STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC - 305/2009
Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.


Shri  Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that they have not received order of the Commission dated 22.10.2009 in the instant case and also  the observations dated 21.10.2009  sent by the Appellant . 
2.

The observations sent by the Appellant to the PIO have also been received in the Commission, which are handed over to the Respondent today in the court. The Respondent can collect a copy of the orders dated 22.10.2009 from the office.

3.

The PIO is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing in response to the show-cause notice issued to him/her and supply a list of PIOs, who remained posted since 9.2.2009 so that action could be taken for imposing penalty upon the concerned PIO for the delay in the supply of information. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 at 10.0 A.M.  in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/- 
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141001.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1199/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri  Harkiran Pal Singh, SDO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant has sent his observations to the Commission as well as to the PIO  on 03.11.2009 on the information supplied to him by post  but the same has not been received in the Commission as well as by the PIO. Accordingly, one copy of the observations is handed over to the Respondent in the court today.

3.

The Respondent places on record a letter No. 535/PIO/RTI/D dated 09.11.2009 containing  list of PIOs who remained posted during the period from 02.02.2009 to 09.06.2009 . A perusal of letter dated 09.11.2009 reveals that Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor was the PIO from 13.03.2009 to 18.05.2009, 
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Shri B.K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner from 18.05.2009 to 09.06.2009 and Shri Vinod Sharda from 18.05.2009 to 09.06.2009. Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon and Shri Vinod Sharda are directed to submit  reasons on the next date of hearing to explain  as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for the delay in the supply  of information. The Complainant states that the observations submitted by him in respect of affidavit dated 26.10.2009  filed by Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner  may also be considered  while deciding the matter regarding imposition of penalty.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

1.
Shri K. S.  Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Municipal 

                                Corporation, Ludhiana.
    
2.
Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.                   


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 307/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri H. S. Khosa, XEN, Shri S.C.Salaia, XEN  and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant has sent his observations to the Commission as well as to the PIO  on 26.10.2009 on the affidavit filed by Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO  but the same has not been received in the Commission. He submits one copy, which is taken on record.  
3.

The Respondent places on record a letter No. 534/PIO/RTI/D dated 09.11.2009 containing  list of PIOs who remained posted during the period from 02.02.2009 to 09.06.2009 . A perusal of letter dated 09.11.2009 reveals that Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor was the PIO from 13.03.2009 to 18.05.2009, 
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Shri B.K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner from 18.05.2009 to 09.06.2009 and Shri Vinod Sharda from 18.05.2009 to 09.06.2009. Accordingly, Shri K. S. Kahlon and Shri Vinod Sharda are directed to submit  reasons on the next date of hearing to explain  as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for the delay in the supply  of information. 
4.

Shri H. S. Khosa, XEN,  states  that he wants to submit his response on the observations made by the Appellant in the instant case. Accordingly, he is directed to supply his response to the PIO as well as to the Commission by 25.11.2009.
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

CC:

1.
Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal 

                                Corporation, Ludhiana.
    
2.      Shri H. S.  Khosa, XEN, Municipal Corporation,     

                                Ludhiana.     
3.     Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor, Municipal Corporation, 

                               Ludhiana.              


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141001.







Appellant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 308/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri M. P. Bhatia, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Respondent submits an affidavit from Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. The original Affidavit is handed over to the Appellant and its photo copy is placed on record. 
2.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141001.







Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1196/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri  Arvind Kumar, J.E.  and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant states that he has sent his observations on 26.10.2009 on  the affidavit filed by Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to the PIO as well as to the Commission. A perusal of the file reveals that the same has not been received in the Commission. Accordingly, one copy of the observations is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 
3.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Appellant on 09.11.2009. The Appellant states that the information has not been received by him so far. 
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4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will supply one copy of the information to the Appellant through special messenger at the address given in the application and the Appellant will send his observations, if any, to the PIO as well as to the Commission on the information. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141001.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1197/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri  Arvind Kumar, J.E.  and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant states that he has sent his observations on 26.10.2009 on  the affidavit filed by Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to the PIO as well as to the Commission. A perusal of the file reveals that the same has not been received in the Commission. Accordingly, one copy of the observations is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

3.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Appellant on 09.11.2009. The Appellant states that the information has not been received by him so far. 
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4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will supply one copy of the information to the Appellant through special messenger at the address given in the application and the Appellant will send his observations, if any, to the PIO as well as to the Commission on the information. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/0 Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, 

Ludhiana – 141001.







Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1198/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Complainant,  in person.
Shri  Arvind Kumar, J.E.  and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Appellant states that he has sent his observations on 26.10.2009 on  the affidavit filed by Shri Vinod Sharda, Assistant Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to the PIO as well as to the Commission. A perusal of the file reveals that the same has not been received in the Commission. Accordingly, one copy of the observations is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. 

3.

The Respondent states that the information has been supplied to the Appellant on 09.11.2009. The Appellant states that the information has not been received by him so far. 
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4.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will supply one copy of the information to the Appellant through special messenger at the address given in the application and the Appellant will send his observations, if any, to the PIO as well as to the Commission on the information. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Room No. 4 on the first floor of SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 10. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     
  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dharam Pal Singla,

H.No.379, Gobind Colony near National

Public School, Gurdwara Akali Daftar Road,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagat.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, Secretary, Arya Kanya Vidyalaya,

Kharar, Distt. SAS Nagar.






 Respondent

CC No. 2103 /2009

Present:
Shri Charanjit Bansal, on behalf of Shri Dharam Pal Singla, 


complainant.



Shri Naranjan Singh, DEO(SE), Mohali and Mrs. Harpreet Kaur, 


Principal, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 08.10.2009 when directions were issued to the District Education Officer (Secondary Education), SAS Nagar to attend the proceedings and to produce the record relating to Arya Kanya Vidayalaya, Kharar.  Mrs. Harpreet Kaur, Principal-cum-PIO is also present in the Court along with the original record.

2.

Perusal of the record reveals that some teachers have filed income tax returns with the Department of Income Tax. Photocopies of the returns are supplied to the complainant.

3.

The information relating to the salary and other items as produced  
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by the DEO is also handed over to the complainant in the court today in my presence. Mrs. Harpreet Kaur, Principal-cum-PIO also states that the audit reports, if any, will be supplied to the complainant after getting from the Management or office of DEO/ DPI (SE) within a period of one month.

4.

District Education Officer (SE) SAS Nagar is exempted from further appearance in the case.  The case is fixed for further hearing on  10.12.2009 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:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri G.S,Bawa,

295, Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC No. 2371 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present from both the sides. Case was last heard  on 20.10.2009 when none was present from the complainant as well as respondent side. However, today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of  due to non pursuance by both the parties.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri G.S.Bawa,

295, Bharat Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Patiala.




 Respondent

CC No.2374  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

None is present from both the sides. Case was last heard  on 20.10.2009 when none was present from the complainant as well as respondent side. However, today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  The case is, therefore, closed and disposed of due to non pursuance by both the parties.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, Junior Assistant,

1075/2, Balsingh Nagar, Gali No. 3,

Near Shishu Model School, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2045 /2009

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, the complainant in person.



Shri Surinder Pal Singh, Superintendent and Shri Harish 


Bhagat, legal Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.10.2009.  The respondent states that the case has been duly recommended and sent to the Government for approval.  As and when the necessary approval from the government is received, a copy the same will be supplied to the complainant.  The respondent states that as the action has already been taken, the case may be closed.

2.

It is directed that as and when the case is approved by the government, copy of the orders/ approval be sent to the complainant. The case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, Junior Assistant,

1075/2, Balsingh Nagar, Gali No. 3,

Near Shishu Model School, Rahon Road,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2046 /2009

Present:
Shri Jasbir Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Surinder Pal Singh, Superintendent and Shri Harish 


Bhagat, legal Assistant-cum-APIO on behalf of respondent.



ORDER

1.

Case was fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.10.2009.  The respondent states that the case has been duly recommended and sent to the Government for approval.  As and when the necessary approval from the government is received, a copy the same will be supplied to the complainant.  The respondent states that as the action has already been taken, the case may be closed.

2.

It is directed that as and when the case is approved by the government, copy of the orders/ approval be sent to the complainant.    The case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasbir Singh, Plot No. 39, new Abadi ,

Near Telephone Exchange, Vill: Bholapur

Jhabewal, PO: Ramgarh, Distt. Ludhiana.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 2469 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message is received from Shri Jasbir Singh, complainant, in which he has stated that he has approached the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, but the reply of Commissioner is still awaited. He has pleaded that the case may be adjourned.

2.

On the request of the complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 10.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh, at 10.00 AM.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Bhalinder Singh,

District Family Welfare Officer, Barnala.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Civil Surgeon, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC No. 2137 /2009

Present:
Dr. Bhalinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Ms. Kamal Kamboj, APIO and Shri Surinder Kumar, Clerk, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on last date of hearing on 08.10.2009, copy of information has been sent to the complainant vide No, Lekha/09/1467, dated 09.11.2009 and has sent a report to the Commission.  However, no documents have been sent to the complainant.

2.

 After deliberations it is directed that the APIO/PIO will supply the documents duly authenticated of the statement as prepared by the Assistant Controller of Finance & Accounts,  office of Civil Surgeon, Sangrur with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.12.2009 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:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 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 Hitendar Jain, complainant, in person.



Miss Uma Ratra, Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Harpreet Singh, 


Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

With regard to the submissions made by the complainant on 22.10.20-09, the respondent states that the information is in the pipe line and will be completed within a day or two and will be supplied to the complainant as per the directions given on the last date of hearing.  Complainant states that the department has not put the information as per clause 4(1)(b) of the RTI Act.  The respondent states that it will be completed and pleads that time be granted at least for one month.

3.

The complainant states that they have not supplied the information relating to column No. 6 of the information supplied by the Department vide letter 
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No PCWC/2009-10, dated 07.10.2009 which was also delivered on the last date of hearing. Copies of the voucher for permissible expenditure be supplied.

4.

During arguments, the respondent states that the Branch councils are independent and they collect extra money from their own sources.  The complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that as per Constitution of Child Welfare Council, Punjab, article 26, sub para 8 reads as ; “the branch councils, shall furnish to state council, only in May, a report adopted by its office activities for the preceding year ending 31st March, the report shall be completed by account of income and expenditure of the year certified by the registered chartered accountant.  The respondent states that they will supply the audit report of the branch councils for the period from 2000-2001 to 2008-2009. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.    

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 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 Hitendar Jain, appellant, in person.

Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, office of PCCF, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on last date of hearing, the appellant has submitted his observations on 01.10.2009.  On the observations of the appellant, the respondent SPIO from the office of Additional Chief Conservator of Forests has supplied the information vide his memo No. 24038, dated 03.11.2009 running into 38 pages. The respondent further states that as per the observations made by the appellant, the SPIO has asked for the information from the PIO(s) of all the Divisional Forest Officers to send the information as per the observations made by the appellant. 

2.

On the perusal of the information supplied, the appellant brought to the notice of the Commission that there is a huge difference in the number of 
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cases of forest land acquired.  This discrepancy may be cleared before the next date of hearing.  Respondent states that they have supplied the information till date but the appellant has demanded the information upto 30.06.2008. The information collected from all the Divisional Forest Officers may be rectified and correct figures be sent to the appellant within  a period of 15 days.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  22.12.2009 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:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




   Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Industries & Commerce, Udyog Bhavan,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 302 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitendar Jain, the appellant, in person.



Shri J.S.Randhawa, PIO,  Mr. G. S. Sandhu, Manager, PSIEC, 


Shri Baljeet Singh, Coordinator, PSIEC and Shri Nirmal Singh, 


Senior Assistant, Punjab Civil Sectt.  On behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard all the parties. 
2.

The Judgment is reserved. 

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



CC:

1.
PIO of the office of Managing Director, PSIEC, Udyog 
                                 Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
2. PIO of the office of Chief Secretary to Government, 
           Punjab, 6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 903, Chander nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




  Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt., Mini Sectt. Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 306 & 176 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitendar Jain, the appellant, in person.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri 



Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Appeal case No. 176 of 2009 is detached from Appeal case No. 302 of 2009 and is clubbed with appeal case No. 306 of 2009. The information is to be supplied by the Department of Local Government in both the cases. The other departments from which the information is being demanded in AC No. 176 are exempted from hearings.  After deliberations it brings out that the Department is making lame excuses as the Notifications are issued at Government level and all the amendments in Rules are formulated by the government and are approved and notified by the government itself at its level.  Therefore, the Superintendent, Local govt. IV Branch has to collect the information from all the Branches at government level and supply the same to the appellant within a 


period of 15 days in the instant case. It was also clarified on the last date of 
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hearing that the cuttings in notification may be attested. 

2.

Now it is directed that the cuttings for which the amendments have been issued by the Government, copies of the same be supplied.  It may be clarified in the covering letter that the rules have been framed from that date and amendments have been issued, copies of which are attached.

3.

Heard both the parties. Respondent-PIO and the office of Principal Secretary, Local Govt. has not taken any action as per directions given on 9th July and 15th October, 2009.  Commission has recommended to take action under Section 18(2) of the RTI Act against the erring officers/ officials. It is directed that the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. will get the inquiry conducted and will take action against erring officers/ officials within a period of one month.

4.

Respondent-PIO will get the information collected from all the Municipal Corporations- namely; Amritsar, Bathinda, Ludhiana and Jalandhar at personal level and will supply the same to the appellant within a period of 15 days i.e. by 25th of November with a copy to the Commission. The inquiry report along with the action to be taken against the officers/ officials be supplied by 10th December, 2009 and the case is fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 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:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner
CC:            Principal Secretary Local Government, Mini Secretariat Punjab,    

                   Sector:9, Chandigarh.



  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Anand s/o Sh. Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road, Near Sainik

Rest House, Sangrur-148001.




      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Govt. Mini Sectt., Sector 9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

CC No. 1968 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitendar Jain, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri 



Gurpal Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Respondent states that the information has been sent to the complainant vide endst. No. 27998, dated 21.10.2009 running into two sheets. The complainant states that the information has not been received by him. One photocopy of information available with the APIO is handed over to the complainant in the Court.  The complainant states that the information has not been signed by the PIO or some authorized signatory.  Complainant states that the period of the information demanded has not been indicated by the PIO.  The complainant objected that the format is not as per the Punjab Government rules.  Complainant brings to the notice of the Commission that the information relating to para Nos. 2,3,4,5 and 6 has not been supplied.  Information relating to para 1 
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is also not according to the information demanded by him and as per RTI Act. The complainant states that action be taken against the PIO as per RTI Act for imposing penalty under Section 20(1) and compensation under Section 19(8)(b) for the determent and loss suffered by him.  Complainant further states that strict action be taken under Punjab Government Service Rules and under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act.

3.

It is directed that :-


(i)
complete information be supplied within a period of 15 days as  is 


available with the Department.


(ii)
The PIO will file an affidavit duly authenticated by the competent 


authority explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed 


upon him for not supplying the information in time and information 


relating to para 1 is incomplete and no information has been 



supplied relating to para Nos. 2,3,4,5 and 6.

(iii) He will explain the reasons as to why compensation  be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act for the loss and determent suffered by the complainant.

(iv) It is also directed that the Principal Secretary, Local Govt. will take action under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act against the PIO and other officers/ officials who are dealing with the case and have not supplied the information to the complainant.
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 4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 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:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner
CC

Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab, Mini   

                      Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 903, Chander nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Govt. Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 304 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitendar Jain, appellant, in person.



Shri Sukhjinder Singh, ATP and Shri Chohan Singh, Senior 


Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

No information has been supplied after the observations made by the appellant in the instant case.  On the last date of hearing respondent was directed to supply the list of PIO/PIOs who worked from 09.01.2009 to till date so that the question of imposing penalty upon the PIO can be taken. Respondent made a point that a decision has been taken by the government in one of the cases which was decided by the Commission in CC No. 2052 of 2007 that the complainant/ appellant should file an application with all the PIOs to get the information from all the Municipal Corporations and Municipal Councils of Punjab. This point has already been settled in our orders dated 02.07.2009 and 











Contd…p/2

AC No. 304 of 2009



-2-
30.06.2009.  It is directed  that complete information is to be collected from all the Municipal Corporations and Municipal Councils as the powers to change land use is vested with the Government.  If there is any change in the notifications issued during the year 2006  it should be brought to the notice of the Commission and a copy of the revised notification be supplied to the appellant and also to the Commission.  As the cases of land use are dealt with by STP/CTP, record should have been maintained as per Section 4 (1)(b) of the RTI Act by public authority or by the branch of CTP. They have provided a list of only 45 cases of land use relating to the Corporations. Shri Sukhjinder Singh, ATP office of CTP states that this scheme is applicable only in the Corporations of the State. However, he further states that the roads are declared as commercial in the towns for which no sanction is required from the government for the change of land use.
3.

Appellant brings to the notice of the Commission that the Respondent-PIO has not attended to the observations made by him on 28.10.2009. The appellant brought to the notice of the Commission that a meeting was held under the Chairmanship of Local Government Minister on 28.08.2009 and some minutes were issued by the government in this regard.  He states that the minutes of meeting held on 28.08.2009 be supplied to him.  The appellant states that the information has been delayed for more than 253 days and action be taken under Section 20(1) and 20(2) and Section 19(8)(b).  The Commission, therefore, decides to  issues a show cause notice to the PIO.

4      I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO ( Mrs. Meenaxi Bagga, Under Secretary-cum-PIO ) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon her under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. She is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss 
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suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file her affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

5.

It is directed that the information complete in all respects be supplied within a period of 15 days i.e. by 25.11.2009 and PIO will also file an affidavit by 25.11.2009 and final decision will be taken on the next date of hearing for imposition of penalty and awarding of compensation.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:10.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



