STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Anti Corruption & Crime Investigation Cell(Regd.),

Kundan Bhawan, 126 Model Gram, Ludhiana.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Central Works Circle, PWD(B&R),

Rani Jhansi Road, Ludhiana.





 Respondent
AC - 820/2009
Present:
Shri  Rohit Sabharwal, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Satwinder Singh Sekhon, SDE and Shri Rajinder Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Earlier the case was entrusted to the Bench of Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj, SIC, who has transferred this case to the Bench of the undersigned through C.I.C. on 08.02.2010. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was sent to both the parties for today. 
2.

Brief history of the case is that Shri Rohit Sabharwal, President of Anti Corruption and Crime Investigation Cell(Regd.) Ludhiana filed an application dated 03.08.2009 with the PIO of the office of Superintending Engineer, Central Works Circle, PWD(B&R) Ludhiana and asked the following information:-

“Please supply the copies of the comments & recommendations demanded by office of Chief Engineer, PWD(B&R) Patiala. If no comments & recommendations were sent till date please furnish the reason for the same.?”
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He sent a reminder on 11.08.2009 . On getting no information, he filed first appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. S.E. Central Works  Circle, PWD(B&R), Ludhiana whereas appeal should have been filed with Chief Engineer being First Appellate Authority in this case.  Again on getting no response, he filed Second Appeal  dated 16.10.2009 with the Commission which was received in the Commission on 20.10.2009 against Diary No. 16778.
3.

Heard both the parties.

4.

The Appellant states that the information supplied to him is mis-leading and incorrect and more-over is  not as per his demand . A perusal of the case file reveals that the Appellant has asked a simple information as noted at page 1. 

5.

After detailed arguments and deliberations held today, it is directed that the PIO-cum-S.E. Central Works Circle, PWD(B&R) Ludhiana will supply complete and to the point information to the Appellant as per his demand dated 03.08.2009 within a period of 15 days.

6.

The Appellant submits  that since the information has not been supplied till date and is late for  more than 180 days, necessary action may be taken against the PIO for imposing penalty upon him under Section 20(1) and awarding compensation to him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

7.

The Respondent states that Shri Tarsem Lal Dhall, S.E. is on leave
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 and additional charge of the post of S. E.  has been given to Shri J. S. Mann. Accordingly, it is directed that Shri J. S. Mann will make his written submission on the next date of hearing regarding delay in the supply of information to the Appellant. 
8.

The Appellant informs the Commission that the PIO returned his application asking him to take up the matter with the concerned Public Authority. It is noted with concern that this is not a proper way. S. E. should have transferred the application to the concerned Public Authority under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005 intimating the Appellant the name, address and telephone number of the Public Authority. The PIO is directed to be careful in future.
9.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
10.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 09. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
CC:

Shri J. S. Mann, S. E., Central Works Circle, PWD(B&R),



Rani Jhansi Road, Ludhiana.
                       

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt. Priya Tejpal,

Flat – 28, 12-B, Lord Sinha Road,

Calcutta – 700071.







Complainant





   Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 903 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant has sent complete papers concerning her case pending in the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana,  which is taken on record. She has informed that she  has also sent a set of papers to the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana. 
2.

The Respondent states that orders have been obtained from the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, to take action on the documents sent by the Complainant. The Respondent assures that necessary action would be taken immediately.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 09. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase-2, Army Complex,

Mohali – 160055.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: Mohali.





 Respondent

CC – 3656, 3658, 3660/2009
Present:
Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Preet Inder Singh, BDPO;  Smt. Ritu, Superintendent-cum-APIO;  Shri Atul Sharma, A.E.;  Shri Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary  and  Smt. Satnam Kaur, Sarpanch, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Preet Inder Singh, BDPO, Dera Bassi is present today alongwith other staff. He states that the record  relating to the period 1994-1999 is  not available with the Department and hence the information relating to this period  cannot be supplied to the Complainant. However, information relating to the period 1999-2000 to 2007-2008 is handed over to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. 
2.

Regarding MBs, Shri Atul Sharma, the then J. E. makes a written 
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submission alongwith a letter dated 03.08.2007 and a copy of transfer orders of J.Es issued by the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Chandigarh. He states that he had handed over all the MBs for the period 2003 to 2007 to the present J.E. Shri Lalit Kumar,  on his transfer to Ghanaur and now he is posted at Majri, Tehsil Kharar, District: Mohali. 
3.

Smt. Satnam Kaur, Sarpanch, states that no record was handed over to her. She further states that she has in her possession the latest record only. 

4.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Lalit Kumar, present J.E., Dera Bassi will attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing  alongwith taking-over/handing over record from Shri Atul Sharma, A.E.   Shri Atul Sharma, A.E. will also produce handing over record of MBs for the period 2003-2007. Smt. Ritu, Superintendent-cum-APIO,  will produce documents relating to taking over/handing over by Shri Sukhwant Singh, J.E. during 2003. The BDPO will also inform whether any new MBs were issued to Shri Atul Sharma, A.E. during the period 2003-2007. 

5.

Regarding the record for the period 1994-19999, which is not available with the Department, the BDPO is directed to file FIR with the Police for the loss of record after conducting an inquiry. He is also directed  to take action against the concerned Panchayat Secretary,  and Ex-Sarpanch.
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6.

The Complainant requests that the case may be adjourned as he wants to study the information supplied to him today. The Complainant is 
directed to send  his observations, if any, to the  BDPO and Panchayat Secretary with a copy to Commission, on the information supplied to him today.
7.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

8.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 09. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Shri Preet Inder Singh, Block Development and 

                                 Panchayat Officer, Dera Bassi, District: Mohali.

2.      Shri Atul Sharma, A. E., office of BDPO, Majri, Tehsil:    

           Kharar, District: Mohali.  
3.       Shri Lalit Kumar, J. E. , office of BDPO, Dera Bassi, 

District: Mohali.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Account, Punjab,

SCO No. 173-174, 2nd and 3rd Floor, 

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC -1399 /2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director(Local Audit)-cum-PIO, Jalandhar and Shri Vijay Kumar, Dealing Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A telephonic message has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that he is unable to attend the proceedings today due to urgent domestic affairs. 
2.

Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director-cum-PIO, Jalandhar submits a letter dated 09.03.2010.  A letter dated 05.03.2010 has also been received from Shri A. P. Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Account, Punjab(Retd.). Both the letters are taken on record. Vide both the letters it has been informed that a Civil Writ Petition No. 3121 of 2010 has been filed in the 
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Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court for quashing the orders dated 29.12.2009 passed by the State Information Commission  and next date of hearing is 15.03.2010. They have requested to adjourn the instant case in the interest of justice. 
3.

On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 06.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 09. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

Shri A.P. Gupta, H.No. 280, Sector:9, Panchkula.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baljit Singh, 
Panch, Gram Panchayat,

Village: Taranji Khera,

Block & Tehsil: Sunam,

District: Sangrur.







Complainant





Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Sunam.








 Respondent

CC - 114 /2010

Present:
Shri Baljit Singh,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Bikarjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The requisite information, duly authenticated, is supplied to the Complainant  by Shri Bakarjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary.
2.

The Complainant requests that he may be compensated for the loss and detriment suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case. 

3.

Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 500/-(Five hundred only) is awarded to the Complainant. The Respondent assures the Commission that amount of compensation will be paid to the Complainant within two days.

4.

On the assurance given by the Respondent,  the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 09. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harpreet Singh,

S/o Balwinder Singh,

Guru Teg Bahadur Nagar,

Near Parveen Nursing Home,

Amritsar By-Pass, Taran-Taran – 143401.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Rural Development & Panchayat,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.



 Respondent

CC - 144 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Lachhman Dass, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant two times once on 22.12.2009 and second time on 08.02.2010 by registered post. He submits that since the Complainant has not attended any of the two proceedings held so far in this case and nothing has been heard from him regarding non-receipt of the information, the case may be closed. 
2.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 09. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Hussan Lal,

S/o Shri Dharam Chand,

Village: Moga, P.O.: Bhogpur Sirwal,

District: Jalandhar.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director,

Cooperative Sugar Mills Bhogpur,

District: Jalandhar.







 Respondent

CC - 2395 /2009
Present:
Shri Hussan Lal, Complainant, in person.


None is present on  behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Complainant states that the case pending in the Punjab & Haryana High Court  has been  fixed for hearing on 06.05.2010. 
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that as and when the case is decided by the Punjab & Haryana High Court, a copy of the judgement be supplied to the Complainant as well as to the Commission.

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 09. 03. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain

c/o Resurgence India,H.No.903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Child Welfare Council,

Punjab, 3rd floor, Karuna Sadan,

Sector 11-B, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 402 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, complainant, in person.



Shri Pankaj Mohan Kansal, Advocate and Shri Pritam Singh, 


Accounts Officer, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the complainant states that he has sent his observations vide letter dated 04.03.2010, a copy of which has also been received by the respondents. In the letter dated 04.03.2010, he has mentioned that the respondent be directed to make  all out efforts to improve the proactive disclosures, publish these on the website and tone up the functioning of the branches and the complainant would not pursue the matter pertaining to proactive disclosures for the present.

2.

The Ld.Counsel on behalf respondent states that the information pertaining to 10 district branches is still awaited  and supplies information relating to 8 branches and states that the remaining information will be supplied in due course of time. The complainant stresses upon that the department should tone up the functioning of the branches and pleads that the case may be closed with 
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the direction that the remaining information  relating to 10 district branches will be supplied to him.

3                      Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain

c/o Resurgence India,H.No.903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Department of Forests & Wild Life,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, appellant, in person.



Shri karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the appellant places on record the observations/ comments made by him vide letter dated 04.03.2010 in which he has stated that the information as regards cases where no sanction was obtained for clearing forest land, is incomplete in respect of each of the 308 cases in Jalandhar Forest Division, Phillaur. Several of the vital details viz date of detection of violation, complete detail of action taken against the violator, name and designation of the official who did not take action and name and designation of the supervisory official have not been provided  He further states that in other districts/Divisions the figure is less than the figures in respect of Jalandhar Forest Division at Phillaur.  The respondent on behalf of department states that he will call the Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur and the complete information will be supplied. 

2.

It is directed that the Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur will attend the proceedings in person along with the information relating to 308 
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 cases with regard to information relating to para 4, sub para  VII, VIII and IX of application dated 15.07.2008  has not been supplied. The same be supplied within a period of 15 days.

3.

The case is fixed for final arguments on 25.03.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.   
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:  Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Gupta,

c/o Smt. Bhagwati Devi Memorial Society for

Blind (Regd), Jyoti Kendra Charitable Hospital,

Main Road, Kitchlu Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana-141001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 3685 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO corrects the information already supplied to the complainant vide letter No. LIT/1054, dated 03.03.2010 by adding one para as follows:-



“ fJ; s'A ikfjo j[zdk j? fe  Deptt. tb'A fJ; ft;/ s/ gZso BZpo 1316$92-2 


LGII-12568/ 17-12-96 Deptt. of Local Govt., not communicated to 


the allottee.”









Sd/-









Jagbir Singh









 APIO









09-03-2010 

one corrected photocopy of the information supplied is placed on the record file
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and one photocopy is retained by Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO in their record.

3.

The complainant states that he has been harassed and pleads that action be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) and he may be compensated under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act. A show cause notice has 


already been issued to Shri Karanvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO for explaining as to why penalty be not imposed upon him and compensation be not awarded to the complainant for detriment and harassment suffered by the complainant.

4.

During hearing on 19.01.2010, Shri Harpal Singh, Clerk has stated that the relevant file of Smt. Bhagwati Devi memorial Society for Blind (Regd.), Jyoti Kendra Charitable Hospital, Main road, Kitchlu Nagar, Ludhiana-141001 is not available in the record.

5.

Shri Karanvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, during hearing on 09.02.2010 when show cause notice was issued to him, explained that he has recently joined as PIO. Earlier Shri Subhash Gupta had been the PIO who is on ex-India leave. He further stated that maximum information has been supplied to the complainant and only one letter, which has been received from the Government, could not be communicated to the Institute due to loss of relevant file. After making efforts, the letter has been collected from the head office and supplied to the complainant.

6.

During the hearing, the corrected letter dated  03.03.2010 has been supplied to the complainant with which the complete information stands supplied. As per the statements, arguments and written submissions made by the respondents, it brings out that the information could not be supplied due to mis-placing of relevant file.  They plead that no penalty be imposed upon them and no compensation be allowed to the complainant as the specific information has been supplied.  I am of the opinion that the delay in supplying the information is not deliberate, it is only a procedural delay and no penalty is imposed upon the 
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respondent and no compensation is allowed to the complainant.

 7.

Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO states in the court today that the file is still not traceable.  However they have supplied the information from the photocopies maintained in the office. A copy of letter dated 03.03.2010 in which Shri Jagbir Singh has added one para is placed in the record file.

7.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of. 
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Hitender Jain

c/o Resurgence India,H.No.903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 305 /2010

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, appellant, in person.



Shri Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent places on record copies of sanction issued by the Government for the creation of post of Chief Town Planner and other allied posts for the office of Chief Town Planner in the Department of Local Government with head office at Chandigarh and in the Corporations’ headquarters. He further states that the file is still not traceable and they have written demi-official letters to all the respective offices of the Corporations and other municipal bodies to send the copies of the creation of posts to strengthen the office of Chief Town Planner and in the offices of Municipal Corporations of Amritsar, Bathinda, Jalandhar, Ludhiana and Patiala.

2.

He further sates that the requisite information, after collecting the same from the concerned offices, will be supplied to the appellant. He pleads that the case may be adjourned.

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


            State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain

c/o Resurgence India,H.No.903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




     
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 304 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, appellant, in person.



Shri Naresh Batta, SDO office of CTP (Local Govt.) on behalf of 

respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Some information has been supplied to the appellant vide Memo No. CTP (LG)-2010-263, dated the 8th March, 2010 running into 21 sheets and he has made explanation against  para No.  2,3 and 4. The PIO of office of CTP has stated that the information regarding minutes of the meeting held on 28.08.2009 are not available with the CTP office and LG-1 Branch has been requested vide letter No.CTP (LG)-220, dated 25.02.2010 to supply the same to the appellant.  Similarly, the information regarding the objections raised by the appellant, a request has been sent to the LG-1 Branch vide memo stated above in para 2 and 3. 

3.

It is directed that the respondent will collect the information from LG-1 branch and supply the same to appellant within a period of one month and the case is fixed for deciding the matter regarding imposition of penalty on the CTP-PIO under Section 20(1) and awarding of compensation under Section 19(8)(b(). Copy of affidavit already submitted is not available on the file. 
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Respondent is directed to place on record a photocopy of affidavit of CTP within a week so that the case is decided on the next date of hearing.  The remaining information which is to be obtained from the LG-1 branch, be supplied to the appellant before the next date of hearing.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 13.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Dr.Rajinder K.Singla,

c/o Mr. Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Punjab University, Chandigarh-14.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1362 /2010

Present:
Dr. Rajinder K.Singla, the complainant, in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of 



Improvement Trust, Ludhiana, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO states that Shri Karanvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO is to attend the proceedings today at Chandigarh, but on his way to Chandigah, his car broke down in the way. He pleads that case may be adjourned at least for 15 days.  Photocopy of the observations made by the complainant is supplied to the respondent present in the court today.  He is directed to attend to the observations made by the complainant.

2.

The case is, therefore, adjourned and it is directed that the complete information be supplied as per observations made by the complainant before the next date of hearing on 06.04.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri K.N.Dua,

1-B-71-NIT (ONE),

Faridabad-121001.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2640 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information was sent to the complainant through speed post, but the same has been received back in their office as un-delivered. 

2.

It is directed that if Shri Dua happens to visit their office, the same may be supplied to him.  The complainant is also directed to supply the documents relating to the land in question along with the names of partners to the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, so that action could  be taken.

3.

However, on the perusal of envelop sent to the complainant, it brings out that the address on the envelop has been written wrongly.  It is, therefore, directed that the information be supplied at the correct address as given by Shri Dua in his complaint as under:-



“Shri K.N.Dua,



1-B-71-NIT (ONE),



Faridabad-121001.” 
4.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 25.03.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Prabhjot Kaur,

House No. 2068, Phase-7, Mohali,

Distt. SAS Nagar.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Inspector General of Police,

C.M.Security, 2nd floor,Punjab Civil Sectt.

Chandigarh. 








 Respondent

CC No.287  /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Mangal Singh,  SP, o/o DIG (CM Security) on behalf of 


respondent.
ORDER

1.

Respondent, on behalf of PIO places on record a letter No. 4799/PA/DAG/CM/S, dated 08.03.2010 along with a copy of the Notification issued by the Department of Information Technology dated 23rd February, 2006, in which it is stated that the Right to Information Act, 2005 shall not apply to the following organization under the Department of Home Affairs and Justice namely :
1.
Intelligence Wing.


2.
Armed Police including Armed Battalion of PAP.


3.
Commando and IRB.


4.
Security Wing.


5.
District Police and GRP in relation to the following :-




(a) Matter and issues related with the collection of intelligence and 


      interpretation and dissemination thereof.










Contd..p/2

CC No. 287/09


-2-



(b) Matters and issues related to the security of an individual, 


     installation premises of organization.


6.
War time operational plans of the various Bn. Of Border 


            Wing Home Guards.


7
Civil Defence paper plans of earmarked Civil Defence Towns 


 of Punjab.

2.

On the perusal of the notification it reveals that security wing has been exempted from supplying information regarding security of VVIPs, VIPs etc. As the complainant is not present today, it is directed that a copy of the Notification be sent to the complainant by the PIO.  

3.

Since the complainant is not present in the court today, one more chance is given to her to place on record her arguments.  Case is fixed for further hearing on 06.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

              SCO No. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C,CHANDIGARH.
(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Jain, 

Correspondent, T.V.Channel, MH-1,

Near Laxmi Palace, Mata Modi Road,

Sunam, Distt. Sangrur.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, The Sangrur Central cooperative

Ltd., Patiala Gate, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC No. 3768 /2009

Present:
Shri Rakesh Jain, complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The instant case has been transferred to this Bench by the orders of Chief Information Commissioner dated 08.02.2010 and is fixed for today. Respondents are not present. In a similar case No. CC-1062 of 2007, orders  have been passed by the court of Hon’ble Information Commissioner, Shri P.K.Verma that the orders have been stayed by the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in Civil Writ Petitions No. 19481/2006 and 19224/2006 in which the Hon’ble High Court has ordered that in the meantime, operation of the order shall remain stayed, till further orders.

2.

Since the basic question, about the Cooperative Bank whether it comes into ambit of Right to Information Act or not, has been raised before the Hon’ble High Court, it would be advisable to wait for the final judgment of the Hon’ble High Court in this matter. The case is adjourned sine die and fresh notice will be issued after the decision of the High Court. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:09-03-2010


         State Information Commissioner
            
