  The full Bench gave decision in this case on 28.04.2008, wherein, it was held that information request shall be maintainable even if submitted on plain paper and if it is sufficiently clear in regard to the essential particulars pertaining to the information demanded and the information seeker, and that an application for information cannot be rejected merely because its not given on the prescribed proforma.  

3.

Consequently, notice was sent to the Complainant as well as to the Respondent, informing that the case is listed for hearing on 23.06.2008 i.e. today.  
4.

The Complainant submits that he has not received any information till today.  He also gives vent to his feelings about the systemic failure of the Improvement Trust, Amritsar, in dealing with the citizens. 
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5.

The Respondent states that he is ready to give the information on all the 04 points on which the Complainant has sought information. However, it emerges that the Respondent has neither studied the case before appearing nor has he served Complaint’s information request.  
6.

I direct the Respondent to give correct, legible and certified information on the 04 points mentioned in the application of the Complainant addressed to the PIO, Improvement Trust, Amritsar, on 21.09.2007 within 07 working days from today.  A copy of the information sent be submitted to the Commission not later than 30.06.2008. 
7.

The Complainant can go through the same and point out the deficiencies, if any, to the Respondent with a copy to the Commission.
The case is adjourned to 21.07.2008.
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

            (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh,



                   State Information Commissioner

Dated, June 23, 2008

