STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Piara Lal Bhatia,
# 80, ward No.8,

Krishana Colony Dasuya,

Distt-Hoshiarpur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Director Rural Development 
And Panchayat, Pb, CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 659 of 2008

Present:
(i) None  is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Judhbir Singh, APIO on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
As directed on the last hearing, Respondent has paid the compensation. No further action is required.
3.
Disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-

                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th  November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. J.S.Sandhu, Gen Secy.,

C-2107, Ranjit Avenue,

Amritsar.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Amrtisar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No.  437 of 2007
Present:
None
ORDER

Appellant and Respondent both have sent a request for another date. This case is adjourned to 08.01.08 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Chaman Lal Jain,
C/o Vishal Sanitary Store,

Loha Bazzar, Dhuri,

Distt-Sangrur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Commissioner,
Municipal Council,

Dhuri.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 95 of 2008

In

CC No. 780 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Chaman Lal Jain, the Complainant
(ii) Sh. Subhash Gupta, Executive Officer, O/o Municipal Council,  Dhuri on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER


Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the Complainant has asked the information from year 1995 to 2008 and it is very difficult to retrieve the information relating to the approval of the plans of the houses/shops in whole of the city for this period. Complainant states that he should be provided information regarding three shops, one on Sangrur road and two shops located near his shop. The information sought is the name of the Owner, Area as per registered deed. Sanctioned letter and area as approved in the plan. Respondent has agreed to provide this information by 1st December 2008.
3.
Adjourned to 09.01.09 (12.00 PM) for confirmation of compliance. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   
`







Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Prem Kumar,
S/o Sh. Dari Mall,

R/o St.Dr.Des Raj Ward No.17,

Mandi Harzi Ram Malout.

Tehsil-Malout
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DAV College Malout,
Distt-Mukatsar.

……………………………..Respondent
AC No. 351 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Prem Kumar, the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Anil Kumar, Accounts Clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Appellant states that he filed the application for information on 29.10.07 but no information was supplied to him. Today in the Commission, Respondent delivers the information alongwith the cheque of Rs.52/-.  Appellant states that Respondent should also given him a cheque of Rs.198/- which was returned to them. Respondent has agreed to re-issue the cheque within three days. Complainant further states that the action should be taken against the PIO for not supplying the information in time as prescribed in the RTI Act, 2005 and prayed that as he has had to incur the expenditure in coming to Chandigarh to attend the hearings before the Commission, he should be suitably compensated.

Contd… P-2

-2-

3.
PIO is directed to show cause why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the RTI Act for not providing the information within prescribed time and should file an affidavit in this regard and on the next date of hearing.
4.
Adjourned to 08.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   









Sd/-
             
                                      (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Kidar Nath Singla,
S/o Sh. Bhana Mal,

W.No.5C/80, Behind Bhalwan,

Wala Adda, Samana Street,

Dhuri, Tehsil-Dhuri, Distt-Sangrur.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Pr. Secy Food & Supplies,
& Consumer Affairs, Pb,

CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 1872 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Smt. Raj Kumari, Senior Assistant on behalf of the Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the required information has been sent to the Complainant and Complainant has also sent the acknowledgement to the Commission that he has received the information and has requested that the application be filed. No further proceedings are required to be taken in the case. 

3.
The complaint is, therefore, disposed of. Copies of the order be sent to the parties









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Manveet,
B-9, 6-R, Near Yoga Ashram,

Model Town, Hoshiarpur.
        …………………………….Applicant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Principal, SMS Karamjot,
College for Women, Miani,

Hoshiarpur.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No-65 of 2008 

Present:
(i) Smt. Promila, Mother of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Khazan Singh, College Director on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
At the hearing on 18.09.2008, Respondent was directed to file an affidavit regarding grant/aid received from the Govt. in the last 5 years, so as to know whether it is a public authority or not. In today’s hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit giving the details of the funds received by the college during the last 5 years and also submits that grant received by the college is very minor and further states that SMS Karamjot College for Women, Maini, Hoshiarpur can not be termed as public authority has defined under the RTI Act, 2005 as it is neither owned, nor controlled nor subsequently financed by the appropriate Govt. i.e Punjab Govt. directly or indirectly. 
Contd….P-2

-2-

3.
The copy of the affidavit filed by the Respondent has been handed over to the Applicant. The Applicant may file a reply of the affidavit submitted by the Respondent before the next date of hearing.                                                   
4.
Adjourned to 15.01.09 (12.00 PM) for arguments n the question whether the Respondent is a public authority within a meaning of Section 2 (h) of the RTI Act 2005.

Sd/-
                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Om Parkash,
R/o -1609/2, Ram Gali Katra,

Ahluwalia, Amritsar.
        …………………………….Appellant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,
Municipal Corporation,

Town Planner, Town Hall,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

AC No. 249 of 2008

Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Appellant


(ii) Sh. Aftab Bhatia, clerk on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Appellant is absent.  Respondent states that Sh. Vijay Kumar has already expired and Sh. Vinod Kumar is a brother of Late Sh. Vijay Kumar and Sh. Ajay Kumar is the son of Sh. Vinod Kumar. Both have given in writing that the information relating to their property should not be disclosed.  Judgment is reserved.

Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th  November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Jagan Nath,
S/o Sh. Ralla Ram,

# 274, Narottam Nagar,

Khanna.

.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Executive Officer,
Municipal Council,

Khanna.

……………………………..Respondent

MR  NO. 43 Of 2008

In

CC No. 1298 of 2007
Present:
(i) Sh. Rajinder Kumar, on behalf of Sh. Jagan Nath, the    Complainant


(ii) Sh. Rajeev Anand, Advocate and on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
As directed on the last hearing, Respondent has filed an affidavit. The copy of the same has been given to the Complainant.

3.
Respondent submits in his affidavit that Municipal Council, Khanna is not dealing with change of ownership and only makes entries of the owners of the units in the House Tax Assessment register (namely TS-1). The said entry in TS-1 is made on the basis of documentary evidence by way of registered sale deed in favour of owner or allotment letter from Improvement Trust, Khanna incase of 
Contd…P-2

-2-

development schemes.  In normal case where there is no dispute /objection against making entry in TS-1 are required, no clarification is sought but in the present case the said certificate was sought as an original allottee objected against entry of any other ownership in TS-1.

4.
Complainant states that he has not been provided the affidavit given by Sh. Pawan Kumar to the Municipal Council, Khanna whereas copy of his own affidavit has been supplied to him and later on Municipal Council, Khanna has manipulated the record and has obtained another affidavit from Sh. Pawan Kumar .

5.
Respondent states  that Sh. Pawan Kumar originally attached copy of the affidavit given by the Complainant and he was asked vide letter no. 4397-4399 dated 20.12.2007 to file an affidavit which was later on submitted by the Pawan Kumar.

6.
In order to check the authenticity of letter no. 4397-4399, Respondent is directed to produce original dispatch register on the next hearing.

7.
Adjourned to 08.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   



Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Rajesh Dhiman,
# 2, St No.1,

Jhoojar Nagar, Patiala.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. Commissioner,

MC, Patiala.
……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 763 of 2008

Present:
(i) Sh. Rajesh Dhiman, the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Ashok Vij, APIO on behalf of the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied and does not want to press for imposing penalty for not supplying the information in time. 

3.
Respondent has apologized for not attending the hearing and supplying the information in time and has prayed that in this regard he will be careful in future.

4.
Show cause notice was issued to the PIO to explain reasons for not giving complete information and not attending the hearing as directed by the Commission. In view of the fact that information has been provided and Respondent has apologized, the show cause notice issued earlier is recalled.
5.
 It is, however, unpardonable that the Public Authority has no system in place, to deal with RTI applications. I hereby direct the Commissioner, M.C. Patiala under Section 19(8) sub section (a) to personally look into the matter and ensure that no undue delay is caused in supplying information to the Public.  The 
Contd…P-2

-2-

system should be so devised as to ensure that RTI applications are served within the time limit prescribed under the RTI Act 2005.

6.
The information sought, having now been supplied, there remains no further cause of action. The complaint is disposed of.   Copies of the order be sent to both the parties as well as to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

Sd/-
                                               (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
CC:-
Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Patiala.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Sawinder Kaur,
795, Urban Estate Phase-1,

Jalandhar City.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o DPI, Secondary,
PB, CHD.

……………………………..Respondent

MR No. 96 of 2008

In

CC No. 1442 of 2008
Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant 


(ii) Smt. Tarinder Kaur, Suptd.-cum-APIO on behalf of the 



 Respondent 
ORDER

Heard.
2.
Respondent states that the discrepancies as pointed out by the Complainant have been removed. Readable and attested copy of the enquiry report will be sent to the Complainant during the next week. No further action is required. 
3.
Disposed of.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Shukla Kohli,
85-D, Kitchlu Nagar,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2321 of 2008
Present:
(i) Sh. Shukla Kohli, the Complainant 


(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER

Heard.
2.
PIO submits that the entire information has already been supplied to the Complainant but admits that there is delay in supplying the information due to the reason that there is insufficient staff to deal with the RTI applications. Before considering the reply to the show casue notice, Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana is directed to be personally present on the next date of hearing to explain the arrangement made to deal with the RTI applications.
3.
Adjourned to 08.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   











Sd/-

                                                           (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH
(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054
Sh. Gurcharan Singh,
# 142,Sec-29, CHD Road,

Ludhiana.
        …………………………….Complainant
Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Executive Officer,
Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.

……………………………..Respondent

CC No. 2380 of 2007



Present:
(i) None is present on behalf of the Complainant


(ii) Sh. Harinder Singh, PIO, the Respondent
ORDER
Heard.
2.
Respondent states that he has not received the order of the Commission dated 15.10.2008, vide which he was asked to fix a meeting with the Complainant. He has promised that as directed by the Commission, a meeting will be fixed and information, as available in the record, will be provided to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
3.
Respondent is directed to strictly comply with the orders of the Commission failing which it will be presumed that PIO is deliberately not obeying the orders of the Commission and action will be initiated as per the RTI Act 2005.

4.
Adjourned to 08.01.09 (12.00 PM) for further proceedings. Copies of the order be sent to the parties   
                                                 



Sd/-
  (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated:  27th November, 2008
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector -17-C, CHANDIGARH

(www.infocommpunjab.com) PH : 0172-4630054

Smt. Sarabhjit Kaur,

# 32, Sewa Nagar (W),

P.O. Khalsa College,

Putlighar, Amritsar.
        …………………………….Complainant

Vs.
Public Information Officer 

O/o. District Transport Officer,

Amritsar.

……………………………..Respondent

    CC No. 1677of 2007







In 





        CC No. 1678 of 2007





        CC No. 1655 of 2007





        CC No. 1656 of 2007





        CC No. 1700 of 2007





        CC No. 1789 of 2007





        CC No.  1791 of 2007

ORDER



The judgment in this case was reserved vide my order dated 07.11.08.

2.
Complainant filed seven complaints with the Commission seeking information from District Transport Office, Amritsar as in all the seven complaints, the  Complainant and the PIO is the same so all these has been clubbed together for disposal.

3.
Vide order dated 22.05.2008, the Respondent Sh. Vimal Sethia, PIO was, ordered to show cause why penalty under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay caused in supplying the information be not imposed. He was also called upon to show why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant.

Contd….P-2

-3-

4.
In reply to the show cause notice, the Respondent has submitted that the information stands already supplied to the Complainant and that there are good and sufficient reasons for the delay occurring in the supply of the information. In this reply he states that the delay has occurred on account of the Complainant changing her request from time to time. 
PIO has also submitted that Complainant was under suspension at that time and information sought was connected with the departmental enquiry, so opinion/permission was sought from District Attorney, Amritsar and head office, CHD which has resulted in delay in supplying the information.

5.
In view of the foregoing, I do not find any substance in request for the imposition of penalty. However there are glaring systemic deficiencies in the office of District Transport Office, Amritsar. Appropriate mechanism has not been provided to keep the record properly by the public authority due to which the information / request under RTI Act, 2005 are not being served properly. I am of the considered view that instead of penalizing the PIO, it would be in the fitness of thing that public authority be ordered to compensate the Complainant on account of expenditure incurred by him in attending hearings in the Commission.

6.
In the facts and circumstances of the case, I award a sum of Rs.5000/-(Rupees Five Thousand Only) to the Complainant as compensation for attending 10 hearings in the Commission. The compensation shall be paid by the District Transport Office, Amritsar i.e. the Public Authority within 15 days from the receipt of this order under intimation to the Commission.  This case is Disposed of.

7.
In case the compensation is not paid to the Complainant, the Complainant is free to approach the Commission. Copies of the orders be sent to the both parties. 


Sd/-
                                                   (Kulbir Singh)







State Information Commissioner

Dated: 27th November, 2008
