STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Shanti Sawroop,

# 1899/2,

Outside Maha Singh Gate,

Near Batti Hatta Market,

Amritsar.
.           



                                      …..Appellant

Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.

                                                                                ….. Respondent

AC No. 370 of 2007

ORDER

Present:
Mr. Shanti Sawroop, Appellant, in person.
Representative, (Mr. K.S. Kahlon, PIO) for the Respondent.
----


Both, Appellant, Mr. Shanti Sawroop and Respondent, Mr. K.S. Kahlon, PIO have mutually agreed that the Appellant can meet PIO in his office on 04.02.2008 at 11.00 AM, where he would be given photocopies of the record as to how his case was processed while implementing Chapter 26 of the 3rd Pay Commission.  These photocopies will be duly attested and certified.


The case is adjourned to 18.02.2008, for confirmation.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner.
Dated,   January 28, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Sh. Kamal Anand,

C/o People for Transparency,

Tel. Exchange Road, Near Shiva Timber,

Sangrur.     







…….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Local Bodies, Punjab,

Chandigarh
.

      




 ..…..Respondent



                          








CC No. 1705 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       
None for the Complainant.

Representative, (Mr. Mukesh Garg, Vigilance Officer, O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government) for the Respondent.

----



At the last date of hearing on 04.01.2008, the Representative of the Respondent, Mr. Darshan Singh Sandhu, Joint Secretary, had stated before me that whatever action has been taken or will be taken on the application of the Complainant by the Principal Secretary, Local Bodies, the same will be sent to the Complainant within 15 days from 04.01.2008.  The case was adjourned to 28.01.2008. 
2.

Mr. Mukesh Garg, representative of the Respondent, says that information has been given to the Complainant on 16.01.2008.



Since, nothing contrary has been heard from the Complainant, 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,   January 28, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Dilbagh Chand,

S/o Sh. Ramji Das,

Village Hiatpur Bate,

P.O. Haibowal, Tehsil Samrala,

District Ludhiana.            





…….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Rural Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sector-17/C, Chandigarh.      




 ..…..Respondent
                       












CC No. 1775 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       None for the Complainant.


          Representative, (Mrs. Veena Gupta, Sr. Asst.) for the Respondent.

----



The Respondent, Mrs. Veena Gupta says that the requisite information was sent on 15.11.2007.  At the last date of hearing, i.e., 04.01.2008, Complainant, Mr. Dilbagh Chand, had stated that he had not received any response to his application, dated 31.05.2007. The Respondent has shown me a copy of the action taken report before me which was sent by Registered Post on 15.11.2007. 

2.

I direct that same information should be sent again to the Complainant, Mr. Dilbagh Chand.  A photocopy of the letter written by the Additional Deputy Commissioner to the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, on 24.06.2004, also be sent alongwith the information in question.  The Respondent says that same will be sent in a day or two.  

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,   January 28, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Gurmukh Singh,
S/o Piara Singh,

R/o Village & P.O Manakpur, 

Tehsil Nangal,

District Ropar (Pb.).            





…….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat, Punjab,

Chandigarh.


      




 ..…..Respondent



                          








CC No. 1778 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       Complainant, Mr. Gurmukh Singh in person.


          Representative, (Mrs.  Darshan Kaur, Sr. Asstt.) for the Respondent.

----



The Complainant, Mr. Gurmukh Singh, has stated that he has not received the information, which was specifically asked for, in his application dated 24.04.2007, addressed to Public Information Officer, O/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab.  In that application he had demanded information on the following three points-

i) Action taken on the letter dated 14.06.2004;

ii) Supply of file notings dealing with the case.

iii) Supply of the copy of the report and action taken after receipt of the report from the office concerned.

2.

At the last date of hearing in this case on 04.01.2008, there was no appearance by the Respondent.  In my order dated, 04.01.2008, I had directed that either Public Information Officer or APIO of the O/o Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, should be personally present on 28.01.2008 to explain the delay in supplying information to the Complainant.  Today, Mrs. Darshan Kaur, Sr. Asstt., has appeared without any authority letter.  She is also not aware  of the  full facts of the case.  She has 

….2
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shown me a copy of the letter dated 23.11.2007, addressed to the Punjab State Information Commission, copy whereof has been endorsed to DDPO, Ropar and also BDPO, Anandpur Sahib.  There is no such letter on record in the instant case filed. 

3.

This letter was shown to the Complainant, who has gone through the same and avers that it does not serve the purpose.  A copy of this letter is handed over to the Complainant.  

4.

Apparently, the department has failed to respond to the 3 points raised by the Complainant.   He wanted to know what action has been taken on letter dated 14.06.2004, as demanded in the application under Right to Information Act, 2005, dated 24.04.2007.  

5.

In view of the foregoing, I direct the PIO/APIO to furnish correct and relevant documents/information on the above mentioned three points to the Complainant within two weeks from today.   A copy of the information which is supplied pursuant to this direction be also sent to the Commission.
6.

I also direct the PIO to show cause on the next date of hearing i.e. on 22.02.2008, why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act for not supplying the information. At the next date of hearing he should also bring along a copy of the complete information sent to the Complainant. 



Case is adjourned to 22.02.2008, 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,   January 28, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Visit us @www.infocommpunjab.com

Vikrant Kumar,

B-III-277, St. No. 03,

Nai Abadi, Abohar,

District Ferozepur.            





   …….Complainant






Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council,

Abohar.


      




    ..…..Respondent
                   






CC No. 1476 of 2007






 ORDER

Present:       Representative, (Mr. Ashwani Kumar), for the Complainant.


          None for the Respondent.

----



Mr. Ashwani Kumar, the representative of the Complainant says that no information has been received till date.  The case first came up for hearing on 19.11.2007.  It was adjourned to 07.12.2007 for pronouncement of orders.  On 07.12.2007, I had directed as follows:

(i) 

A copy of the intimation sent to the Complainant on 14.10.2007 and 29.10.2007 be placed on the record of the case;

(ii) 
The Executive Officer of the Municipal Council, Abohar, should file an affidavit before us on the question whether information demanded by the complainant is available on the record of the Municipal Council or not.

2.

  On 07.01.2008, the Complainant, Mr. Vikrant Kumar, was personally present.  There was nobody on behalf of the Respondent.  

3.

The Complainant has sought information regarding the ownership of land on both sides of the Abohar-Hanumangarh road ‘in front of Satija Niwas and its opposite corner.’  Mr. Baljit Singh, Clerk, had appeared on behalf of the 
…2
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Respondent on 19.11.2007, and again on 07.12.2007.  He had stated that there is no such information available and there is no record with the Respondent pertaining to the information sought.

3.

Since it is a vital issue, I had directed as above qua points (i and ii) on 07.12.2007.  At the last date of hearing on 07.01.2008, I had directed that PIO of the Municipal Council, Abohar should personally appear at today’s date of hearing, i.e., 28.01.2008, when he would place on record of the case copies of information sent to the Complainant on 14.10.2007 and 29.10.2007 and also submit an affidavit on the question whether the information demanded by the Complainant is available on record of Municipal Council or not.  

4.

The PIO was also to explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for not supplying the information.

5.

The Respondent has failed to respond to the directions to explain why penalty under Section 20 of Right to Information Act, 2005 be not imposed on him.  There is even no appearance on his behalf today.  I am, therefore, left with no option but to decide the question of imposition of penalty in his absence.  I find that till today no information has been given to the Complainant on his application under the Right to Information Act, 2005, submitted to Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Abohar on 26.06.2007.

6.

 In view of the foregoing, the Public Information Officer has become liable to be penalized under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005 on account of his failure to supply the information within the statutorily prescribed period of 30 days.  The period of 30 days expired on 26.07.2007 and therefore, till today period of 186 days has elapsed and still information has not been supplied.  Multiplying the period of 186 days with Rs. 250/- per day the penalty amount comes to Rs. 46,500/-.  However, there is a ceiling of Rs. 25,000/- provided under Section 20 in the matter of imposition of penalty.  I therefore, impose a penalty of Rs. 25,000/- upon the Public Information Officer which shall be payable by him as his personal liability.
…3
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7.

The penalty amount will be deducted from the pay of the Public Information Officer. I direct the Deputy Commissioner, Ferozepur, to ensure that the penalty is recovered from the pay of P.I.O. in equal installments and Commission informed accordingly.

8.

I also direct that the Complainant be supplied the requisite information within two weeks from today under intimation to the Commission.


The case is adjourned to 18.02.2008, for confirmation.



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

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner

Dated,   January 28, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Sanjeev Garg,

H. No. 321, Sector-20-A,

Chandigarh.




          


    …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,  Local Government,

Punjab,

SCO. 131-132, Sector-17,

Chandigarh.







                       ……Respondent






CC No. 1798 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Mr. Sanjeev Garg, Complainant, in person.


      Mr. Hakam Singh, Supdtt.-cum-APIO, for the Respondent.
                                              ---


       Heard both the parties.

2.
      Information on all the 5 points  has been supplied.


      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 28, 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 Secy.

Local Government Punjab,

Chandigarh.                  







    
                       ……Respondent


CC No. 1967 of 2007

ORDER

Present:     Mr. N. K. Sayal, Complainant, in person.


        Representative (Mr. Sanjiv Kumar, Clerk ) on behalf 
         of the Respondent.
                                                                ---


         In my order dated  07.01.2008, I had directed that P.I.O. or A.P.I.O. of the office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt., Punjab,  should appear on the next date of hearing and in the meantime, send the requisite information to the Complainant.  Today, neither the A.P.I.O.  nor P.I.O. is present. Complainant says he has not received any information so far.
2.
       The Respondent is represented by Mr. Sanjiv Kumar, Clerk, who has not brought any authority letter with him. 
3.
        Mr. Sanjiv Kumar, Clerk has today handed over part of the  information to the Complainant, Mr. N.K. Sayal, in response to his original application dated 3.10.2007 under R.T.I. Act.  The information handed over to him in my presence, by the Respondent, is on three points:  On point No. 4, he says, an enquiry was initiated on 28.11.2007 and is likely to be completed by February 29, 2008.
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4.
        I direct the Principal Secretary, Local Govt., Punjab, to ensure
 that the said enquiry is completed by February 29, 2008 and details, thereof, are sent to the Complainant under intimation to the Commission.

5.
        On the information on three points that Mr. Sayal has received today, he says that he would like to go through the same and respond later. The Complainant, will inform the Respondent of the deficiencies, if any, on all the three points by 29.02.2008 so that the Respondent can remove the same before March 10, 2008.


The case is adjourned to 10.03.2008 for confirmation.


     Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner.
Dated,   January 28, 2008.

TATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Gurmit Singh,

C-70, Kendriya Vihar,

Sector-48-B, Chandigharh.     

     
                             ……..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Administrator,

GMADA,

Mohali.






    
                            ……Respondent


CC No. 1974 of 2007

ORDER

Present:    
None   on behalf of the Complainant.
Representative ( Mr. Shashi Walia) on behalf of the Respondent.








----


The Respondent, Mr. Shashi Walia, Sr. Assistant in the office of  GMADA,  says the requisite information  was sent to the Complainant on 25.01.2008.



The case is adjourned to 15.02.2008, for confirmation, in Court No. 01, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh , at  2.00 P.M.


Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner.
Dated,   January 28, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 
Balraj Kalra,

St. No. 06, Lajpat Nagar,

Kotkapura (Faridkot).     

     
                             ……..Complainant
Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

RD & P, SCO-112-113, Sec-17,

Chandigarh.






    
                            ……Respondent


CC No. 2019 of 2007

ORDER

Present:    
None on behalf of  the  Complainant.
Representative (Mr. Naresh Kaushal, Sectional Officer) on behalf 

 of the Respondent.








----


The Respondent says that   complete information was sent to the Complainant on 21.01.2008.



As the Complainant is not present, the case is closed and disposed of for non prosecution.



Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner.
Dated,   January 28, 2008.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB.

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com 

Raghbir Singh Dhillon,

President, Sutlej Coop.,

Joint Family Society Ltd.,
 #2984, Phase-VII, Mohali.




    
      …..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o   Block Development  &  Panchayat Officer, 

Ropar Block, Ropar.            


                         ……Respondent






  CC No. 1780 of 2007

   ORDER

Present:    Mr. Raghbir Singh Dhillon, Complainant, in person.


      Mr. Ranjit  Singh, B.D.P.O., of the Respondent.

                                              ---


       The Complainant, Mr. Raghbir Singh Dhillon, says that he has been visiting the Office of B.D.P.O. from 08.01.2008 till 25.01.2008 to get the requisite information.

2.
       In the order dated 04.01.2008, I had directed the Respondent to make the requisite information available to the Complainant on 08. 01.2008 when the Complainant was to visit his office  at 11.00 A.M.  
3.
       The Complainant, however, says that he has received the information only today, 28.01.2008. He wishes to go through the same to see whether the deficiencies pointed out by him have been met in the given information or not.  
4.
        I direct the Respondent to be more responsible in implementing the R.T.I Act in letter and spirit; and also not to harass the applicants.  

The case is adjourned to 18.02.2008 for confirmation.

                 
    
Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (P. P. S. Gill)

Chandigarh




            State Information Commissioner.

Dated,   January 28, 2008.

