STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta,

S/o Late Shri Krishan Lal Gupta,

22, South Model Gram, Ludhiana-141002.



Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2562/2008

RESERVED ON 23.12.2008

AND PRONOUNCED IN THE OPEN COURT ON 05. 02. 2009

ORDER

1.

The Complainant, in this case, had sought information from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana vide his application dated 2.7.2008. The APIO, Zone-D, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana informed the Complainant vide Memo. No. 361/RTI/SZD, dated 14.7.2008 that after considering his application dated 2.7.2008 vis-à-vis  the reports and record of the office, the information asked for, being third party, cannot be supplied to him. The Complainant, in turn, replied vide his letter dated 01.08.2008 asking reasons for considering the information, asked for by him, as  third party  and asked the  Rule of the RTI Act, 2005 under which  the information is denied  to the Third Party and demanded a copy of the RTI Act, 2005 vis-à-vis the complete information as demanded by him. He again wrote a letter dated 8.9.2008  to Shri G. S. Ghuman, Commissioner Municipal Corporation Ludhiana reiterating  his earlier demand for information. 
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2.

On getting no information, he filed a complaint with the State Information Commission vide his application dated 4.11.2008, which was received in the Commission office against Diary No. 15110, dated 6.11.2008. Accordingly, Hearing Notice was issued and the case was fixed for hearing on 23.12.2008.  On 23.12.2008 after hearing both the parties, the judgement was reserved. 

3.

During arguments held on 23.12.2008,  Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO,  on behalf of the Respondent-PIO,  could not satisfy  the Complainant who reiterated that the information, asked for by him, is not third party  as it is available with the Public Authority in the Assessment Register of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. The Respondent produced a photo copy of Form T.S.1 of Assessment Register for the year 1996-1997 of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana under Rule VII-2 relating to assessment of property bearing No. B- XVIII-3669 South Model Gram, Ludhiana. 

4.

After hearing the pleas put forth by both the parties during  arguments,  I have come to the conclusion that the information asked for by the Complainant is not a third Party and  accordingly direct the PIO to supply the information, asked for by the Complainant, within a period of 15 days,  which is readily available with the PIO.

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

   






    Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh.
                                       Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Tarlochan Singh,

# 130, Farid Nagar, Rahon Road,

Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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

Mini Secretariat, Sector: 9, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No.2417/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Smt. Kamla Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that interim information has been sent to him, vide Memo No. ;2-v;;-w;;-09/3733, dated 4.2.2009 with a copy  to the Commission through registered post.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more chance is given to him.

3.

It is also directed that the information be supplied to the Complainant after receipt of the report from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana and the Chief Vigilance Officer, O/o Principal Secretary Local Government.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10-03-2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

      Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

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,

District: Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC No.2842/2008

Present:
Shri Balkar Singh Sidhu, Complainant, in person and



Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Tarlochan Singh,Junior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that Shri Teja Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Sidhwan Bet is to supply information asked by the Complainant. He further states that he has been informed by the BDPO, Sidhwan Bet, vide letter No.2447, dated 30.12.2008 and by the PIO, O/o Director Panchayat, Chandigarh to supply the information, vide letter No.DPG-4/08/52722, dated 17.12.2008. The Respondent further states that in spite of letters written as well as verbal orders sent to Shri Teja Singh,PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary from time to time,  he has not supplied the information to
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the Complainant, in the instant case.

2.

Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Teja Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary will appear on the next date of hearing along with affidavit why penalty be not imposed opon him for not supplying the information and compensation be not given to the Complainant for the detriment suffered by him.

4.

I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO Shri Teja Singh, Gram Sewak-cum-Panchayat Secretary, Sidhwan Bet to show cause why the penalty  be not imposed on him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay/denial of 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, 2005 for detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in supply of information. The Respondent is directed to file an affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned by 10.3.2009, with a copy to the opposite party. He is also directed to give names of the Predecessor-PIOs since the date of the application of the Complainant, i.e. 16.10.2008 to ascertain whether the delay in supply of information has been caused by the Predecessor-PIOs. He is also directed to supply the names of deemed PIO(s)/APIO(s) from 16.10. 2008 till date.

5.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on 10.03.2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Shri Teja
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Singh, PIO-cum-Panchayat Secretary, O/o BDPO Sidhwan Bet and the Director Rural Development & Panchayat, SCO No.112-113, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sat Pal,S/o Shri Sibu Ram,

VPO: Barsian, Tehsil &

District: Nawanshahar.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

SCO No.112-113, Sector: 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.2801/2008

Present:
Shri Sat Pal, Complainant, in person.
Smt. Shamshera Devi, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Complainant states that he wants information about the work done by the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat Barsian, which  is below specification.

3.

 The Complainant has not filed complaint with the Commission within the stipulated period of 90 (Ninety) days, but in view of the explanation put forth by the Complainant, I am satisfied and condone the period of 4 months and 22 days and the case is admitted.

4.

It is directed that the BDPO Nawanshahar will supply the information to the Complainant within a period of 15 days if available with him, otherwise, the Panchayat Secretary of the Village Barsian will file an affidavit that
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no such information is available with him.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10-03-2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Nawanshahar to supply information before the next date of hearing.

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri P.J.S.Mehta,

National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd),

SCF: 29-30, Sector: 22-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o General Manager Coordination,

Punjab Urban Planning & Development Authority (PUDA),

S.A.S.Nagar (Mohali).






 Respondent

CC No.2494/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri H.S.Sodhi,SE-cum-PIO GMADA , Shri Vimal Kapoor,ADO-cum-APIO and Shri Chet Ram,ADO-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, i.e. 6.1.2009, Shri H.S.Sodhi, SE-cum-PIO appeared in person and states that information as per the demand of the Complainant, has been supplied to Shri P.J.S.Mehta, Lt.Col.(Retd), vide Memo No.CTP/GMADA/09/153-54, dated 28.1.2009.

2.

The Complainant is not present. He might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.
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3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









    Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 05.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurdeep Singh Dhingi,

# 3A/214, Dharampura Mohalla,

Near Sugar Mill, Dhuri, Distt. Sangrur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Sangrur.





 Respondent

CC No.2838/2008

Present:
Shri Gurdeep Singh Dhingi, Complainant, in person.
Shri Devinder Kumar, Panchayat Secretary,Vill. Himtana, Block Malerkotla-1, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that some information has been supplied and he further states that the Complainant has been asked to deposit the charges for information to be supplied. The Complainant states that the information has been delayed and not supplied within the stipulated period of 30 days. The information should be supplied to the Complainant free of cost. 

3. 

Accordingly, it is directed that the Respondent will supply information free of cost and duly authenticated by the competent authority.
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4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 10-03-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 05.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Charanjit Bhullar,

C/o Tribune Office, goniana Road,

Bathinda.








Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No.131-32, Jeevan Building,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No.2830/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Balbir Singh, Supdt-cum-APIO and Shri Mohinder Singh, Registration Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Superintendent-cum-APIO states that the Complaint of the Complainant is received in the office on 4.9.2008. He further states that the information relating to Para No.1, has been supplied to the Complainant, vide Memo No.5/29/2008-wud/j;/5846, dated 15.12.2008, and the information relating to Sr.Nos. 2 to 6 is available with the State Election Commission, Sector: 34, Chandigarh and the information at Sr.No.6 is being collected, and will be supplied later on. He further states that the information relating to Para Nos. 2 to 6 cannot be prepared as it is frivolous and it will divert the resources of the Department including manpower. 
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The other information can be collected by the Complainant by filing a new application with the PIOs of the Municipal Corporations/Nagar Councils and Municipal Committees in the State as the information may be available with that Public Authority. In this regard, the APIO has informed the Complainant vide letter No.5/29/2008-wud/j;  /629, dated 2.2.2009.

2.

Since the Complainant is not present, one more chance is given to him to attend the proceedings.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 02-04-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 05.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

# 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,  Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No.1-2-3, Sector: 17-A, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No.1399/2008

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, Complainant, in person.
Shri Bhola Ram Goyal, Regional Deputy Director (Audit),Ludhiana-cum-APIO,and Shri Vijay Sharma, Dealing Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 15.1.2009, when it was directed that the Respondent will supply the photocopies of the full case file of Shri Manjit Singh relating to the grant of scale of Rs.2200-4000(UGC). It was also directed that the Complainant will submit facts/documents to prove his version that the PIO has supplied mis-leading information to him.

2.

Accordingly, the Respondent hands over photo copies of  the full case file of Shri Manjit Singh relating to the grant of scale of Rs.2200-4000 (UGC)  to the Complainant in the Court today in my presence. The Complainant 
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submits facts/documents to prove that PIO has supplied mis-leading/false information to him, a copy of which is handed over to the Respondent. 

3.

The Complainant states that he wants to study the information supplied to him today.  The Respondent also states that he wants to study the written submission made by the Complainant and requests that the case may be adjourned at least  for a period of one month.

4.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 10-03-2009.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-

Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 05.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Pal Singh Randhawa,

S/o Shri Manmohan Singh,

VPO: Pandori Ran Singh,

Tehsil & District: Taran Tarn.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o District Development &

Panchayat Officer, Taran Tarn.





 Respondent

CC No.2817/2008
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Sarabjit Singh, DDPO-cum-PIO, Tarn Taran, now Secretary Zila Parishad, Faridkot and Shri Jagir Singh,Panchayat Secretary,Village Pandori Ran Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Sarabjit Singh,DDPO-cum-PIO, Taran Taran, now Secretary Zila Parishad, Faridkot, states that application of the Complainant, dated 8.9.2008, has not been received in the office,  however, he was contacted after getting notice from the Commission. He further states that the information, running into 42 (Forty-two) sheets has been supplied to him on 3.2.2009. The Complainant is satisfied with the information supplied to him and receipt in token of information received, is placed on record of the case file.

2.

The Respondent states that since the information stands supplied, the case may be closed.
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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: 05.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal,Advocate,

# 2123, Sector: 27-C, Chandigarh.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director General of Police (Prisons),

Punjab, SCO No.8-9, Sector: 17-A,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

MR No.03 /2009 &

                   CC No.22/2009
Present:
Shri C.L.Goyal,Advocate, Complainant, in person.
Shri Amrit Pal Singh,Supdt(Estt.-1)-cum-APIO, Shri Jasbir Singh, Senior Assistant and Shri Raj Kumar, Probation Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing, i.e. 27.1.2009, the cases CC-22/2009 and MR-03/2009 are clubbed and fixed for hearing today, i.e. 5.2.2009.

2.

During arguments, the Commission has noticed that some files are available with the Respondent. The Complainant makes option to inspect the file in the Court. Both parties were directed to sit in the Library and to inspect the record available with the Respondent. 

3.

After inspection is over, arguments were again started. During arguments, the Respondent states that some more information, duly
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authenticated, has been supplied to the Complainant, in addition, to the information supplied on 15.12.2008, 7.1.2009 and 23.1.2009 duly authenticated.

4.

The Respondent states that the information supplied earlier, is being attested today.

5.

The Complainant is free to use these documents/information, made available to him by the Department, any where in India, for getting his service matter re-addressed.

6.

Since the information stands provided, both cases are disposed of.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh                              
                   Surinder Singh

Dated: 05.02.2009

                          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Ranjit Kaur,

Wife of Shri Sukhdev Singh,

# 328, Phase: 3B-1, Sector: 60, 

S. A. S. Nagar, Mohali-160059.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, PUDA Building,

Sector: 68, SAS Nagar, Mohali.





 Respondent

CC No. 2607/2008

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

Shri  Gurbaksh Singh, Estate Officer-cum-APIO and Shri Sukhdev Singh, Senior Assistant, office of GMADA , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The APIO states that the information as per the demand of the Complainant has been supplied to her. Each and every demand of the Complainant has been discussed in detail in the court today. I am convinced that the information has been supplied to the Complainant. The APIO pleads that since the information has been supplied, the case may be closed. 

3.

During course of hearing, the Complainant makes certain additional demand for information, which had not been asked for by her earlier in original application. Regarding this demand,  she is advised to file a separate application with the concerned Public Authority. 

4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Er.S.S.Jakhu, Chief Engineer(Retd),

# 315, Sector: 2, Panchkula.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Financial Commissioner Forest &

Wild Life Preservation, Punjab,

7th Floor, Mini Secretariat, Sector-9,Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No.2198/2008
Present:
 Er. S.S.Jakhu, Complainant, in person.
Shri Amit Mishra, I. F. S.,  Divisional Forest Officer Ropar and Shri Gurbaksh Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Financial Commissioner Forest,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 22.01.2009, when it was directed that Shri Amit Mishra, DFO-cum-PIO, Ropar will file an affidavit to the effect that no Khasra Numbers have been allotted to Villages Nada and Karoran on the basis of the report of the Halqa Patwari and Kanungo relating to Notification dated 3.2.2009 under Section 4 of the PLPA-1900.

2.

Accordingly, Shri Amit Mishra, IFS, DFO-cum-PIO, Ropar makes a written submission,  which is handed over to the Complainant and one copy is placed on record.  The DFO-cum-PIO states that the affidavit will be submitted after taking legal advice from the L.R./Advocate General. He requests that the case may be adjourned for at least one month. 

3.

Accordingly, the case is fixed for submission of affidavit by DFO-cum-PIO on 05.03.2009.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





          Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

S/o Shri Sohan Lal,

# 2423, Sector: 70, Mohali.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Finance,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

CC No. 2298/2008

Present:
Shri Pawan Kumar Singla, Complainant, in person and Shri Amarjit Singh Lauhka, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant.

Smt. Kamlesh Arora, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Harnek Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 06.01.2009,  when it was directed that the PIO will appear in person and will submit full justification   for not supplying information relating to Points 5, 6, 7 and 8 before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Complainant. It was also directed that if the information is not available on record, then an affidavit in this regard will be submitted by the PIO. 

2.

Despite the above-said directions, the PIO  is neither  present nor  written submission has been made by him. Taking a serious view  of this lapse,  Shri Gurmel Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing , alongwith his written submission.
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3.

The APIO makes a written submission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Complainant. In the written submission APIO has taken a plea that State Information Commission Punjab in AC-310/2007(Shri H. C. Arora Vs. PIO of the office of Joint Director, Punjab Vigilance Bureau,

 Sector: 17, Chandigarh) vide orders dated 2.11.2007 have held that where the matter is sub-judice before the court, information cannot be supplied to applicant. It is made clear that the case mentioned by the Respondent is a different case where Vigilance Inquiry is going on and the matter has not been fully investigated yet whereas in the instant case, a Civil Writ Petition has been admitted in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court and the Complainant requires some documents, which are available on record. Hence it is directed that the information available with the PIO be supplied to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. 

4.

It is directed that the Complainant will go through the information supplied to him today and will submit his observations/comments, if any, to the PIO with a copy to the Commission within 15 days. 

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10-03-2009.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner

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.



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

Shri Sham Lal Saini states that he sent an application to the PIO of the office of Principal Secretary Local Government on 22.8.2008 by registered post and asked information on four points on the service matter of Shri Kashmira Sihgh, XEN(Retd.). On getting no information within stipulated period, he filed a complainant with the Commission on 9.10.2008. 

2.

The Respondent hands over Memo. No. 13/8/09-2 LG1/331 dated 5.2.2009, containing information,  to the Complainant in the court today and one copy is submitted to the Commission, which is taken on record. The Complainant states that he is not satisfied with the information supplied to him today. He pleads  that  since the information has been delayed for more than four months , necessary action may be taken against the PIO as per RTI Act, 2005 and he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him.
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3.

The Complainant is directed to submit his observations/comments on the information supplied to him today to the PIO with a copy to the Commission.

4.

The Respondent states that the application dated 22.8.2008,  filed by the Complainant,  has not been received in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government. Shri Sham Lal Saini states that he will prove, on the next date of hearing,  that the letter has been sent by registered post and has been received in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government. 

5.

I call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri M. P. Arora, PCS, Additional Secretary Local Government, Punjab) to  appear in person on the next date of hearing   to show cause why penalty 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 why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information. The Respondent-PIO  is directed to  file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

6.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on 10-3- 2009.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





         Sd/-



Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated:  05. 02. 2009

                 State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
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Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o  Punjab State Information Commission,

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



 Respondent

CC No. 2856/2008

Present:
None is present on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri  M. R.  Minhas, PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate , Complainant, vide his letter dated 20.1.2009 has requested the Commission that the PIO of the office of Administrative Reforms Branch, Department of Information Technology, Punjab, Chandigarh be impleaded as Respondent  in the instant case and notice of hearing be sent to him as the PIO of the office of Punjab State Information Commission, Punjab, has transferred a part of information,  asked by him in Para 5(c)(ii) of his application,  to the Superintendent, Administrative Branch, Department of Information Technology, Punjab,  under Section 6(3) of the RTI 
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Act, 2005 for supply of information as it relates to that Department.  The Complainant vide his letter dated 2.2.2009 has requested the Commission  for the adjournment  of the case .

2.

Accordingly, it is directed that notice for hearing be sent to the PIO of the office of Secretary, Administrative Reforms and  Information Technology, Punjab,  to appear in person on the next date of hearing . Copies of the complaint alongwith letters of the complainant dated 20.1.2009 and 2.2.2009 be sent to him. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 25.02.2009 in the Chamber (SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh).
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the PIO of the office of Secretary, Administrative Reforms and Information Technology, Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

            
    Sd/-


Place:  Chandigarh.
                                         Surinder Singh

Dated: 05. 02. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner

CC:
Secretary, Administrative Reforms and Information Technology, Punjab Udyog Bhawan, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
