STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kashmira Singh, XEN(Retd),

# 328, CX, Model Town Extension,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Punjab Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2846/2008

Present:
Shri Sham Lal Saini on behalf of the Complainant.
None is present  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.03.2009, when Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA was directed to appear in person alongwith requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant on the next date of hearing i.e. today. However, a copy of the order was not sent to Shri Kulwinder Singh. Therefore, it is directed that a copy of the order dated 10.03.3009 be sent to Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA alongwith today’s order. 

2.

Accordingly, Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA is directed to appear in person on the next date of hearing alognwith requisite information to be supplied to the Complainant. 

Contd….p/2
CC No.2846/2008


-2-
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30.04.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties;  Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh to give directions to Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing;   Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana to take necessary action for releasing retirement benefits to the Complainant and Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.


Sd/-  


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


CC:

1.
  Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, Mini  

                                   Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh

2. Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

3. Shri Kulwinder Singh, APIO-cum-DCFA, office of Director 

Local Government, Punjab,  Juneja  Building, Sector: 17-C,

Chandigarh. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kumar Bazaz,

H.No. 41/B, Back-side: Durga Mata Mandir,

Club Road, Ludhiana.






Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 57 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO(HQ) and Shri Vinayak Kumar, Accountant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Ashok Kumar Bazaz  filed an application with the PIO on 24.11.2008 for seeking certain information, which was received in the office of PIO on 27.11.2008. On getting no information, the Appellant filed an Appeal  with the First Appellate Authority on 28.12.2008 and later on sent a reminder on 21.01.2009. Again on getting no response from the First Appellate Authority, he  filed  Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 6.2.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 1594. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

It is  noted with concern that the First Appellate Authority did not 
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 bother to take necessary action on the first appeal filed by the Appellant as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  

3.

A letter dated 15.4.2009 from the Appellant has been received today vide which he has intimated the Commission that he has not been supplied

 complete information and rather some unnecessary documents were offered to him which he did not accept.  He has requested the Commission that the case may be adjourned as he cannot  attend the hearing on 16.4.2009 due to illness. 

4.

The Respondent states that the information running into 3056 sheets(2800 sheets relating to B&R and 256 sheets relating to O & M) has been supplied to the Appellant vie Memo. No. 447/APIO-A/RTI/D, dated 13.03.2009. Shri Vinayak Kumar, Accountant, states that information relating to Para-2 is yet to be supplied as the same is to be collected from all the Branches. The Respondent further states that the information has been supplied free of cost as the same could not be supplied within stipulated period of 30  days. 

5.

A perusal of demand of the Appellant reveals that the Appellant has asked for information on three points, which is readily available in  the office of DCFAs of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the same should have been easily supplied within a period of 30 days. It is evident that a  casual approach adopted by the DCFAs has lead to the delay in the supply of information due to which the information had to be  supplied free of  cost. Therefore, both the 
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DCFAs are directed to file affidavits on the next date of hearing to explain 

reasons as to why Rs. 6112/-(Rs. Six thousand one hundred twelve), the cost of documents supplied to the Appellant, are not recovered from their salary  due to late supply of information. The PIO is directed to supply the remaining information to the Appellant before the next date of hearing. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.05.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to both the DCFAs of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for necessary action and to submit the affidavit, as ordered above. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


CC:

1.
Shri S. K. Gupta, DCFA,   Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

2.
Shri Yash Pal Anand, DCFA,   Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balkar Singh Sidhu,

S/o Shri Jagdev Singh Sidhu,

Near Primary School, Sidhwan Bet,

District: Ludhiana.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development &

Panchayat Officer, Sidhwan Bet.





 Respondent

CC No.2842/2008

Present:
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura on behalf the Complainant.
Shri Harmandeep Singh, EPO, office of Director Rural Development & Panchayats, Punjab, Chandigarh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, on behalf of the Complainant states that he has sent observations to the Commission vide letter dated  30.3.2009. The same has not been received in the Commission. He submits a photo copy of the same alongwith a photo copy of a letter from BDPO Sidhwan Bet addressed to Shri Teja Singh, VDO-cum-Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO, Gram Panchayat Sidhwan Bet, which are taken on record. Shri Teja Singh is not present today. 

2.

It is directed that a copy of the letter dated 30.3.2009 be sent to
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 BDPO, Sidhwan Bet by registered   post and the BDPO will send his response.

 As per the directions issued on 5.2.2009 and 103.2009 The BDPO  will also attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing. 

3.

Shri Teja Singh, VDO-cum-Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO has not submitted an affidavit in response to the Show-cause-Notice issued to him on 5.2.2009 to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon  him for the delay in the supply of information and also as to why compensation be not awarded   to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.  On the last date of hearing on 03.02.2009 Shri Teja Singh assured the Commission that the affidavit will be submitted on the next date of hearing i.e. today. He is not present today. Taking a serious view of his absence today  and  non-submission of affidavit so far,  a penalty of Rs. 5000/-(Rs. Five thousand only) is imposed upon him and BDPO Sidhwan Bet is directed to deduct this amount from the salary of Shri Teja Singh for the month of May, 2009 and deposit in the State Treasury under proper Head. It is also directed that the remaining information be supplied immediately to the Complainant. 

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance on  21.05.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
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6. After the hearing, in the instant case  is over,  Shri Teja Singh, 

VDO-cum-Panchayat Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri Jaswinder Singh Sunsoa, Panchayat Officer Block Sidhwan Bet appear before the Commission in the instant case and make a written submission alongwith an affidavit from Shri Teja Singh, which are taken on record. Shri Teja Singh pleads that since the requisite information, as available on record, has since been supplied to the Complainant, penalty may not be imposed upon him. He has stated in the affidavit that information running into 162(One hundred sixty two) pages  has been supplied to the Complainant alongwith statement of Bank Accounts through Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura. He has further stated in the Affidavit that he could not attend the proceedings on 5.2.2009 as he reached late in Chandigarh due to break down of the Bus, in which he was travelling,  and he came to know of the next date of hearing from the Receptionist of the Commission. It has further been stated in the affidavit that the record relating to the period of Shri Harman Kumar Tita, Ex-Sarpanch  is not available and the Director, Rural Development and Panchayat has exonerated him on the basis of  different  inquiries conducted against him and no Dues Certificate has been issued to him. 

7.

In view of the changed circumstances and the documents submitted by Shri Jaswinder Singh Sunsoa and Shri Teja Singh, the penalty of Rs. 5000/-(Rs. Five thousand only)  imposed upon Shri Teja Singh is held in 
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abeyance and it will be decided after due deliberations, on the next date of hearing

8.            The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.05.2009.

Sd/-

Chandigarh.
                                      

   Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.K.Tandon,

# 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.1168 & 1055 /2007

Present:
Shri K. K. Tandon, Complainant, in person.

Shri R. K. Goyal,  Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO, PSIEC, on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 12.08.2008 and after hearing both the parties, the judgement was reserved. Consequently, the judgement was pronounced on 4.9.2008 and the case was disposed of with the directions that in case the remaining information is not supplied to the Complainant within six months, he is free to approach the Commission again and the case will be re-opened. 

2.

The Complainant has intimated the Commission vide  his letter dated 09.03.2009 that the Respondent has failed to comply with the orders/directions of the Commission as no information has been supplied to him 
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within a period of six months. He has observed that the PIO  as well as other officers of PSIEC have willfully violated the orders of the Commission dated 04.09.2008 and therefore, they are liable for contempt of court proceedings. He has requested that the matter regarding initiating contempt of court proceedings may be referred to the Hon’ble High Court under the provisions of the Law.

3.

Accordingly, the case was  re-opened.   Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for  today. 

4.

Shri R. K. Goyal, Senior Law Officer-cum-APIO pleads that the case may be adjourned for 15 days to enable them to file a detailed reply  and to supply remaining information to the Complainant. 

5.

On the request of the APIO, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 30.4.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties;  Principal Secretary Industries & Commerce, Punjab and Managing Director, PSIEC, Chandigarh.

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:
1.        Principal Secretary, Industries & Commerce, Punjab, Udyog 
                      Bhawan,   Sector:17, Chandigarh.

2. Managing Director, PSIEC, Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17,    

           Chandigarh.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330-Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Dhaba Lohara Road,

PO: Dhandari Kalan, Distt. Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2769/2008

Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Complainant, in person. 
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he has received incomplete information relating to Zone-C but no information has been supplied relating to Zones A, B and D.

2.

Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO states that he has issued necessary instructions to the concerned APIOs and he is monitoring RTI applications with them. He assures the Commission that the information relating to A, B and D Zones and the remaining information relating to Zone-C will be supplied to the Complainant within a period of one month. 
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3.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply complete information relating to all the Zones to the Complainant by 19.05.2009.

4.

The Complainant pleads that since the information has been delayed, necessary action against the PIO as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 may be taken. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to file a written statement explaining reasons for the delay in the supply of information, on the next date of hearing.  

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 19.05.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia,

# 60/35-P/330-Street No.8,

Maha Singh Nagar, Dhaba Lohara Road,

PO: Dhandari Kalan, Distt. Ludhiana.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Near Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.2314/2008
Present:
Shri Amarjit Singh Dhamotia, Complainant, in person. 
Shri K. S. Kahlon, Legal Advisor-cum-PIO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The PIO states that the complete information has already been supplied to the Complainant. 

2.

The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. He pleads that since the information has been delayed, penalty may be imposed upon the PIO and compensation may be awarded to him for the detriment suffered by him. 

3.

The PIO explains in detail the reasons for the delay in the supply of the information.  I  am satisfied  with the plea put forth by the PIO. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant.  

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar of Firms and 

Societies, 17 Bays Building,

3rd Floor, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC - 72 /2009

Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Bakshish Singh, Joint Director;  Smt. Parminder Kaur, Senior Assistant and Shri Surinder Singh, Senior Assistant  , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case,  the Appellant field an application with the PIO on 27.10.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information,   he filed  Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 15.12.2008. Again on getting no response from the First Appellate authority, he filed Second Appeal with the Commission on 11.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 13.02.2009 against Diary No. 2026.  Accordingly, Notice of hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
2.

On the perusal of the case file it comes to the notice that the Appellant has asked for information on five points and the appeal filed with the
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 First Appellate Authority has been sent at the following address:-



‘First Appellate Authority under the RTI Act 2005,



C/o Public Information Officer, 



Office of Registrar of Societies and Firms,



17 Bays Building, 3rd Floor, Sector:17, Chandigarh.’

The First Appeal has not been received in the office of the First Appellate Authority due to incomplete address.

3.

The Respondent states that the original application dated 27.10.2008 filed with the PIO  has not been received in their office and they came to know about this case when the First Appeal filed with the First Appellate Authority reached their office. He further states that the information running  into 55 sheets has been supplied to Appellant on 22.01.2009. The Appellant states that he has received this information but it is  incomplete. He wants information as per his original demand dated 27.10.2008. 

4.

Accordingly, the demand of the Appellate is discussed in detail.  The PIO is directed to supply the requisite information in the annotated form  to the Appellant as per his demand dated 27.10.2008 and the arguments held today. In case the information is not available in the record, then the PIO will file an affidavit in this regard. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.05.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary Sports & Youth Services,

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC - 77 /2009
Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

Mrs. Chanchal Randhawa, Joint Director Sports-cum-APIO, 

 Shri K. S. Gill, Superintendent Sports and Ms. Ravinder Kaur  Senior Assistant  , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 20.12.2008  for seeking certain information. On getting no information he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.01.2009. Again on getting no response, he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 13.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 2032.  Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that the information relating to four points as per the demand of the Appellant has been supplied to him on 06.03.2009. The Appellant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Under Secretary, Excise & Taxation,

4th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 75 /2009
Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Harmeet Singh, Joint Secretary Excise and Taxation-cum-APIO,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 1.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information  he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.01.2009. Again on getting no response, he filed Second Appeal with the Commission on 13.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 2030. 

2.

The Respondent states that the application filed by the Appellant with  the PIO has not been received in his office whereas the first appeal filed with the First Appellate Authority was received in his office on 10.2.2009. He further states that the information is 30 years old and it is voluminous. After deliberations, the Appellant states that he may be supplied information relating to Sports Bodies  only for the period from 1989 to 2005. The Respondent states that the information will be supplied within a period of two months. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 18.06.2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, 

6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 73 /2009

Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant,    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 31.10.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 20.12.2008. Again on getting no response, he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 11.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 13.02.2009 against Diary No. 2027. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that the application of the Appellant had been transferred to Sports Department on 01.12.2008 as the matter relates to 
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Sports Department. 

3.

It is directed that the Representative of the Sports Department, Punjab will attend the proceedings in the  instant case in future. However, the representative of the office of Chief Secretary Punjab will also attend the hearing on the next date of hearing. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.05.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Director, Sports Department, Punjab, 116-117, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:

Director, Sports Department, Punjab,



SCO No. 116-117, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab, 

6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC – 74 /2009

Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant,    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 20.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.01.2009. Again on getting no response, he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 13.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day  against Diary No. 2029. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that the application of the Appellant had been transferred to Sports Department  as the matter relates to Sports 
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Department. 

3.

It is directed that the Representative of the Sports Department, Punjab will attend the proceedings in the  instant case in future. However, the representative of the office of Chief Secretary Punjab will also attend the hearing on the next date of hearing. 

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.05.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Director, Sports Department, Punjab, 116-117, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh. 


Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                          Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:

Director, Sports Department, Punjab,



SCO No. 116-117, Sector: 34-A, Chandigarh.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary Personnel, 

6th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC – 76 /2009

Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

Shri Arun Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Sham Lal,  Senior Assistant,   IAS Branch, Punjab Civil Secretariat,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 20.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.01.2009. Again on getting no response, he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 13.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 2031. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

The APIO has intimated the Commission vide Memo. No. 
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13/111/2007-IAS(2)/5710, dated 15.04.2009 that no record regarding appointment of IAS Officers as President of Sports Association/Federation/Body under Rule 13(5) of All India Services(Conduct) Rules, 1968 is maintained in the office  and the Appellant has been informed accordingly vide Memo. No. 13/111/07-IAS(2)/2156, dated 03.02.2009. 

3.

The Respondent states that the number of IAS officers including retirees and on deputation is very large and thus the  information demanded by the Appellant is voluminous.  A lot of time will be consumed to prepare and supply the information to the Appellant.  

4.

After detailed deliberations, it is directed that the information relating to IAS officers as on 16.04.2009, excluding retirees and on deputation , be supplied to the Appellant within a period of three months.

5.

The  case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 23.07.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana. 





 Respondent

AC – 79 /2009

Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

Ms. Avtar Kaur, Sub Inspector and Shri Santosh Kumar, Head Constable,    on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 20.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.01.2009. Again on getting on response, he filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 31.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 2034. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

Senior Superintendent of Police-cum-Public Information Officer, 
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Ludhiana-City has intimated the Commission vide Memo. No. 107/RTI/CPRC, dated 15.04.2009 that Sub-Inspector Gurtej Singh has been transferred to Jalandhar Range, District Jalandhar and he has been relieved on 25.02.2009 and his Character Roll has also been sent to Jalandhar Range.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the SSP-cum-PIO, Ludhiana-City will transfer the application of the Appellant, under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,  to the PIO of the office of D.I.G., Jalandhar Range, District Jalandhar for supplying  requisite information to the Appellan, t with a copy to the Commission. 

4.

It is also directed that the representative of the office of D. I. G. Jalandhar Range, District Jalandhar will attend the proceedings in the instant case on the next date of hearing alongwith information to be supplied to the Appellant relating to service particulars of Sub-Inspector Gurtej Singh,  who has since been transferred to Jalandhar Range from the office of SSP Ludhiana-City on 25.02.2009.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28.05.2009.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the D. I. G. Jalandhar Range, District: Jallandhar alongwith application of the Appellant.



Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:

Deputy Inspector General of Police,



Jalandhar Range, District: Jalandhar.


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,

‘Kahlon Villa’, Opposite: Telephone Exchange,

VPO: Bhattian Bet, District: Ludhiana -141008.



Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o PUDA/GMADA,

PUDA Bhawan, Sector: 62, S. A. S. Nagar, Mohali.


 Respondent
AC – 78 /2009
Present:
Shri   Sarabjit Singh Kahlon,  Appellant, in person.

None is present on  behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 20.12.2008 for seeking certain information. On getting no information, he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 30.01.2009. Again on getting no response, he filed second appeal with the State Information Commission on 31.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 2033. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent. Therefore, one more opportunity is given to the Respondent to pursue the case and the case is fixed 

for further hearing on 28.05.2009.

3.            Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarsem Lal,

H.No. 386, Ward No. 6,

Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

V. P. O.: Bhogpur- 144201,

District: Jalandhar.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board, 

Bhogpur, District: Jalandhar.





 Respondent

AC - 46 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.
Shri Chetan Kumar, AEE, S/D-1 and Shri Gurdeep Singh, AEE, S/D-2 ,  PSEB, Bhogpur, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO on 27.05.2008 for seeking certain information. The PIO supplied the information to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 10239 dated 26.8.2008. Not satisfied with the information, being incomplete,  he filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 26.10.2008. On getting no response, he  filed Second Appeal with the State Information Commission on 08.01.2009. which was received in the Commission on 29.01.2009 against Diary No. 1090. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
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2.

A fax message has been received from the Appellant today intimating the Commission that due to some unavoidable domestic circumstances, he is not in a position to attend the court today and has requested to adjourn the case.

3.

The Respondent states that the  duly authenticated information has been supplied to the Complainant on 26.08.2008 by registered post. He further states that similar information has already been supplied to the Appellant in CC-579/2007. He  submits one copy of the information, which is taken on record.  He pleads that since the information has already been supplied, the case may be closed. 

4.

On the request of the Appellant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 02.06.2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Pawan Kumar Garg and Smt. Kailash Devi,

S.B. S. C. Near Bus Stand,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer,

Punjab State Electricity Board,

Mour Road, Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.



 Respondent

AC No. 12 /2009

Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate, on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri  Bhola Singh, SDO City, Rampura Phul,  on behalf of the Respondent. 




ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel for the Appellant states that the information regarding Para 1, 2 and 3 has been supplied but the information regarding Para-4 is still pending. 

2.

A perusal of Para-4 reveals that this information relates to the instructions issued by the PSEB regarding distance to be kept from the houses for laying over-head lines. 

3.

The Respondent assures the Commission that a copy of the Notification in this regard will be supplied to the Appellant within a period of 15 days.
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4.

Ld. Counsel for the Appellant pleads  that since  the information has been supplied after a period of 235 days, action may  be taken against the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 and the Appellant may be awarded compensation for the detriment suffered by him. 

5.

Accordingly, Shri Naveen Kumar Garg, XEN-cum-PIO, is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the detriment suffered by him. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.05.2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Naveen Kumar Garg, Executive Engineer, Punjab State Electricity Board, Mour Road, Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.  


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Vijay Kumar,

M/S Total Infotech,

Opposite: State Bank of India,

Rampura Phul, District: Bathinda.





Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent
CC No. 67/2009
Present:
Shri Rupinder Garg, Advocate,  on behalf of the Complainant. 



None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 

ORDER

1.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that the information has been received by the Complainant, which is late by 330 days. He pleads that a penalty @ Rs. 250/- per day  as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, may be imposed upon the PIO and compensation may be awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 

2.

Accordingly, the PIO of the office of Civil Surgeon Bathinda is directed to file an affidavit on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of the information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him. 



3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 21.05.2009.

4.

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


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/0 Shri Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4-A, Near Kali Mata Mandir, 

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, Local Government, 

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 2504 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, Complainant, in person.

Shri Chauhan Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Local Government and Shri Gautam Kumar, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO, office of Chief Town Planner of Local Government Department, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.03.2009, when it was directed that the PIO will send response to the representations/letters of the complainant written to  Ministers, MPs and MLAs,  before the next date of hearing i.e. today.  

2.

On 10.02.2009, Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, Additional Secretary Local Government-cum-PIO was directed to submit an affidavit to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for supplying misleading information but no affidavit has been submitted so far. 
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3,

The Respondent states that after the transfer of Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, Additional Secretary, Local Government-cum-PIO, no PIO has been appointed by the Government in his place and that is why the affidavit could not be submitted. 

4.

It is directed that reply to the letters of the Complainant be sent to him on the basis of the record available with the Public Authority. 

5.

The Complainant states that the information, supplied to him, has not been authenticated. It is accordingly directed that the information,  duly authenticated by the competent authority, be supplied to the Complainant. 

6.

The Respondent is also directed to bring original File No. 14/382 and all other files, relating to the instant case,  for inspection by the Complainant to identify the required documents, in my presence, on the next date of hearing so that the same could be supplied to him. 

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2009 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.)

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni,

S/0 Shri Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4-A, Near Kali Mata Mandir, 

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Town Planner,

Local Government Department,

Juneja Building, Sector: 17,  Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 619 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, Complainant, in person.

Shri Chauhan Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Local Government and Shri Gautam Kumar, Assistant Town Planner-cum-APIO,  office of Chief Town Planner of Local Government Department, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

This case was earlier heard by the Bench of Hon’ble State Information Commissioner Lt. Gen.(Retd.) P. K. Grover and was transferred to this Bench during hearing on 05.03.2009 for clubbing it with CC-2504/2008 on the ground that the same information has been asked for in both the cases.

2.

Shri Gautam Kumar, ATP-cum-APIO states that the information asked for in both the cases is same and pleads that both the cases may be clubbed but the Complainant states that the information in both the cases is 
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different and pleads that these may not be clubbed. 

3.

After hearing both the parties, it is decided that both the cases will be heard separately. 

4.

The Respondent is directed to bring all the files relating to this case on the next date of hearing for inspection by the Complainant in my presence to identify the documents required by him so that the same could be supplied to him. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2009 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.)

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 16. 04. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni s/o Sh. Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.











Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.











 Respondent

AC No. 558 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni,  Appellant, in person. 
Shri Harish Bhagat,  Nodal APIO –cum-Legal Assistant and Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.3.2009,  when it was directed that the Appellant  will visit office of Ms. Kamaljit Kaur, ATP of Zone-D on 16.3.2009 at 10.00 AM to identify the documents required by him after the inspection of the record.   Accordingly, the appellant attended the office of ATP(D) on 16.3.2009 and identified the  information/documents required by him.   The  APIO of Zone-D  supplied the information running into 52 sheets.

2.

  The Appellant brings  to the notice of the Commission that APIO has supplied the duplicate copies of the same information, which serves no 
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purpose.  The Respondent states that he will bring the full record relating to the instant case on the next date of hearing and the Appellant can inspect the record in the Court.  
3.

It is directed that  the Respondent will bring the record relating to the instant case in  my Chamber on 29.04.2009 at 11.00 AM and the Appellant will inspect the record  in my presence. The Respondent will also bring the register where the plans are entered.  The information, thus, identified by the appellant will be supplied to him there and then. 
4.

The appellant states that all the plans received by him so far have  not been authenticated .  Accordingly,  Shri Ramesh Chhabra, ATP,  is directed to  authenticate  the plans supplied to the appellant  and he will also attend the proceedings on next date of hearing in person. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29.04.2009 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.)
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Ramesh Chhabra, ATP,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
  







Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh.



Surinder  Singh

Dated: 16.04.2009.



State Information Commissioner.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Naresh Soni,

S/o Sh. Ram Adhar Soni, 

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.











      Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 614 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, Appellant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagar, Nodal APIO-cum-Legal Assistant and

Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the        Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.03.2009,  when it was directed that the Appellant will visit office of Ms. Kamaljit Kaur,  ATP of Zone-D on 16.03.09 at 10.00 AM to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him.  Accordingly, Appellant visited the office of ATP (D) and identified some documents required by him after the inspection of the record,  which have been supplied to him. 

2.

 The Appellant  states that the Department had earlier  supplied mis-leading/incomplete information for which the action may  be taken against 

Contd……p/2

AC No. 614 /2008



-2-

the PIO under the RTI Act,2005. The appellant also states that the PIO/ APIO have not authenticated the plans supplied to him in the instant case which have to be submitted in the court in connection with  a Civil Writ Petition filed by him.  It is directed that the plans supplied to the Appellant be authenticated by the competent authority and the remaining information be supplied to him.  It is also directed that the Appellant  will submit his observations in writing that the Department has supplied mis-leading and incorrect information.  It is also directed that the Department will supply a list of  violations committed during construction of the building by the builder.  The PIO will also send his response to the observations submitted by the Appellant, with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29-04-2009 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 16.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

   

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

Shri  Naresh Soni, 

S/o Shri  Ram Adhar Soni, 

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.











      Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 615 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, Appellant, in person.



Shri Harish Bhagar, Nodal APIO-cum-Legal Assistant and

Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, J.D.M., on behalf of the        Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 10.03.2009,  when it was directed that the Appellant will visit office of Ms. Kamaljit Kaur,  ATP of Zone-D on 16.03.09 at 10.00 AM to inspect the record and identify the documents required by him.  Accordingly, Appellant visited the office of ATP (D) and identified some documents required by him after the inspection of the record,  which have been supplied to him. 

2.

 The Appellant  states that the Department had earlier  supplied mis-leading/incomplete information for which the action may  be taken against 
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the PIO under the RTI Act,2005. The appellant also states that the PIO/ APIO have not authenticated the plans supplied to him in the instant case which have to be submitted in the court in connection with  a Civil Writ Petition filed by him.  It is directed that the plans supplied to the Appellant be authenticated by the competent authority and the remaining information be supplied to him.  It is also directed that the Appellant  will submit his observations in writing that the Department has supplied mis-leading and incorrect information.  It is also directed that the Department will supply a list of  violations committed during construction of the building by the builder.  The PIO will also send his response to the observations submitted by the Appellant, with a copy to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 29-04-2009 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 16.04.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

