STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ram Kumar, President,

Village Social Welfare Society,

Karandi, District: Mansa.






Complainant







Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Joint Registrar, 

Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur.




 Respondent

CC - 495/2010

Present:
Shri Ram Kumar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Raj Pal, Deputy Registrar Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur, Shri Balwinder Singh, Assistant Registrar, Sardulgarh and Shri Manjit Kumar, Junior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Raj Pal, Deputy Registrar,  Ferozepur is present in the court today. He states that the Complainant has filed application for seeking certain information with the SPIO of the Department of Cooperation and name of the station has not been mentioned. 2.

A perusal of the case file and the application of the Complainant dated 06.07.2009 reveals that the Complainant has filed his application for seeking information with the SPIO of the Department of Cooperation and has not mentioned complete address of the SPIO. However, the information demanded by him relates to the office of Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies, Ferozepur. 
3.

Shri Raj Pal, Deputy Registrar, states that the Complainant has 
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demanded report of the inquiry conducted by Joint Registrar of Ferozepur Division, Ferozepur and he hands over one copy of the Inquiry Report, running into 9 sheets, duly authenticated, to the Complainant in the court today in my presence. 
4.

Shri Raj Pal, Deputy Registrar pleads that the delay in the supply of information  occurred due to incomplete address of the SPIO on the application submitted by the Complainant and requests that no penalty may be imposed upon the PIO as the information has not been delayed intentionally. 
5.

I am satisfied with the submissions made the Deputy Registrar regarding the delay in the supply of the information.  Therefore, no penalty is imposed upon the PIO and no compensation is awarded to the Complainant. 
6.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.  Prabhjot Kaur,

H.No. 2068, Phase-7,  Mohali.





Complainant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o D.I.G. Police,

C.M. Security, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, floor:2, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC - 287/2010

Present:
Smt. Prabhjot Kaur, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Mangal Singh, S.P., on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The case was disposed of on  06.04.2010, when the Respondent placed on record a copy of the Notification No. 2/27/05-1AR/191, dated 23.02.2006 issued by Government of Punjab, Department of Information Technology notifying that the Right to Information Act, 2005 shall not apply to the  Security Wing and  informed the Commission that a copy of the Notification has been sent to the Complainant through Courier on 10.03.2010.  
2.

After the hearing was over, the Complainant appeared before the Commission and made a written submission. She was directed to send one copy of the written submission to the PIO of the office of D.I.G., C.M. Security, 2nd floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh and directions were issued to the 
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Respondent to appear on 22.04.2010 alongwith  his response to the written submission of the Complainant.
3.

Heard both the parties.

4.

The Respondent  places on record a copy of the order issued by Sub Divisional Judicial Magistrate Mohali that the concerned clerk from the office of D.I.G., C.M. Security, 2nd floor, Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh, to produce the record which shows presence of the complainant at C.M.  Punjab’s residence on 8.11.2009 and 9.11.2009. 

5.

During arguments Smt.  Prabhjot Kaur states that the Notification dated 23.02.2006 issued by the Punjab  Government  has not been published in the Punjab Government Gazette and thus is not a legal document. 
6. 

Shri Mangal Singh, S.P.,  appearing on behalf of the PIO assures the Commission that a copy of the Notification dated 23.02.2006 published in the Punjab Government  Gazette will be supplied to the Complainant within a day or two. 

7.

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

8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 04. 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. P. P. Malhotra,

26-A, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







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




 Respondent

CC - 1739/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Shri  Kuldeep Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Kuldeep Singh, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the PIO, states that the information from the Adarsh Cooperative House Building Society is still awaited. He further states that Shri Darshan Lal, an official of the said Society has told him that the elections of the Society have been  held on 16.04.2010 and the result is still awaited and as and when the result of the election is declared by the competent authority, the requisite information/documents will be supplied to the office of the PIO for onward transmission to the complainant. The Respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned at least for one month. 
2.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. 
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in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 
3.
              Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
     

4.

After the hearing is over, Shri R. K. Jain, appears before the Commission on behalf of the Complainant. He places on record some documents. He also places on record a letter sent by Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana to the State Information Commission, which has been erroneously sent at the address of the Complainant. This letter has been sent by ordinary post whereas it was supposed to be sent by Speed Post. 

5.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to explain reasons, on the next date of hearing, as to why this letter, meant for State Information Commission, has been sent to the Complainant
 and as to why this has been sent by ordinary post when it was supposed  to be sent by Speed Post. 
6.

Shri R. K. Jain is informed that the case has been fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 








Sd/-

Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tarsem Singh,

S/o Shri Kashmir Singh, 

VPO: Shambu Kalan, 

Tehsil: Tajpura, 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 states that a complaint dated 11.06.2009 from the residents of Village Shambu Kalan, Tehsil: Rajpura, District: Patiala  addressed to Director, Rural Development and Panchayat, Punjab, was handed over to Shri Daljit Singh Virk, DDPO, Patiala during Darbar held by Shri Prem Singh Chandumajra, Ex-M.P. which was received in the office of D.D.P.O. Patiala against Diary No. 526 dated 23.06.2009. 
2.

The Complainant further states that he  filed an application with District Development and Panchayat Officer, Patiala on 18.01.2010 and demanded Action Taken Report on the complaint dated 11.06.2009  filed by the residents of Village: Shambu Kalan, which was handed over to DDPO, Patiala.
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 He submits that since no information has been supplied to him, necessary action may be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO and he may be given compensation. 
3.

None is present on behalf of the Respondent for two consecutive hearings. Therefore, Shri Daljit Singh Virk, DDPO, Patiala is directed to make a written submission on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying requisite information to the Complainant so far and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 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 all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Daljit Singh Virk, District Development & Panchayat  

                      Officer, Patiala.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harbans Singh,

VPO: Khilchian, Tehsil: Baba Bakala,

District: Amritsar.







Complainant







Vs

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

Amritsar.








 Respondent

CC - 967/2010

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

The case was last heard on 08.04.2010, when the Respondent handed over some information to the Complainant and assured the Commission that the remaining information would be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 
2.

None is present today and nothing has been heard from the Complainant regarding non-supply of remaining information, which shows that the remaining information has been supplied to the Complainant and he is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 22. 04. 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 – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC – 306 & 176/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant as well as the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

A fax message has been received from the Appellant in which he has submitted as under:-
(1)
That the Complainant wishes to inform the Commission that no further information has been received in this case. The Status is the same as it was at the conclusion of the last hearing. 

(2)
That the Commission may kindly order the provision of complete and correct information. 

(3)
That penal and punitive action may kindly be taken against the PIOs and deemed PIOs responsible for the delay in providing information.

2.

The PIO is directed to supply complete and correct information to 
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the Appellant before the next date of hearing. So far as the delay in the supply of the information is concerned, a show-cause notice has already been issued to the PIO for imposing penalty and awarding compensation to the Appellant. The matter regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO  and awarding of compensation to the Appellant  will be considered on the next date of hearing. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 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: 22. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mohinder Singh s/o Sh.Joginder Singh,

VPO: Mithewal, Distt. Sangrur.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Malaerkotla-II, distt. Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC No. 965 /2010

Present:
Shri Mohinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagmail Singh , CDPO and Shri Balbir Singh, SEPO, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 08.04.2010 when the respondent informed that the information has been supplied to the complainant through UPC. During hearing on 08.04.2010, the complainant was contacted on phone who replied that he has not received the information as yet.  Now he has given his written submission which is received in the commission office on 16.04.2010 against diary No. 6964, in which he has stated that he has not received the information relating to his application dated 29.12.2009 filed by him with the PIO of Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-II. In his written submission he has stated that he has sent four applications viz (i) to the Chief Minister, Punjab, (ii) Deputy Commissioner, Sangrur, (iii) District Removal of Grievances Officer, Sangrur and (iv) Sub Divisional Magistrate, Malerkotla, which have been marked to the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-II.  He further states that all the four applications have since been received in the office of BDPO, Malerkotla-II, but no action has been taken on them and all are 
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lying pending with the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-II.

2.

The representative on behalf of respondent, who is present in the court today, could not reply the specific queries raised by the Commission. In view of the proceedings, I issue a show cause notice to Shri  Gurinder Singh Tung, Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-II to be present in the court on the next date of hearing along with the written submission.

3.             I, therefore, call upon Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, the Respondent-PIO  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his written submission showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.
The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and the Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-II.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner




CC:
Shri Gurinder Singh Tung, Block Development and Panchayat 


Officer, Malerkotla-II, Distt. Sangrur, through Registered post. 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Kamaljeet Kaur w/o sh.Mohinder singh,

VPO: Mithewal, Distt. Sangrur.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

(CDPO), Malerkotla-II, Distt. Sangrur.




 Respondent

CC No. 945 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagmail Singh, CDPO and Shri Ajeet Goyal, Senior 



Assistant on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing on 08.04.2010, one chance was given to the complainant to present her case in the court personally.

2.

However, a  copy of written submission/ observations made by the complainant is received in the commission office on 16.04.2010 against diary No. 6963, in which she has stated about  the different applications filed by her with the Child Development and Project Officer, Malerkotla-II along with the information received by her.  On the perusal of the case file and the submission made by the respondent, it reveals that the information relating to her application dated 08.01.2010 has since been supplied.  The respondent states that she has filed same application for which reply has already been supplied to her.  The respondent further states that the photocopy of the file relating to the selection of Anganwari Workers has been supplied to the complainant and pleads that the case may be closed.
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3.

The complainant is not attending the court for the second time and on the perusal of the information supplied and statements made by the respondent, I am of the view that the case is fit to be closed.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hirtender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 305 /2010

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



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

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant.  However, a fax message is received from the appellant in which he has stated that he has not received any information as yet and pleads that the same be got provided to him.

2.

Shri Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing on behalf of respondent states that the information, running into 18 sheets including covering letter, is ready with him to be supplied to the appellant in the court.  However, the appellant is not present in the court today.  It is directed that the information, duly authenticated by the competent authority, be sent to the appellant through registered post at the address given in his application. He places one copy of the information with the commission which is taken on record file.

2.

The case is fixed for taking final decision on 20.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-04-2010


         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- 141001.




      Appellant




  


Vs

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

and Wild Life, 17 Bays Building,

Sector-17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC No. 101 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Surjit Singh Sahota, Deputy Divisional Forest Officer, 


Jalandhar at Phillaur and Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, 


office of PCCF, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant. However, a fax message is received from the appellant, in which he has stated that he has not received any information as yet and pleads that the correct and complete information be got supplied to him.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Surjit Singh Sahota, Deputy Divisional Forest Officer, Jalandhar at Phillaur places on record a corrected copy of the information in the court and, as the appellant is not present in the court, he is directed to send the requisite information at the address given in his application. 

3.

Similarly, Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, o/o PCCF places on record a written submission of Shri M.D.Rai, Additional PCCF along with the enclosures and he is directed to send one copy to the appellant at the address 
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given in the application.

4.

The case is fixed, for deciding the matter as per the show cause notice dated 13.04.2010,  on 20.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:22-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



