STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






      Appellant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

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

Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant, office of Principal Secretary Local Government, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 22.04.2010, when the Appellant was not present and the Respondent was directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant by Registered Post. 

2.

The Respondent states that the complete information has been sent to the Appellant by Speed Post on 17.05.2010 with a copy to the Commission. The Appellant states that he has not received this information till date. Therefore, a copy of the information received in the Commission containing pages 61-77 is handed over to the Appellant and he is directed to submit his observations, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission within a week.
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2.

The Appellant states that the Department may be directed to file FIR with regard to missing of concerned  file as  the directions have already been issued by the Commission in this regard. The Respondent states that after the case in the Commission is finalized, file will be put up to the competent authority for obtaining sanction for filing FIR. The PIO is directed to immediately initiate necessary action to obtain sanction from the competent authority for filing FIR with the police regarding loss of concerned file.   

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.






      Appellant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC – 306 & 176/2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.


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

The Appellant states that he has received information from Improvement Trust Amritsar but no information has been received from the remaining 27 Improvement Trusts of the State.  
2.

Despite issuance of Show-cause Notice to the PIO on 13.04.2010 for imposing penalty on him for the delay in the supply of the information  and for awarding compensation to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him, none is present on behalf of the Respondent during last three consecutive hearings. In these circumstances, Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, may issue necessary directions to the concerned PIO to collect the information from all the remaining 27 Improvement Trusts and supply to the Appellant or transfer the application of the Appellant under Section 6(3) to all the PIOs of 
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Improvement Trusts of the State to directly supply the requisite information to the Appellant.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 05. 2010



      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 Mohinder Singh,

S/o Shri Joginder Singh,

VPO: Mithewal, Tehsil: Malerkotla,

District: Sangrur – 148020.






Complainant







Vs

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

Malerkotla – II, District: Sangrur. 





 Respondent

CC - 965/2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla - II, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, BDPO, Malerkotla is present today in the Court. He states that the Complainant has been informed  vide letter No. 291, dated 30.04.2010 that –
(1)
His application dated 10.10.2009 was returned to him vide letter No. 3591 dated 17.11.2009 asking him to get the inquiry conducted by District Programme Officer Sangrur/concerned CDPO as the application did  not relate to the office of BDPO, Malerkotla.
(2)
His name in the BPL list can be entered during survey as and when it is conducted in future. 
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(3)
The application received through Deputy Commission Sangrur was returned to them vide letter 3553, dated 16.11.2009 to get an inquiry conducted by District Programme Officer as it related to that Department.

(4)
No application of the Complainant has been received in their office through Chief Minister Punjab, Sub Divisional Magistrate Malerkotla and District Grievances Officer, Sangrur. 

(5)
Two applications from  Shri Harkesh Singh, Village: Mithewal, Tehsil: Malerkotla were received in his office through Chief Minister Punjab land Sub-Divisional Magistrate Malerkotla and to conduct  an inquiry in the matter, notice was issued to both the parties to attend the proceedings vide letter No. 1301, dated 02.04.2008 but the notice was received back  with the report of Shri Jagjit Singh, Chowkidar; Shri Sukhdev Singh, Sarpanch and Shri Jagwinder Singh, Panch that no villager named  Harkesh Singh lives in the village and thus inquiry could not be conducted.
2.

Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla - II, states that Shri Mohinder Singh has filed various complaints in the name of other persons also to demand information relating to him.   He has not asked any information in the public interest. 
3.

A show-cause notice was issued to Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla - II, on 22.04.2010 for 
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imposition of penalty upon him for the delay in the supply of the information and for awarding compensation to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him but he has not furnished reply to the Show-cause Notice till date. The BDPO requests that the case may be adjourned for one week and assures that he will submit his reply on  the next date of hearing. 


4.

On the request of the Respondent, the case is adjourned and  fixed for further hearing on 27.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Bagga Singh,

S/o Kasham Singh,

R/o Valmik Road, Bharat Nagar,

Ferozepur – 152002.






Complainant







Vs

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

Ferozepur.








 Respondent
CC - 1167/2010
Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.
Shri Gajjan Singh, BDPO, Guru Har Sahai, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gajjan Singh, BDPO, states that Shri Bagga Singh, Complainant, was asked to deposit Rs. 10/-(Ten only) as the charges for the documents to be supplied to him so that the same  could be supplied to him.  He further states that as the Complainant did not deposit the necessary charges for the documents, the information was not supplied to him.
2.
         A perusal of the case file reveals that the Complainant was asked to deposit Rs. 10/-(Ten only) as the charges for the documents after 30 days. Since the information could not be supplied within stipulated  period of 30 days, it is 
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directed that the requisite information be supplied to the Complainant free of cost by registered post.  The Respondent assures the Commission that the information will be supplied to the Complainant free of cost by registered post. 
3.

The Respondent submits one copy of the information, which is taken on record. A perusal of the information reveals that the information is as per the demand of the Complainant. 
4.

On the  assurance of the Respondent to supply the requisite information to the Complainant free of cost,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Mahesh Kumar,

H.No. 8, Gali No. 5,

Ferozepur Cantt.







Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager,

The Ferozepur Central Cooperative Bank Ltd.,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC - 727/2010

Present:
Shri  Mahesh Kumar,  Complainant, in person.


Shri Dinesh Chaudhary, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 13.04.2010, when a Show Cause Notice was issued to the PIO for imposing penalty upon him for the delay in the supply of the information to the Complainant and for awarding compensation to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 
2.

Neither the PIO is present today nor any  reply to the show-cause notice,  issued to him on the last date of hearing,  has been submitted by him. Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that the information in  respect of Sr. No. 1 to 9 has been supplied to the Complainant.

3.

Accordingly, Shri Nipun Garg, District Manager, Central Cooperative Bank, Ferozepur is directed to appear in person on the next date of 
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hearing alongwith reply to the show-cause notice. He is also directed to supply complete   information in respect of Sr. No. 10 to 22 to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)










REGISTERED
Shri Tarsem Singh,

S/o Shri Kashmir Singh,

VPO: Shambu Kalan,

Tehsil: Rajpura, District: Patiala.





Complainant






Vs

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

Patiala.











 Respondent

CC - 934/2010

Present:
Shri Tarsem Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant submits copies of two letters containing correspondence between DDPO Patiala and BDPO Ghanaur vide which they have asked each other to supply the requisite information to the Complainant. 
2.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent for the consecutive three hearings. Viewing the absence of the PIO seriously, Shri Daljit Singh Virk, District Development and Panchayat, Patiala is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing  and make written submission to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the requisite information to the Complainant and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment  suffered by him under the provisions 

Contd…..p/2

CC - 934/2010



-2-
of RTI Act, 2005.
3.

Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Mohali is directed to get the inquiry conducted by a senior officer  in respect of the  complaint dated 11.06.2009 submitted by the residents of Village: Shambu Kalan, addressed to Director Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, and was handed over to Shri Daljit Singh Virk, DDPO, Patiala during Darbar held by Shri Prem Singh Chandumajra, Ex-M.P.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.06.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 20. 05. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Financial Commissioner, Rural Development and  

Panchayat, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9,  Chandigarh.
    
2. Director Rural Development and Panchayat,

Punjab, Vikas Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.   
3.
Shri Daljit Singh Virk, District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala.                


  


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr.Dulcha Singh Brar,

Director, Students’ Welfare,

Panjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Panjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

CC No.  1680/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of  both the parties.
ORDER

1.

Case was fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders dated 20.04.2010. 

2.

A letter is received from the PIO of Punjab Agricultural University, bearing  Memo No. PIO-RTI/2010/14752, dated 13.05.2010 along with a receipt from Mrs. Virpal Kaur wife of Dr. Dulcha Singh Brar in which the PIO has stated that the requisite amount of Rs. 6,000/- (Rupees Six thousand only), awarded as compensation by the Commission, has been paid on 13.05.2010 vide Bankers’ cheque No. 394045, dated 07.05.2010 and the same has been delivered to Mrs. Virpal Kaur wife of Dr.Dulcha Singh Brar, at his residence as Dr. Brar was on leave.

2.

PIO pleads that the case may be closed as the orders have been 
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complied with.

3.

Since the orders of the Commission have been complied with, the case is disposed of.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Ritu Malhotra w/o Dr.PP Malhotra,

26-A, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No.  1739/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Kuldeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Clerk, on behalf of PIO places on record a letter No. LIT-2231, dated 19.05.2010 along with a copy of orders of Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana dated 09.04.2010 in which the Hon’ble High Court has ordered that :-



“ in the meanwhile, election process may go on. However, result of 


the same be not declared till the next date of hearing.”

He further states that the next date of hearing has been fixed for 18.07.2010. 

2.

Since the Hon’ble High Court has granted stay, Shri Darshan Lal, Manager, Adarsh Cooperative House Building Society, states that the information will be supplied only after the stay is vacated by the Hon’ble High Court. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is adjourned sine die. 
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4.

However, it is directed that as and when the stay is vacated, the respondent-PIO will inform the Commission immediately.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jaspal Singh Brar,

s/o Sh. Surjit Singh Brar,

Viillage: Reond Khurd,Tehsil Budhlada,


Distt. Mansa.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Child Development & Project Officer,

Budhlada, Distt. Mansa.






 Respondent

CC No. 1175 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jatinder Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Jatinder Kumar, Clerk, on behalf of PIO places on record a letter No. 255, dated 19.05.2010 along with a receipt from Shri Jaspal Singh Brar, complainant, in which he has stated that the requisite information has been supplied to the complainant and submits a receipt dated 18.05.2010 vide which the complainant has received the information.

2.

Since the requisite information stands supplied, the respondent pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is  disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:20-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests

& Wild Life, 17 Bays Building,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, appellant, in person.



Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, o/o PCCF and Shri Mewa 


Singh, Clerk, o/o DFO, Jalandhar, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the perusal of the written submission made by the PIO-cum- Additional Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, vide his letter No. 127/ 1872, dated 21.04.2010, it reveals that from time to time the application has been transferred to the respective Divisional Forest Officers under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act.  The information as available with the office of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, was sent to the appellant relating to para No. 1,4,5 and 6 vide letter No. 127/18126, dated 29.09.2008.

2.

He has endorsed the letter dated 29.0-9.2008 to all the PIOs transferring the application dated 15.07.2008 under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act 
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and has directed all the Divisional Forest Officers to supply the information relating to para 3 of the application.  In the letter, the PIO has stated that the information relating to para No.2 is not available with the Department. From time to time he has been directing the Divisional Forest Officers/ PIOs of the field to supply the information relating to para No. 3 to the appellant direct with a copy to his office.  Some of the Divisional Forest Officers have sent information directly to the appellant and the appellant has made observations on the information supplied to him from time to time. 

3.

On the last date of hearing, the Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur has submitted information which has been received in the Commission on the last date of hearing. On the perusal of the information supplied by the DFO, Jalandhar at Phillaur, it reveals from the heading of the information that as on 30.06.2008, the requisite action, as pending, was nil. However, there were 28 cases where violations have taken place and legal action has been initiated against the defaulters. The appellant states that the PIO of office of DFO, Jalandhar may give his undertaking that there were only 28 cases of violations against whom the action has been initiated. Except these 28 cases, non violation has been noted and no action has been initiated by the Department. This undertaking will be submitted by Shri Chaman Lal, Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur within a week’s time.

4.

The respondent on behalf of PIO –cum- Additional Principal Chief 
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Conservator of Forests, Shri Rai, will submit the names of the Divisional Forest

 Officers, to whom the letters have been transferred by the PIO under Section 6(3) and under Section 5(4) and 5(5) to supply the information relating to para No. 3 direct to the appellant.  He has submitted a letter vide which the application has been transferred  under Section 6(3) to the Divisional Forest Officers from time to time from his office i.e. office of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests. Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant assures the commission that the information as stated above, will be supplied to the Commission within a week’s time.

5.

After getting the names of the Divisional Forest Officers and the correspondence made by his office with the Commission, the case will be taken for issuing the show cause notices to the deemed PIOs for not supplying the information and imposing penalty under Section 20(1) and awarding of compensation under Section 9(4) of the RTI Act.

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  27.05.2010 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:20-05-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC:
(i)    Shri M.P.Rai, Additional Principal Chief Conservator 


        of Forests, Punjab, 17 Bays Building, Sector 17, 



       Chandigarh.

(ii) Shri Chaman Lal, Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, # 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana.



      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, SCO No. 131-132, Sector 17C,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 304 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, appellant, in person.



Shri Naresh Batta,SDO, office of CTP, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent pleads that he will produce the copy of notification issued by the Government of Punjab appointing the PIO in the office of Chief Town Planner wing of Local Government Department.

3.

Case is fixed for decision for imposing penalty on the PIO of office of CTP on  21.05.2010 in the office room No. 4, first floor, SCO No. 32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




                 Surinder Singh

Dated:20-05-2010


                       State Information Commissioner
