STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh,

S/o Shri Amar Singh,

R/o Village: Sohian,
Tehsil and District: Sangrur. 





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Near Session Courts, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC -  739  /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldeep Singh , Complainant, in person and Shri Tarnjit Singh, on behalf of the Complainant. 
Shri  Parduman Singh, BDPO Sangrur and Shri Jaswinder Singh,  Social Education and Panchayat Officer,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 29.01.2009 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 09.03.2009, which was received in the Commission on 19.03.2009 against Diary No. 3954. 
Accordingly,  Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

Heard both the parties.

3.

Shri Parduman Singh, BDPO, Sangrur, states that the information has been supplied to the Complainant  but the demarcation of Shamlat Land 
 of village: Sohian, Tehsil and District: Sangrur has not been got done from the
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 Revenue Department and hence total land area of Shamlat Land cannot be intimated to the Complainant.   He assures  that the demarcation of Shamlat Land will be got done from  the Revenue Department at the earliest and total land area will be intimated to the Complainant in due course.  The Complainant states that the information supplied to him has not been authenticated. 

4.

It is directed that the BDPO will authenticate the information already supplied to the Complainant. It is also directed that the BDPO will get the demarcation of Shamlat Land got done from  the Revenue Department and after demarcation total land area will be intimated to the Complainant within a period of  two  months
5.

The BDPO pleads that since the information, as available on record, has been supplied to the Complainant and total land area of Shamlat Land will be intimated to the Complainant after the demarcation is got done from the Revenue Department, the case may be closed. 
6.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is free  to approach the Commission again in case total land area of Shamlat Land after the demarcation is not intimated to him within two months.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaskaran Singh,

S/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

# 5168, Naka No. 7, Darbar Sahib, Muktsar.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Canal Division, 

Canal Colony, Faridkot.





 Respondent

CC - 495 /2009

Present:
Shri Jaskaran Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Accounts Officer , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 12.01.2009 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 20.02.2009 against Diary No. 2497.   Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 
2.

The Respondent states that copy of comparative statement of all the tenders has been supplied to the Complainant but the Complainant has demanded photo copy of all the  tenders submitted by various firms in the jurisdiction of Canal Division Faridkot. He further states that 35 tenders have 
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been approved and received back from the office of Chief Engineer and copies of these tenders can be supplied to the Complainant but remaining tenders have been submitted to the Chief Engineer and have not been approved as yet and copies of these tenders can only be supplied to the Complainant after they are received back from the office of Chief Engineer. 

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will obtain  the photo copies of the tenders lying in the  office of Chief Engineer at personal level  and will supply photo copies of all the tenders to the Complainant within a week as per his demand. 
4.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of. However,  the Complainant will be at liberty to approach the Commission again in case the requisite information is not supplied to him within a week.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaskaran Singh,

S/o Shri Mukhtiar Singh,

# 5168, Naka No. 7, Darbar Sahib, Muktsar.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o XEN, Canal Division, 

Canal Colony, Faridkot.





 Respondent

CC - 496 /2009
Present:
Shri Jaskaran Singh, Complainant, in person.


Shri Ashok Kumar, Accounts Officer , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case, the Complainant filed an application with the PIO on 19.01.2009 for seeking certain information. On getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 14.02.2009, which was received in the Commission on 20.02.2009 against Diary No. 2496.   Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today. 

2.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant on 24.03.2009. The Complainant 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: 02. 06. 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 Sarabjit Singh, Additional Assistant Engineer and Shri Sat Pal Singh, Revenue Accountant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 16.04.2009,  when the Respondent  pleaded that since the duly authenticated information has been supplied to the Appellant on 26.08.2009 by registered post and similar information has already been supplied to the Appellant in CC-579/2007, the case may be closed.  The Appellant was not present. He  requested  the Commission, through a fax message, to adjourn the case to some other date as he was not able to attend the proceedings due to some unavoidable domestic circumstances. On the request of the Appellant the case was adjourned and fixed for today. 
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2.

The Respondent states that the same information, running into three sheets,  has again been supplied to the Appellant  on 17.04.2009 by post.

3.

The Appellant is not present today. A letter  dated 1.6.2009 has been received through fax from him,  a copy of which is handed over to the Respondent. The Respondent states that in the letter he has demanded some new  information for which he may be directed to file new application. He pleads that since the requisite information, in the instant case, has been supplied and the Appellant has not attended any hearing, the case may be closed. 

4.

Since the information, in the instant case,  stands provided, the case is disposed of. However, the Appellant  is advised to file fresh application for seeking  any other information.  
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Bhushan Kumar,

# 14/6, Third Floor, 

West Patel Nagar, New Delhi – 110008.




Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary, Home Affairs & Justice,

8th Floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC - 70 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Prem Singh Aulakh, Superintendent Judicial Branch-cum-APIO and Shri Harnek Singh, Senior Assistant, Judicial-1 Branch , on                   behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, the Appellant filed an application with the PIO of the office of Chief Secretary to Government Punjab on 25.5.2008 for seeking specific  information regarding Family Courts and Action Taken Report on all documents during the period from 1.1.2000 to 31.3.2009. The application was transferred by the PIO of the office Chief Secretary to Government Punjab to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary, Home Affairs and Justice, under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005,  vide Memo. No. 7/174/08-G.C.4/7968, dated 13.6.2008 under intimation to the Appellant. On getting no information,  the Appellant filed an appeal with the State Information Commission on 11.01.2009, which was received in the Commission on 11.02.2009 against Diary No. 1861. Accordingly, 
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Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties and the case was fixed for today. 
2.

Deputy Secretary Home(S) asked the Appellant, vide Memo. No. 5/20/2008-2JUDL(1)/2645 dated 22.7.2008,  to deposited Rs. 794(Rs. 734 as document charges @ Rs. 2/- per page and Rs. 60/- as speed post charges) under Head “ 0070-Other Administrative Service-60-other services-800-Other receipts-86-Fees”  under the right to information Act and send a copy of receipt/challan, so that requisite information/documents could be supplied.  In response  to this Memo. dated 22.7.2008, the Appellant vide his letter dated 29.5.2009, sent through e-mail, has requested the Commission to direct the PIO to send the information free of cost as the same has not been supplied within stipulated period of 30 day.
3.

A perusal of the file reveals that the information has not been supplied within 30 days. Therefore, the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Home Affairs and Justice is directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant,  free of cost, under intimation to the Commission. 

4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance  on 06.07.2009 at 12.30 P.M. in the Chamber(SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh). 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurpritpal Singh, Company Commander,

# 214, Nirankari Colony,

Fatehgarh Churian Road, Amritsar.




Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 3122 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurpritpal Singh, Complainant, in person. 



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.   

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 29.04.2009, when Shri Jasbir Singh, PCS, Additional Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Amritsar was directed to attend the proceedings in person on the next date of hearing i.e. today to show cause as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in supplying the information and as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment and loss suffered by him. 
2.

Despite the directions issued on the last date of hearing, the PIO is not present today. Taking a serious view of his absence, last opportunity is given to him to comply with the orders of the Commission dated 29.04.2009 otherwise
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 suitable action will be taken as per the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.07.2009 at 1.00 P.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: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
5.

After the hearing is over, Shri Sharanjit Singh, S.O. appears before the Commission . He states that he has got late due to break down of the bus. He intimates the Commission  that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant  and the order of the Commission dated 29.04.2009 has not been received in their office till today. 
6.

Accordingly, a copy of the order dated 29.04.2009 is handed over to him for its strict compliance.

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Shashi Bhushan Nagpal, Advocate,

# 3094, Sector: 23-D, Chandigarh.




Complainant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Information Commission,

SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 411 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 


Shri M. R. Minhas, MFA-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case the Complainant filed a complaint with the PIO on 17.12.2008 without necessary fee of Rs. 10/-. The PIO replied back to the Complainant vide Memo. No. PRS/C/SS/RTI/95/2008/2007 dated  23.12.2008 to send the application fee of Rs. 10/- so that requisite information could be sent. The Complainant returned the letter dated 23.12.2008 to the PIO on 26.12.2008 alongwith Indian Postal Order of Rs. 10/- as application fee, which was received in the Commission on 30.12.2008 against Diary No. 18025.  
2.

The PIO asked the Complainant vide Memo. No. go;e$;;$nkoHNhHnkJhH$95$2009$72 fwsh 16-01-09  to deposit Rs. 26/- under the following 
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head alongwith  an envelope affixed  with stamps of sufficient amount so that requisite information running into two sheets could be supplied:-


Major Head:

0070-Other Administrative Services



Sub Major Head
60-Other Services



Minor Head

800-Other Receipts


Sub Head

86-Fee under the Right to Information Act, 
2005.

3.

The PIO states that the information is ready with him and will be supplied to the Complainant  as and when he deposits the necessary charges.
4.

The PIO has not informed the Complainant about the charges to be deposited within stipulated period of 10 days. Therefore, it is directed that the information be supplied to the Complainant free of cost. Besides, the issues raised by the Complainant in his letter dated 15.5.2009, which was received in the Commission on 18.5.2009 against Diary No. 7229, will be decided on  the next date of hearing. 
5.

It is also directed that the Case CC-2856/2008 be attached with this file. 
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.07.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner‘
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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










REGISTERED
Shri Kesar Singh, Nambardar,

S/o Shri Ajmer Singh,

Village: Kapuri, 

Tehsil & District: Patiala.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block: Bhunerheri, District: Patiala.




 Respondent

CC - 764 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the 

Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

Notice of Hearing sent to the Complainant has been received back undelivered with the following remarks on the envelope by the postal authorities:-


“ fJ; BK dk fJE/ e/Jh BjhA  fJ; eoe/ fJj b?No tkg; ehsk iKdk j? “
Since the address on the envelope is correct as has been given by the Complainant in his application, it is  directed that Notice of Hearing be again sent to the Complainant by registered post. “
2.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. Therefore, one more opportunity is given to them to pursue their case.


3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.07.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri D.V.Kohli,

# 368, Sector: 38-A, Chandigarh.





Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2000/2008

Present:
Shri D.V. Kohli, Complainant, in person.

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

The judgement in this case was pronounced on 15.4.2009 and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance. 
2.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 

3.

While giving one more opportunity to the Respondent to confirm the compliance of the orders dated 15.4.2009, the case is fixed for 06.07.2009 in the Chamber at 10.30 A.M.(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: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2091/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

The judgement in this case was pronounced on 15.4.2009 and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

3.

While giving one more opportunity to the Respondent to confirm the compliance of the orders dated 15.4.2009, the case is fixed for 06.07.2009 in the Chamber at 10.30 A.M.(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: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Malwinder Singh,

# 3-Ranjit Bagh, Near

State College of Education, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner, 

Municipal Corporation, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No.2092/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

ORDER
1.

The judgement in this case was pronounced on 15.4.2009 and the case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 

3.

While giving one more opportunity to the Respondent to confirm the compliance of the orders dated 15.4.2009, the case is fixed for 06.07.2009 in the Chamber at 10.30 A.M.(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: 02. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri H. C. Arora, Advocate,

s/o Shri Sunder Dass,

H.No.2299, Sector-44-C, Chandigarh.




      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Department  of Food & Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Mini Secretariat,  Sector-9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC No.  64/2009

Present:
Shri J.S.Rana, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Ravi Kant Gupta, Private Secretary to Shri RPS Pawar and 

Mrs. Darshan Kaur Bhalla, Superintendent, Consumer Affairs 


Branch, on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri H. C. Arora, Advocate, filed an application with the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Food & Supplies and Consumer Affairs, on 21.10.2008,  which was received in the office of Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies on 22.10.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 16.12.2008,  which was received in Principal Secretary’s office on 17.12.2008.  Again on getting  no response from the first appellate authority, he filed Second Appeal  with the
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 Commission on 11.02.2009,  which was received in Commission on the same day against diary No. 1732.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The appellant has demanded the photo copies of  TA/DA bills claimed by Shri R. P. S. Pawar, the then Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies during the last one year with respect to the places travelled  outside the State of Punjab and also photocopies of tour notes submitted by the said officer after visiting such places.

3.

Mrs. Darshan Kaur Bhalla, Superintendent, Consumer Affairs Branch states that the information demanded by the appellant is available with the personal staff of the officer and the then Private Secretary to Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies, may  be directed to supply the information.

4.

A  perusal of the file reveals that Additional Secretary Food & Supplies has directed Shri Ravi Kant Gupta, the then Private Secretary to Shri R.P.S. Pawar, vide memo No. 5./7/09-5CPA/1688, dated 25.05.2009,  to supply the information as Shri Ravi Kant Gupta was attached to  Shri R. P. S.  Pawar, with a copy to the Commission.  TA/DA bills are submitted in the Accounts Branch by the personal staff,  where these are processed and passed. Additional Secretary, Food & Supplies should have transferred the application of the 
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Appellant to the concerned Public Authority within stipulated period of 5 days under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. More-over, no action has been taken by the Appellate Authority on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. Rather a very casual approach has been adopted by the Public Authority. 
5.

So far as the Photostat copies of the tour reports submitted by the said officer after visiting the places are concerned, these reports,   if have been submitted, should be available in the concerned files. 

6.

Shri Ravi Kant Gupta, Private Secretary to the then Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies states that the letter should hot have been addressed to him as the information relating to Shri R. P. S.  Pawar, the then Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies, may be collected from him.
7.

Accordingly, the PIO  of the office of Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies is directed to  get the information regarding TA/DA bills   during the year 20.9.2007 to 21.10.2008  from the Accounts Branch of Punjab  Civil Secretariat,  obtain copies of  tour notes from the concerned  files  and supply the  same to the Appellant within a period of 15 days.  It is also directed that the information  may also be collected from the office of PUNSUP, if available,  as Shri R. P. S.  Pawar had been working as Chairman of PUNSUP also.  
8.

In view of the  deliberations held today,  I arrive at the  conclusion that the information has been delayed due to the casual approach adopted by the
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  Public Authority.  I,   therefore,   call upon the Respondent-PIO to show cause as to  why penalty @ of Rs. 250/- per day be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information.  He is also directed to show cause as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to the appellant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The Respondent is directed to file an  affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this Order with a copy to the opposite party.  
9.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06. 07. 2009  at 11.00 AM in the Chamber in SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 

10.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 







Sd/-
Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 02.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

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

Shri H.C.Arora, Advocate,

s/o Shri Sunder Dass,

H.No.2299, Sector-44-C,

Chandiglarh.










      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Deptt. of Food & Supplies & Consumer Affairs,

Mini Sectt. Sector-9, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC No. 66 /2009

Present:
Shri J.S.Rana, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Ravi Kant Gupta, Private Secretary to Shri RPS Pawar and 

Mrs. Darshan Bhalla, Superintendent, Consumer Affairs 



Branch, on behalf of Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri H. C. Arora, Advocate, filed an application with the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Food & Supplies and Consumer Affairs, on 21.10.2008 which was received in the office of Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies on 22.10.2008.  After getting no response from the PIO, he filed an appeal with the first appellate authority on 16.12.2008 which was received in Principal Secretary’s office on 17.12.2008.  Again  on getting no response from the first appellate authority, he filed Second Appeal with the 
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Commission on 10.02.2009 which was received in Commission office on 11.2.2009 against diary No. 1733.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

The appellant has demanded information regarding official appointments fixed by the Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies in his office with various persons including their names, profession/vocation/designation, if any, during the previous thirty days. He has also demanded information regarding dates and time of such official appointments etc. 

3.

Mrs. Darshan Kaur Bhalla, Superintendent, Consumer Affairs Branch states that the information, as demanded by the appellant, is available with the personal staff of the officer and the then Private Secretary to Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies  may be directed to supply the information.

4.

A perusal of the file reveals that Additional  Secretary, Food & Supplies has directed Shri Ravi Kant Gupta, the then Private Secretary to Shri R. P.S. Pawar, vide memo No. 5./7/09-5CPA/1688, dated 25.05.2009 to supply the information as Shri Ravi Kant  Gupta was attached to Shri R. P. S.  Pawar,  with a copy to the Commission.  Officials appointments are generally fixed on the concerned files and this information should have been obtained from all the Branches of the Secretariat as well as of the Directorate and from the PUNSUP
 as Shri R. P. S. Pawar was the Chairman of PUNSUP.  No serious efforts 
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appears  to be made in this regard. More-over, no action has been taken by the Appellate Authority on the first appeal filed by the Appellant. Rather a very casual approach has been adopted by the Public Authority in this regard. 

5.

Shri Ravi Kant Gupta, Private Secretary to the then Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies states that the letter should hot have been addressed to him as the information relating to Shri RPS Pawar, the then Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies, may be collected from him. 
6.

Accordingly, the PIO  of the office of Principal Secretary, Food & Supplies is directed to  get the information regarding official appointments of Shri R. P. S. Pawar from all the branches of Secretariat as well as of the  Directorate  and supply the  same to the Appellant within a period of 15 days.  It is also directed that the information  may also be collected from the office of PUNSUP   as Shri R. P. S.  Pawar had also  been working as Chairman of PUNSUP.   

7.

In view of the  deliberations held today,  I arrive at the  conclusion that the information has been delayed due to the casual approach adopted by the

  Public Authority.  I,   therefore,   call upon the Respondent-PIO to show cause as to  why penalty @ of Rs. 250/- per day be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information.  He is also directed to show cause as to why suitable compensation be not awarded to the 
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appellant under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The Respondent is directed to file an  affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this Order with a copy to the opposite party.  

8.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06. 07. 2009  at 11.00 AM in the Chamber in SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh. 

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 






Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 02.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Dilbar Singh s/o Shri Surjan Singh,

GH 99, Flat No. 308, Sector-20,

Panchkula (Haryana)










      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Punjab State Electricity Board,

Zirakpur, District:   SAS Nagar.





 Respondent

CC No. 626 /2009

Present:

None is present on behalf of the complainant.




Er. G.S.Sandhu, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given during last hearing on 19.05.2009, the complainant visited the office of Punjab State Electricity Board, Zirakpur on 20.05.2009 and he has seen the record and the necessary information, as per his demand, has been supplied to him.  He has given in writing that he is fully satisfied with the information as supplied to him.  He therefore pleads that the case may be closed.

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: 02.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri R.D.Ghai, SDE (Retd.),

House No. 480, Sector-6,

Panchkula (Haryana).









      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Engineer, PWD (B&R),

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC No. 476 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistant, Head office, PWD (B&R),



Patiala.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 14.05.2009 when one more chance was given to both the parties. As the information was supplied, the complainant was to give in writing his response/ observations but he has not yet submitted his response/ comments.  However, telephonic message is received from him. He states that he is not in a position to attend the proceedings as he is not feeling well. 

2.

It is directed that if the complainant wants any more information except the information provided to him as per his demand in the application dated 181.11.2008, he can file a new application with the concerned public authority.

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: 02.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri  Jaspreet Singh s/o Shri Harbans Singh,

Village: Jarg, Tehsil  Khanna,  District:  Ludhiana.

  Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Block Development & Panchayat Officer,  Khanna.

 Respondent

CC No. 765 /2009

Present:
Shri Liaqat Ali, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri Sanjeev Kumar Superintendent and Shri Ram Singh, Village 


Development Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Jaspreet Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Khanna, on 17.02.2009.  The BDPO asked the PIO to supply the information vide memo No. 3310, dated 17.02.2009 with a copy to the complainant.

2.

Shri Shamsher Singh, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Khanna supplied some information on 10.03.2009.  Shri Jaspreet Singh, Panch, put his signatures in lieu of getting the information from the BDPO. The respondent states that some information is still to be supplied for which time may be given.  The respondent pleads that the remaining information will be supplied within a period of 20 days.  The case is adjourned in view of the request made by him. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 07-07-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 02.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana- 141002.









      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No. 409  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf of 


the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the file containing letter No. 279/LB, dated 06.08.2008 is with the Advocate of Punjab & Haryana High Court who is dealing with the cases of the Corporation in the High Court. Copy of  letter No. 868/STP-D, dated 08.10.2008 has been supplied to the complainant. The Respondent further states that the letter No. 279/LB, dated 06.08.2008 will be collected from the advocate and will be supplied to the complainant in due course. He pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month. Shri Yogesh Dewan, the complainant vide his letter dated 01.06.2009 had requested the Commission to make it sure that the information as per his demand will be provided satisfactorily.  

2.

It is directed that the ATP (D) office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana will get a copy of the letter from the advocate and will supply the same 
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to complainant within a period of 15 days i.e. by 18.06.2009 and the case is fixed for compliance of orders on 23.06.2009. 

4.

The case is fixed for compliance of orders on 23-06-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 02.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Daljit Singh Grewal,

Ex-District Commander,

House No. 201-204/100, Block-J,

B.R.S,.Nagar, Ludhiana.










      Appellant.


  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police-cum-

Commandant General Home Guards &

Civil Defence, Punjab, 17 Bays Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC No. 180 /2009

Present:
Shri Daljit Singh Grewal, the Complainant, in person.


Shri Ashok Kumar, JSO, Admn. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

. 1

Shri Daljit Singh Grewal, filed an application with the SPIO of office of Director General Police-cum- Commandant General, Home Guards & Civil Defence, Punjab on 23.11.2008.  The complainant was replied back on 23.12.2008 by the Junior Staff Officer (Admn.) vide memo No.PHG-08/S-1/18480, dated 23.12.2008  “ Tgo/’es jtkb/ nXhB gZso okjhA nkg tb’A wzrh rJh ;{uBk$d;skt/Ii d/ jtkb/ ftu dZf;nk iKdk j? fe ;aqh do;aB f;zx wfjwh, fvgNh ewKBv?AN iBob Bz{ s[jkv/  tb’A ndkbs okjhA ;wB ikoh eotk e/ rtkj g/;a ehsk frnk Bk e/ ftGkr dh jdkfJs s/ ps”o rtkj g/;a j’J/ ;B. T[BQK pko/ ;{uBk Eov gkoNh Bkb ;pzXs  j?. “   Not satisfied with 
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the reply, Shri Grewal filed an appeal with the first appellate authority-cum-Addl. DIG-cum-Deputy Commandant General, Home Guards on 31.12.2008. The first appellat authority directed Shri Ashok Kumar Khanna-SPIO- JSO(Admn) with the remarks that ”in view of the aforesaid appeal you are asked to reconsider his request dated 23.11.2008 and if permissible as per provisions of RTI Act, supply the record/ information to him.”  Not satisfied with the SPIO and the first appellate authority, he filed an appeal with the Commission on 09.03.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 18.03.2009 against diary No. 3931.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

After arguments the respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month to get the reply from Shri D.S.Mehmi, being a third party. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06-07-2009 at 12.00 Noon in the Chamber in SCO No.32-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 02.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner


