STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla,

Press Chowk, Near OBC Bank,

Lehra Gaga-148031. Distt. Sangrur.



__________Complainant
      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Shiromani Gurdwara Prabandhak Committee (SGPC),

Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

CC No.116 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Rakesh Kumar Singla complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sh. Simarjit Singh, Court Asstt. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case was made to the President of the local Gurdwara Parbandhak Committee of Village Gaga.   Since the local  Gurdwara Committee does not have a PIO or any APIO, the application was  not properly made under section 6 of the RTI Act and the applicant was informed that he should apply to the SGPC Committee for the required information vide letter dated 29-12-2008.  The complainant then made a first appeal to the appellate Authority / Secretary, SGPC Committee, Amritsar vide his letter dated 5-1-2009. Treating this appeal as an application under the RTI Act, the PIO/SGPC Committee informed the President of the Gaga Local Committee (hereinafter referred to as the substitute PIO), vide his letter dated 10-1-2009, that in accordance with a legal opinion dated 23-12-2008, the information can be supplied by the local Committee directly to an applicant for information under the RTI Act. The President of the  local  Committee then informed the complainant on 17-1-2009,  i.e., within seven days of his receiving the letter dated 10-1-2009 from the PIO/SGPC Committee, that an  amount of Rs. 9360/- is required to be deposited by him as the prescribed fees for the information required by him.

The complainant has objected to the payment of fees in this case on the ground that vide rules notified by the Government in 2005, vide notification dated 12.10.2005, the assessed fee should be intimated to the applicant with a period of 
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seven days from the date of receipt of the application under section 6 of the RTI Act whereas  in  this  case,  he applied  for  the information  vide his  application  dated 19-12-2008  and fees was demanded vide letter dated 17-1-2009 of the substitute PIO.  The objection of the complainant is overruled for the following reasons:-

1.
The application for information dated 19-12-2008 of the complainant 

was not a valid application under section 6 of the RTI Act, since it was 

not addressed either to the PIO or the APIO.

2.
The President, local Gurdwara Prabandhak Committee, Gaga became aware of the fact that he can legally give the required information to the application only when he received the letter dated 10-1-2009 of the PIO/SGPC Committee, with which the appeal dated 5-1-2009 of the complainant was enclosed and with reference to which, he was asked to give the information directly to the applicant/ appellant. The correct date of receipt of a valid application by the substitute respondent in this case is therefore the date of receipt of this letter from the PIO of the SGPC committee.
3.
The notification of the Government issued in 2005, referred to by the complainant, is out of date.  The rules in force at present are the Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007, notified by the Government vide notification dated 25th June, 2007. In accordance with Rule 4(4) of these Rules, the PIO has to inform the applicant of the fees required to be deposited by him within a period of 10 days from the receipt of his application for information. In this case, the application for information of the complainant has been shown to have been received by the substitute PIO on or after 10-1-2009, and the prescribed fees was demanded from the complainant on 17-1-2009 i.e., definitely within the prescribed period of 10 days.  Besides, the rules ibid only lay down the procedure required to be followed by the applicants for information and the PIOs for the smooth implementation of the Act. The rules cannot supersede  or  amend  the  substantive  provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.  
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The rules notified by the Government state, that the PIO has to intimate the fees payable to the applicant within ten days of his receiving the application. The rules do not, and indeed, cannot, state that fees would not be payable if the intimation is sent after this period. In accordance with Section 7(6) of the Act ibid, information is required to be provided free of cost only if a public authority fails to comply with the time limits specified in sub section (1) of Section 7, which is 30 days in the normal course or 48 hours if the information concerns the life and liberty of a person.


For the above reasons, the respondent is directed to compile and give the information to the complainant after he has deposited the assessed fees of Rs. 9360/-


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Tarsem Lal,

H.No. 386, W.No. 6,

Guru Ravi Dass Nagar,

PO Bhogpur- 144201, Distt. Jalandhar.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o District Sainik Welfare Officer,

Shastri Market, Jalandhar City.

__________ Respondent

AC No.115 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Tarsem Lal complainant in person. 

ii)     
Col. Manmohan Singh and Sh. Harjit Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The deficiencies pointed out by the complainant in the information provided to him  have been discussed in the court in the presence of both the parties and the position regarding the same is as follows: -

1.
Para 2: 
The complainant states that the copies of the bank drafts 
required by him have not been given to him. The respondent states that 
these documents were sent to the complainant with  registered letter 
dated 16.3.2009, but the complainant denies having received it. The 
respondent has undertaken to bring copies of these documents to the 
court on the next date of hearing for delivery to the complainant. 


2.
Para 3: 
The inquiry report required by the complainant is regarding 
the action taken on his application No. 101/2008 dated 15.03.2008. This 
application however, is addressed to the Director, Sainik Welfare, 
Punjab and  the  application for information to this extent is transferred 
to the 
PIO, office of the Director, for necessary action under the RTI 
Act.

3.
Para 5:
Same  as recorded in respect of  para No. 2 above.
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4.
Para 6:
The information required by the complainant was sent to 
him by the respondent vide his letter dated 05.03.2009,  but the 
complainant states that he has not received this letter. The respondent 
has undertaken to bring copies of this document to the Court on the next 
date of hearing for delivery to the complainant. 


5.
Para 7:
The information required by the complainant concerns the 

action taken by the Army authorities to send the monetary financial 


assistance for widows of deceased army personnel through the office of 

Director, Sainik Welfare, instead of directly to the widows. This 


information would be available  with the Army Authorities, to whom the 

complainant should make an application for information under the RTI 

Act. 

Adjourned to 30.04.2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab

A copy along with a copy of the application for information of the complainant is forwarded  to the PIO, office of the Director, Sainik Welfare, Punjab, Chandigarh for taking necessary action under the RTI Act, in respect of para 3 thereof.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sukhjinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Nahar Singh,

20 Adarsh Nagar, Barewal Road,

Near Chungi, Ferozepur Road,

Ludhiana.



__________Appellant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

(City), Ludhiana.

__________ Respondent

AC No.112 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 

ii)     
Head Constable  Santosh Kumar on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant was sent by the respondent at his given residential address by hand more than once but the complainant was not found at home.  Eventually the information was sent by post vide letter dated 07.03.2009. A copy of the information sent to the complainant has been obtained from the respondent and may be sent to the complainant again along with these orders for his information. 

Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
Encls----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Diljit Singh Bedi,

H.No. 3642/1, Street No. 3,

Tej Mohan Nagar, Basti Sheikh,

Jalandhar.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o the Principal Secretary to Govt.,Punjab, 

Department of Home Affairs & Justice,
Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

AC No.113 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Diljit Singh Bedi complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sh. Ashok Kumar Khanna, Jr. Staff Officer, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information in this case concerns the action taken by the Government on a letter of the Addl. Director General of Police, Home Guards & Director, Civil Defence, vide  letter No. 27727 dated 11.12.1995 recommending that appropriate action may be taken against Sh. Jarnail Singh, former District Commander, Punjab Home Guards for the reason stated in the letter. Instead of giving a response to this application of the complainant, the Government transferred the application to the Director General of Police-cum-Commandant General, Home Guards & Director Civil Defence, Punjab, Chandigarh which was not called for, since it was for  the  Government to give details to the complainant about the action taken on the recommendation made by the DGP-cum-Home Guards, instead of transferring this application to the very authority which made the recommendation in the first instance.  This case is accordingly adjourned to 10.00 AM on 28.05.2009 with the  direction to the PIO, office of the Principal Secretary, Home Affairs & Justice, who is substituted as the respondent in this case, to give a suitable response to the complainant in respect of his  application for information  dated 04.09.2008, before the next date of hearing.  

Vide their letter addressed to the Commission and to the Government on the 
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subject, the office of the Commandant General Home Guards has stated that the application of the complainant concerns   third party information and, therefore should not  be given to him.  The complainant states in the Court today that  the recommendation against   Sri Jarnail Singh, former  District Commandant was made at  his  instance and on his complaint, (as has been mentioned in  the  letter  dated 11-12-1995 itself)  and he is, therefore, very much concerned with the information for which he has applied, which cannot be described as third party  information.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajinder Singh,

434, Deep Avenue,

Tran-Taran, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 393 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 

ii)     
Head Constable Ashwani Kumar on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him after the completion of the inquiry into his application dated 07.04.2008. The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied. 


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.C. Bawa,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments, 

Dhakoli, Zirakpur (Pb.)



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Financial Commissioner Revenue,

Punjab Civil Secretariat, 

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No.397 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. R.C. Bawa complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sh. Surinder Kumar Passi, Supdt. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The application for information of the complainant in this case has been transferred by the Government to the Addl. Deputy Commissioner (General)-cum-PIO, S.A.S. Nagar under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act. The information was eventually sent to the complainant by the Tehsildar, Derabassi on 08.01.2009, but the complainant did not receive it. A copy of the same has been delivered to him in the Court today. 


Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Moorta Singh, Ex. President,

Gurdwara Committee Dhariwal (Japuwal),

PO – Gurdas Nangal,

Teh. & Distt. Gurdaspur, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary, 

Shiromani  Gurdwara  Prabandhak Committee (SGPC),

Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

CC No.399 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 

ii)     
Sh. Simarjit Singh, Court Asstt. on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant was given to him by hand by the respondent on 22.01.2009. The information which remained to be given has been brought by the respondent to the Court and may be sent to the complainant for his information along with these orders. 


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
Encls-----1

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Nanak Singh,

1820/6, Gali No. 2,

Pavitar Nagar, Haibowal Kalan,

Ludhiana, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Chairman,

Punjab Mandi Board, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh. 

__________ Respondent

CC No.389 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Nanak Singh complainant in person. 

ii)     
None on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The complainant states that incomplete information has been provided to him by the respondent and unfortunately the respondent has ignored the notice of the Court for the hearing today and  has not  appeared in the Court,  either personally or through the concerned APIO. 


One last opportunity is given to the respondent to give full and complete information to the complainant as applied for by him, and to appear before the Commission along with a copy of the information supplied to the complainant on the next date of hearing. It is made clear that if these orders are not complied with, there would be no option before the Commission except to proceed against the PIO under Section 20 of the RTI Act. 


Adjourned to 10.00 AM on 28.05.2009 for further consideration and orders.  







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kuljit Singh Malhi,

H. No. 319, Kamla Nehru Nagar,

Bhatinda, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Bathinda, Punjab. 

__________ Respondent

CC No. 380 of 2009

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
Sub-Inspector Gurcharan Singh on behalf of the respondent
ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been given to him by the respondent, as acknowledged by the complainant. 


The respondent states that the delay in this case was caused by the fact that the applications dated 09.09.2008 and 20.09.2008 were  under inquiry and a report on the action taken has been given to the complainant only after the inquiry was completed. 


Disposed of.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhagwant Singh Bhatti,

22763, Guru Arjan Dev Nagar,

St. No. 11/7, Bathinda, Punjab.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Director,

Sainik Welfare Punjab,

Sainik Bhawan, Sector 21-D,

Chandigarh.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 391 of 2009

Present:
i)   
Sh. Bhagwant Singh Bhatti, complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sri Harjit Singh, Sr. Assistant, on behalf of the respondent
ORDER

Heard.
The information in this case has been provided  by the respondent  to the complainant vide his letters dated  16-12-2008 and 6-2-2009. The deficiencies pointed out  by the  complainant  in the information  provided to him in response to his application for information dated 23-10-2008 were discussed in the Court and the position regarding the same  is as follows:--

1.
Para  Nos. (1) to (6)  The complainant states that he has not received the required information. This information, however, relates to the Government and   not the  Director, Sainik Welfare, Punjab, and the Government in its reply has raised the objection that the points mentioned in para (1) to (6) are in the form of questions and do not ask for any particular document which is available in the Government records. The
objection of the Government is upheld and the complainant has been guided as to the manner in which he should proceed to obtain the concerned documents which would give him the required information.
2.
Para No. 11 The respondent states that the information required by the complainant in this paragraph is not clear. It was clarified that, he is required to give information only in respect of the amount sent to the 
…Contd P/2
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Directorate of Sainik Welfare, Punjab, by the District Sainik Welfare Officers and not the amount of money collected on Flag days and retained in the Districts. The respondent has made a commitment that this information will be given to the complainant by speed post within seven days.

Adjourned to 10 AM on 21-5-2009 for confirmation of compliance.







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Vivek, Lecturer,

Deptt. of Mech. Engineering,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001. 





     ____________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.






____________ Respondent

CC No. 20 of 2008

Present:
i) 
Sh. Vivek complainant in person.

ii) 
Prof. Raja Singh Khela, Asstt. Professor (Electrical) on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that their petition filed in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana challenging the finding of the Commission that Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology, Bathinda is a public authority as defined in Section 2(h) of the RTI Act, has been withdrawn and the required information has been given to the complainant. The complainant has confirmed that the information has been received by him.


The respondent further states that action to withdraw his other two civil writ petitions No. 832 & 859 of 2009 has also been initiated by the College authorities.


Disposed of. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Kheta Ram,

Vill. Chriwala Dhanna,

Tehsil Fazilka, District Ferozepur.




  
__________ Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.






____________ Respondent

CC No.  266 of 2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii) 
Prof. Raja Singh Khela, Asstt. Professor (Electrical) on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him vide his letter dated 21.04.2009. The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. R.S. Arora,

B-34/10863, New Patel Nagar,

Haibowal Kalan,Ludhiana-141001.  


              ________ Complainant.

Vs.

Public Information Officer, 

Principal,

Giani Zail Singh College of Engg. & Technology,

Bathinda-151001.






____________ Respondent

CC No.  372 of 2008

Present:
i) 
None on behalf of the complainant.

ii) 
Prof. Raja Singh Khela, Asstt. Professor (Electrical) on behalf of the respondent. 

ORDER


Heard.


The respondent states that the information required by the complainant has been given to him vide his letter dated 21.04.2009. The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.  


Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Pritam Singh,

S/o Sh. Shingara Singh,

Vill – Hakewala,

Tehsil & Distt. Ferozepur,



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 56 of 2009

Present:
i)   
 None on behalf of the complainant. 

ii)     
 Head Constable Nirmal Singh, on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER


Heard.

The respondent states that the inquiry into the complaint against Ms. Pushpa Rani and others will take one more month to be completed and requests for an adjournment. 


The request of the complainant is accepted and case is adjourned to 10.00 AM on 28.05.2009 for confirmation of compliance of Court’s orders dated 19.03.2009. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bhavandeep Singh Jaggi,

131, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.





__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana.





__________ Respondent

CC No. 1383 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. G.S.  Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.

ii)
Sh. Mohan Singh, Jr. Draftsman on behalf of the respondent.
ORDER


Heard.

On the previous date of hearing of this case, the  following directions had been given to the respondent: -

1.
A copy of the approved blue print plan of the Haibowal Dairy Complex 
was to be given to the complainant within seven days from the date of  
the Court’s orders dated 19.03.2009.


2.
A direction was given to Sh. G.S. Ghuman, PCS, Commissioner 
Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to institute an inquiry with the objective 
of locating  the record asked for by the complainant against Item No. 1 & 
2 of 
his application for information, namely,  copies of the agenda 
notes put 
before the house for the purpose of sanctioning the 
Haibowal    Dairy 
Complex project  and a copy of the resolution of the 
full house approving   the 
same.


Insofar as item No. 1 is concerned, the complainant states that a copy of the blue print was received by him only on 21.04.2009, but,  in accordance with the Court’s orders dated 19.03.2009, it was supposed to be delivered on 26.03.2009. There has been a delay of 26 days in giving this information to the complainant.  

Insofar as item No. 2 is concerned, the representative of the PIO  present before  us,  Sh. Mohan Singh,  Jr. Draftsman,   expresses  his  ignorance  about  the 
…Contd P-2/
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orders of the Court regarding  the inquiry which was required to be instituted, nor is he aware of the fact that information pertaining to item Nos. 1 and 2 of the complainant’s application remains to be given to him.

In the above circumstances, my finding is  that prima facie, the PIO in this case has not taken his duties under the RTI Act with sufficient seriousness, as is clear from the following: -


1.
The application for information was made by the complainant on 
23.05.2008 but no response of any kind was received by him from the 
PIO.


2.
After a complaint was made to the Commission, the notice for hearing of 
the same  was issued on 27.2.2009 after  which information concerning 
one of the five items on which information is  required by the 
complainant, namely, the total revenue earned by the Municipal 
Corporation from the Habiowal Dairy Complex, was given to the 
complainant on 19.03.2009 vide a document which contains neither any 
number or date and is also unsigned. A copy of the same is enclosed 
with these orders for ready reference of the PIO. No information was 
supplied to the complainant by the respondent in respect of the other 
points contained in his application.


3.
The order of the Court dated 19.03.2009 requiring the Commissioner of 
the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to initiate an inquiry in order to 
locate  the information required by the complainant at item Nos. 1 & 2 of 
his application for information has been ignored and no information is 
forth 
coming in the Court today  regarding the action taken by the 
respondent 
on these orders, and  whether  the PIO or the 
Commissioner himself is responsible for the default.

4.
Despite the directions of the Commission given in the notice fixing  


hearings in complaints/appeals, that the respondent should either  be 

present  himself or should send the concerned APIO, a junior official of 

the rank of Junior Draftsman has been sent by the PIO  to represent him 

at the hearing today, who is  unaware  of  the  facts  of  the case and the 
…contd P/3
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orders of the Court dated 19.03.2009 and the action, if any, taken by the 

respondent on the same.

For the above reasons, there is sufficient grounds for the Court to conclude that  prima facie,  the  PIO  has  denied  the  information  required  by  the  complainant in this case malafidely and without reasonable cause and deserves to be proceeded against under Section 20 of the RTI Act. 
Notice is hereby given to Sh. K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to show cause at 10 AM on 28.05.2009, as to why the penalty of Rs. 250 per day, for every day that the required information was not supplied after the expiry of 30 days from the date of receipt of the application of Sh. Bhavandeep Singh Jaggi, dated 23.05.2008, should not be imposed upon him u/s 20 of the RTI Act, 2005. and further, why disciplinary action should not be recommended to be taken against him.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab

A copy is forwarded to the Principal Secretary to Govt., Punjab, Local Government Department, Chandigarh for information and necessary action. 







  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Shingara Singh,

s/o Sh. Tani Ram,

Bajigarh Bajti Shivgarh,

Near I.T.I. Samrala,

District Ludhiana.



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Block Development & Panchayats Officer,

Samrala.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 1421 of 2008

Present:
i)   
Sh. Shingara Singh, complainant in person. 

ii)     
Sh. Surinder Singh, BDPO, Samrala & Sri Ashwani Kumar, Panchayat Secretary. 
ORDER


Heard.

The remaining information has been given by the respondent to the complainant in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 19.03.2009.  The respondent also states that no  expenditure was incurred between 7.7.2007 and 31.3.2008 and a nil report in respect of the cash book for this period has been given to the complainant. The complainant has pointed out that the information in respect of point Nos. 4 & 5 of his application for information has not yet been received by him. Insofar as point No. 4 is concerned, a complete list of the pension holders of the village which runs into 80 pages has been supplied by the respondent to the complainant in the court today,  free of cost.  Regarding point No. 5, the respondent states that no sewerage plan or map has been prepared or is  available with the Panchayat and this information  does not exist and cannot be supplied to the complainant.


No further action is required to be taken in this case, which is disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Mohinder Ram,

S/o Sh. Sant Ram,

V.P.O. Nangal Shama,

Tehsil & Distt. Jalandhar.





_________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Sr. Superintendent of Police,

Jalandhar.







__________ Respondent

CC No. 3169 of 2008

Present:
i)   
None on behalf of complainant. 

ii)     
Head Constable Ashwani Kumar on behalf of the respondent 

ORDER


Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been sent to him by the respondent by registered post. The complainant is not present. Apparently, he is satisfied.


Disposed of. 






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Subhash Verma,

Treasurer,

Kabir Coop. House Building Society Ltd.,

Pakhowal Road, Ludhiana- 141002.






___________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.


__________ Respondent

CC No. 2182 of 2007

Present:        i)   
Ms. Monika Goyal, Advocate on behalf of the complainant.

ii)     
S. Pritam Singh, Supdt.,on behalf of the respondent.

ORDER

Heard.

The information required by the complainant has been provided  to her by the respondent vide his letter dated 22-4-2009. The complainant states that the project of Kabir Cooperative  House Building Society  covers an area of 2000 sq. yards as mentioned by the Legal Advisor also in his advice dated 6-3-2006, but in the same advice it has been mentioned that the  Society has filed a petition against the Ludhiana Improvement Trust regarding the dispute over 990 sq. yards of land.  The representative of the respondent present before us states that there is no record in his office of any other suit filed by Kabir Cooperative House Building Society  against the Improvement Trust,  Ludhiana, other than the suit mentioned in their letter dated 22-4-2009.

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 32-34, 1st Floor (Court No-1), Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Harjinder Singh,

s/o Sh. Karam Singh,

r/o H. No. 25-1, Street No. 3,

Sant Avenue, G.T. Road,

Amritsar. 



__________Complainant

      




Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Vigilance Bureau, Amritsar.

__________ Respondent

CC No. 424 of 2009

Present:
None 

ORDER


The information required by the complainant has been provided to him by the respondent in compliance with the Court’s orders dated 09.04.2009. 

Disposed of.






  

 (P.K.Verma)








State Information Commissioner


23rd April, 2009





      Punjab
