         STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,
Advocate, H. No. 2123,

Sector 27 – C, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant

 Vs

(i)  Public Information Officer,

O/o The Principal Secy. to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Br.),

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

(ii)  Public Information Officer,

O/o The Director General of Police (Prisons),

Inspector General of Prisons, Pb.,
SCO No. 8 – 9, Sector 17 – A, Chandigarh.


…… Respondents

CC – 2779 of 2009

      

         ORDER

1.

On 16.03.2010, Order regarding provision of information, imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered, was reserved.

2.

The case relates to seeking copies of documents.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 17.08.2009.  The respondent provided response vide letter No.10480 dated 17.09.2009 and on not being satisfied with the response, the Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.09.2009.

3. 

The case came up on eleven occasions to finally discern the exact status of the information demanded by the Complainant.  Apart from various submissions the Respondent PIOs submitted affidavits explaining their stance and the reasons for the delay in providing requisite information. The Complainant, in response, has submitted his response to various submissions and affidavits submitted by both the PIOs.  In fact through his letter dated 21.12.2009, the Complainant had demanded additional information.   
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4. 

I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  It took considerable amount of effort and eleven hearings to discern the exact confirmed status of information sought by the Complainant.  The case had to be referred to Sh.A.R.Talwar, IAS, Principal Secretary, Deptt. of Home Affairs and Justice for expeditious action.  It has been submitted by the respondent PIOs that:-

(a) ACR of 1992-93 was not held on record. 

(b) Sh.Sanjeev Sharma was the messenger.  His present address is not known. 

(c)  Letter No. 14293/1J/234 dated 20.7.1994 cannot be traced.  The register which contained details of such letters has been destroyed.  

5.

Therefore, it emerges that information as it existed on record, stands supplied.  There are deficiencies since a part of information is not held on record. 

6. 

The response of the respondents has been extremely slow but the delay in supplying information is not deliberate.  The PIOs have acted in a reasonable manner.  I am therefore, of the opinion that this is not a fit case for imposing any penalty on Respondent PIOs.  However, for the detriment suffered by the complainant in obtaining information, ends of justice will be met if an amount of Rs.3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand only) is awarded as compensation to the complainant.  Both the respondent departments will share this amount.  Thus each department will pay Rs.1500/- as compensation by 28.04.2010 to the Complainant and confirm. 

7.

To come up for confirmation of compliance of order on 29.04.2010 at 2.00 PM. 

8.

 Copies be sent to both the parties. 
Chandigarh





      ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.4.2010




     Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.





       …… Complainant





          

 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Organic Farming Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





         …… Respondent

                      CC – 1832 of 2009

      

ORDER
1.        
On 09.03.2010, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered was reserved. 

2.        
The case relates to seeking information pertaining to formation and functioning of the respondent.  Initial request containing 28 items was sent on 27.05.2009 and on not being satisfied with the response sent on 29.6.2009 the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 on 08.07.2009.

3. 

Information and response to various observations submitted 
by the Complainant was provided in parts vide letters No. OFCP/RTI-11/2009/3090-A dated 20.08.2009, No. OFCP/11/RTI/2009/3136 dated 29.10.2009, No. OFCP/11/RTI/2009/3148 dated 05.12.2009, No. OFCP/11/RTI/2009/3150 dated 07.12.2009,No.OFCP/11/RTI/2009/3151 dated 10.12.2009, No. OFCP/11/RTI/2009/3166 dated 23.12.2009, No. OFCP/11/RTI/2010/3177 dated 11.01.2010, No. OFCP/11/RTI/2010/3199 dated 04.02.2010, No. OFCP/(11)/RTI/2010/3215 dated 19.02.2010 and No. OFCP/(11)/RTI/2010/3228  dated 26.02.2010.
4.      

Since complete information was provided after about nine months, the respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit by 13.03.2010 explaining and justifying as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given for the detriment being suffered by the Complainant.  A copy was to be endorsed to the Complainant who was free to send his observations on the affidavit.
Contd page..2..
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5.      

The Respondent PIO Sh. G. S. Nain submitted an affidavit (undated and un-attested) vide letter No. OFCP/RTI/2010/3232 dated 10.03.2010.  He has not submitted any specific reasons for the delay in providing information.  In fact, he has not even justified that he has acted in a diligent and reasonable manner. The Complainant submitted his observations vide his letter dated 4.4.2010.  He has highlighted that as per him no part of information sought could be denied under any provisions of Sec 8. He has further averred that the respondent has provided incorrect and misleading information from time to time. 

6.       

I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  I am of the view that there has been delay in providing information which is predominately due to non-implementation of the provisions of the RTI Act by the Respondent.  The Respondent initially denied a part of information on the grounds of exemption under Section 8(1) (d) and 8(1) (j).  Also, it was being denied/ delayed on the grounds of being voluminous.  Thereafter, there was delay in providing information since the documents were not available due to statutory audit.  On occasions, information provided was reviewed to provide correct and authenticated information after it was pointed out to him to verify/ review.  The delay is also because of the mis-interpretation of various provisions of the RTI Act. Thus, the case was referred to Sh N S Kang, IAS Financial Commissioner (Development) and Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Agriculture for taking necessary cognizance. I, thus, hold the PIO responsible for this delay.
7.      

Accordingly, ends of justice will be met if a penalty of Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten Thousands only) is imposed on Sh. G. S. Nain, PIO of the Respondent.  This amount will be deposited by 10.05.2010.

8.     

As regards compensation ends of justice will be met, if the Complainant is compensated for the detriment he has suffered in obtaining this information.  Accordingly, a sum of Rs.2500/- (Rupees Two thousand and five hundreds only) is awarded to the Complainant as compensation which will be paid to him by the respondent by 1.5.2010.
9.         
To come up for confirmation of compliance of orders on 11.5.2010 at 
2 PM.
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10.    
Copies be sent to both the parties. This case be placed before Sh N S Kang, IAS, Financial Commissioner (Development) and Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,      Department of Agriculture for taking necessary cognizance
Chandigarh





      
     ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.4.2010




               Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            

State Information Commissioner 
CC:  Sh. N.S.Kang, IAS, Financial Commissioner ( Dev.) and Agriculture, Pb. Civil      Sectt., Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India, 903,

Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana – 141 001.





       …… Complainant





          

 Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Viticulture Council of Punjab,

SCO No. 358 -359, Sector 34 – A,

Chandigarh – 160 034.





         …… Respondent

                      CC – 1833 of 2009

      

ORDER
1.         
On 09.03.2010, Order regarding imposition of penalty for the delay in providing information and award of compensation to the Complainant for the detriment suffered was reserved. 

2.         
The case relates to seeking information pertaining to formation and functioning of the respondent.  Initial request containing 28 items was sent on 27.05.2009 and on not being satisfied with the response sent on 29.6.2009 the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005 on 08.07.2009.

3.  

Information and response to various observations submitted 
by the Complainant was provided in parts vide letters No. Viti/RTI(12)/2009/310 dated 17.08.2009, No. VCP/RTI-12/2009/331 dated 29.10.2009, No.VCP/RTI-11/2009/3149 dated 05.12.2009, No. VCP/RTI-11/2009/334 dated 07.12.2009, No. VCP/RTI-12/2010/344 dated 11.01.2010, No. VCP/RTI-12/2010/363 dated 04.02.2010, No. VCP/RTI-11/2010/364 dated 19.02.2010 and No. VCP/RTI-12/2010/365 dated 26.02.2010.
4.      

Since complete information was provided after about nine months, the respondent PIO was directed to submit an affidavit by 13.03.2010 explaining and justifying as to why penalty not be imposed on him and why compensation not be given for the detriment being suffered by the Complainant.  A copy was to be endorsed to the Complainant who was free to send his observations on the affidavit.
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5.     

The Respondent PIO Sh. G. S. Nain submitted an affidavit (undated and unattested) vide letter No. VCP/RTI/2010/368 dated 10.03.2010.  He has not submitted any specific reasons for the delay in providing information.  In fact, he has not even justified that he has acted in a diligent and reasonable manner. The Complainant submitted his observations vide his letter dated 4.4.2010.  He has highlighted that as per him no part of information sought was exempt under any provisions of Sec 8. He has further averred that the respondent has provided incorrect and misleading information from time to time. 

6.        
I have carefully perused all documents placed on record.  I am of the view that there has been delay in providing information which is predominately due to non-implementation of the provisions of the RTI Act by the Respondent.  The Respondent initially denied a part of information on the grounds of exemption under Section 8(1) (d) and 8(1) (j).  Also, it was being denied/ delayed on the grounds of being voluminous.  Thereafter, there was delay in providing information since the documents were not available due to statutory audit.  On occasions, information provided was reviewed to provide correct and authenticated information after it was pointed out to him to verify/ review.  The delay is also because of the mis-interpretation of various provisions of the RTI Act. Thus, the case was referred to Sh N S Kang, IAS Financial Commissioner (Development) and Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Agriculture for taking necessary cognizance. I, thus, hold the PIO responsible for this delay.
7.    

Accordingly ends of justice will be met if a penalty of Rs. 5,000/- (Rupees Five Thousands only) is imposed on Sh. G. S. Nain, PIO of the Respondent.  This amount will be deposited by 10.05.2010.

8.    

As regards compensation ends of justice will be met, if the Complainant is compensated for the detriment he has suffered in obtaining this information.  Accordingly, a sum of Rs.2500/- (Rupees Two thousand and five hundreds only) is awarded to the Complainant as compensation which will be paid to him by the respondent by 1.5.2010.
                                                                                                                                   …..3
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9.       

To come up for confirmation of compliance of orders on 11.5.2010 at 2 PM.

10.      
Copies be sent to both the parties and to Sh N S Kang, IAS Financial Commissioner (Development) and Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab, Department of Agriculture for taking necessary cognizance.
Chandigarh





      
( P.K.Grover )

Dated:  20.4.2010




          Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






            

State Information Commissioner 
CC:  Sh. N.S.Kang, IAS, Financial Commissioner ( Dev.) and Agriculture, Pb. Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


    Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raj Kumar Gautam,

S/o Sh. Ajudhia Parshad,

R/o 1174/1, Mohalla Soodan,

Ludhiana (Pb.).





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The District Welfare Officer,

Barnala.






…..…… Respondent
                                  
       CC – 1117 of 2010


                         
     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar Gautam, Complainant in person.



Sh. Pritam Singh, DWO, Barnala.

1. 

The case relates to Shagun Scheme.  Initial request was sent on 25.01.2010 and on not getting a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 9.3.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent hands over a copy of letter No. 85 dated 8.2.2010 to the Complainant in my presence vide which the requisite information had been sent to him.  Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
      SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


    Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Raj Kumar Gautam,

S/o Sh. Ajudhia Parshad,

R/o 1174/1, Mohalla Soodan,

Ludhiana (Pb.).





…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The District Welfare Officer,

Tarn Taran.






…..…… Respondent
                                  
       CC – 1119 of 2010


                         
     ORDER

Present:
Sh. Raj Kumar Gautam, Complainant in person.



Sh. Gurcharan Singh, Inspector, O/o DWO, Tarn Taran.

1. 

The case relates to Shagun Scheme.  Initial request was sent on 25.01.2010 and on not getting a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 9.3.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the requisite information is handed over to the Complainant.  Since the information stands supplied, the case is disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Yash Pal,

S/o Sh. Brahma Nand,

Vill & P.O; Manakpur,

Tehsil. Nangal,

Distt. Ropar ( Pb )-140125. 




…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Anandpur Sahib, Distt. Ropar. 




…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 870 of 2010






ORDER

Present:   
Sh.Yash Pal, Complainant in person. 

Sh. Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, Anandpur Sahib and Sh. Gurminder Singh, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Anandpur Sahib.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 8.4.2010, the Respondent PIO had been directed to send one more copy of the letter No. 318 dated 23.02.2010 with a copy of enclosures.  The BDPO, Anandpur Sahib was to be personally present along with a copy of the said letter.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent PIO states that one more copy of the requisite information has been sent to the Complainant.  The Complainant confirms having received the same.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Tarsem Chand, 

S/o Sh. Raghunath,

Vill & P.O: Kot Dharmu,

Tehsil & Distt. Mansa (Pb.). 



…..…… Complainant 





          Vs

Public Information Officer,  

O/o The Child Development & Project Officer,   

Chhunir, Mansa. 





…..…… Respondent


    
  CC – 877 of 2010






ORDER

Present:   
Sh.Tarsem Chand Complainant in person. 

None on behalf of the Respondent. 

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 8.4.2010, the CDPO, Chhunir had been directed to provide the requisite information.  

2.

Vide his letter No. 58 dated 29.3.2010, the CDPO informs that the requisite information was sent on 19.01.2010 but had been returned to the sender.  He has enclosed a copy of the same.  The Respondent’s letter dated 19.1.2010 is handed over to the Complainant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal,

Advocate, H. No. 2123,

Sector 27 – C, Chandigarh.




…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Principal Secy. to Govt., Punjab,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice (Jails Br.),

Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.




…… Respondent





             CC – 2775 of 2009

      

   ORDER

Present:
Sh. Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant in person.
Sh. Surjit Singh, Superintendent, Jails Br. and Smt. Babaljit Kaur, Senior Assistant, Jails Br., Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice, Pb., Pb. Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 8.4.2010, the Respondent PIO had been directed to submit an affidavit stating and confirming non-availability of the said documents and the action taken to locate the requisite documents.  A copy was to be provided to the Complainant.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits an affidavit dated 20.4.2010 by the APIO.  The Respondent is, once again, directed to submit an affidavit stating and justifying non-availability of the said documents by the PIO Respondent, by 22.4.2010.  The Respondent PIO will also submit a separate affidavit by 22.4.2010 showing cause as to why penalty not be imposed upon him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be awarded to the Complainant for the detriment suffered.  Copies of the affidavits will be sent to the Complainant.

3.

The Respondent PIO is also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.

4.

To come up on 27.04.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. H.C.Arora, Advocate

S/o late Sh. Sunder Dass,

R/o H.No. 2299, Sector – 44 C,

Chandigarh.







…..…… Appellant





          Vs

(i) Public Information Officer, 

O/o The Executive Engineer, (Provincial Div.),

PWD, (B&R), Mansa (Pb.). 

(ii) First Appellate Authority, 

O/o The Chief Engineer,

PWD, (B&R), Mini Sectt., 

Patiala (Pb.). 










…….. Respondents 



 
 AC – 852 of 2009






         ORDER

Present:   
Sh. J.S. Rana on behalf of the appellant. 

Sh. Joginder Singh, XEN (Provincial Div.), PWD, (B&R), Mansa; Sh. Gurbir Singh, Registrar, O/o C.E., PWD (B&R), Patiala and Sh. Amarjit Singh, Sr. Assistant, O/o C.E., PWD (B&R), Patiala.
1.

On the last date of hearing, on 8.4.2010, the Respondent PIO had been directed to provide specific response to Item ‘d’, ‘e’ and ‘f’.  He was also to state that over and above the information/copy provided there is no additional information held on record.

2.

During the proceedings today, the case was discussed item-wise with regard to Item ‘d’, ‘e’ and ‘f’.  The Respondent PIO present is, once again, directed to provide specific information pertaining to Item ‘d’, ‘e’ and ‘f’ by 25.4.2010 to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission.  He will also submit an affidavit explaining reasons for the delay in providing information and why penalty not be imposed on him for the delay in providing information and why compensation not be given to the Appellant for the detriment being suffered.  These affidavits will be submitted by 25.4.2010.

3.

The Respondent PIO is also given an opportunity under Section 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex-parte.
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4.

The case will come up on 27.4.2010 at 2.00 PM.

5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Satish Mishra,

R/o H. No. 3237/1, Sector 45 – D,

Chandigarh.







…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Greater Mohali Area Dev. Authority,

SAS Nagar (Mohali).





…… Respondent





             CC – 1101 of 2010

      

   ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Santosh Kumar Bains, SDO (Bldgs.), O/o Estate Officer, GMADA, Mohali.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding allotment of lottery tin sheds.  Initial request containing three items was filed on 23.11.2009 and on not getting a response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 11.3.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits a copy of letter No. 13605 dated 9.4.2010 through which the information has been sent.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

1. 

Sh. Satish Kumar, Complainant came to the office of the Commission at 3.00 PM and the above order was read out to him.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Gurmit Singh S/o Sh. Gurdial Singh,

R/o Vill: Chabal Khurd,

Tehsil & Distt. Tarn Taran (Pb.).




…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer, 

Tarn Taran (Pb.).






…… Respondent





             CC – 1025 of 2010

      

   ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

 

Sh. Baljit Singh, Panchayat Officer, O/o BDPO, Tarn Taran.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request was filed on 4.6.2009 and on not getting a proper response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 8.3.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the respondent present states that 
Sh. Sanjit Kumar, PIO Respondent expired in August, 2009 and no document was recovered from his residence.  However, record was re-created by getting copies from banks and other departments and the same were provided to the Complainant.  The Complainant has informed him that he is satisfied with the information.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Kanwar Sain Jain,

# 1239, Urban Estate,

Phase – II, Patiala (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Estate Officer,

Pb.Urban Dev. Authority,

Patiala.







…… Respondent





             CC – 1070 of 2010

      

   ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.

 

Sh. Nirmal Singh, JE, O/o Estate Officer, PUDA, Patiala.

1.

The case relates to seeking information regarding land of an individual.  Initial request containing four items was filed on 24.4.2009.  There has been a protracted correspondence between the Complainant and the Respondent.  The Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 18.2.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent submits copies of letters No. 2258 dated 5.4.2010 and No. 175 dated 6.4.2010 through which the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh.Surinder Kumar S/o Sh. Pritam Dass,

Vill: Kalyanpur, P.O. Kiratpur Sahib,

Distt. Roopnagar (Pb.).





…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Block Dev. & Panchayat Officer,

Anandpur Sahib (Pb.).





…… Respondent





             CC – 1028 of 2010

      

   ORDER

Present:
Sh. Surinder Kumar, Complainant in person.
Sh. Gurnetar Singh, BDPO, Anandpur Sahib; Sh. Swaran Singh, Panchayat Secretary O/o BDPO, Anandpur Sahib and Sh. Surinder Singh, Sarpanch, Vill: Kalyanpur, Block: Anandpur Sahib.

1.

The case relates to a revenue matter.  Initial request was filed on 23.11.2009 and on not getting any response, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 8.3.2010.

2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent makes a written submission confirming non-availability of information on record.  A copy of the same is handed over to the Complainant.  The case is, therefore, disposed of and closed.

3.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Moninder Singh Walia,

# 40, Phase – 1, Shivalik Enclave,

Kharar, P.O. Landran,

Distt. Mohali – 140307.





…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Department of Local Govt., Pb.

(LG – IV Br.), Pb. Mini Sectt.,
Sector – 9, Chandigarh.





…… Respondent





             CC – 628 of 2010

      

   ORDER

Present:
None on behalf of the Complainant.
Sh. Dalwinder Kumar, PIO – cum – Superintendent, L.G. 2 Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh and Sh. Jagdish Kumar, Superintendent, L.G. 3 Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh.

1.

On the last date of hearing, on 01.04.2010, the PIO Respondent had been directed to be personally present along with a copy of the information.
2.

During the proceedings today, the PIO is present.  However, no information has been sent to the Complainant so far.  The Respondent PIO is directed to provide specific information as has been demanded by the Complainant by 30.04.2010, with a copy to the Commission.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO Respondent will be personally present along with a copy of the information.

3.

To come up on 04.05.2010 at 2.00 PM.

4.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and 
Sh. C.Roul, IAS, Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb., Department of Local Government, Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, Chandigarh, for taking cognizance of this case.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector-17C, Chandigarh.

 


Visit us at: www.infocommpunjab.com
Sh. Lajpal Singh Bains,

State Awardee,

34, Sampuran Colony, Model Gram,

Ludhiana (Pb.).






…… Complainant





          
 
Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o  The Principal Secretary to Govt., Pb.

Deptt. of Employment Generation & Training,

Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9,

Chandigarh.







…… Respondent





             CC – 1072 of 2010

      

   ORDER

Present:
Sh. Lajpal Singh Bains, Complainant in person.

Smt. Manju Bala, APIO – Superintendent, Employment Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh; Sh. Jarnail Singh, Sr. Assistant, Employment Br., Pb. Mini Sectt., Chandigarh and Brig. G.J.Singh, Director General, C-Pyte, Pb., Chandigarh.

1.

The case relates to a service matter. Initial request containing nine items was filed on 15.01.2010.  A response was provided vide letter No. 162 dated 11.2.2010.  On not being satisfied, the Complainant filed an appeal with the Commission on 19.02.2010.
2.

During the proceedings today, the Respondent present states that information as it existed on record, has been provided. However, a part of information was held by the Department of Sports & Youth Services, Pb. and through a letter No. 544 dated 19.4.2010, the Department of Sports and Youth Services, Pb., has informed that information as it existed on record, has been provided.  
3.

Notwithstanding the above mentioned letter and the statement of the Respondent, a notice be issued to the PIO O/o the Department of Sports and Youth Services, Punjab, either to provide information or submit an affidavit stating and confirming non-availability of information as has been demanded by the Complainant vide his letter dated 15.01.2010.  A copy of Form ‘A’ will be sent to the PIO, O/o the Department of Sports & Youth Services, Pb., Chandigarh, with the directions that information as held on record, either be provided or an affidavit submitted by 01.05.2010.  On the next date of hearing, the PIO of the Department of Sports & Youth Services, Pb., will be personally present along with a copy of information/affidavit as has been directed.  The PIO Respondent will also be personally present for the next hearing.
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4.

To come up on 04.05.2010 at 2.00 PM. 
5.

Announced in the hearing.  Copies be sent to both the parties and 
Public Information Officer, O/o the Department of Sports & Youth Services, Pb., Pb. Mini Sectt., Sector – 9, Chandigarh, along with a copy of the letter of the Complainant  dated 15.01.2010.

Chandigarh





       ( P.K.Grover )

Dated: 20.04.2010.




      Lt. Gen. (Retd.)






             State Information Commissioner 

