STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sohan Singh sood,

Managing Director, Sir Mcaulif High School,

Phase-XI, Mohali.











Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, GMADA,

SAS Nagar (Mohali)






 Respondent

CC - 708 /2009
Present:
Shri   Sohan Singh Sood, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 28.05.2009 when no one was present on behalf of respondent. It was directed that only one chance is given to the respondent to supply the requisite information to the complainant. None is present even today on behalf of the respondent. The Commission has taken a very serious view of this lapse on the part of government department.

2.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for failure/delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant/Appellant under 
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Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the determent and loss suffered by him on account of refusal/delay in the supply of information. The Respondent  is directed to  file his reply/affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 08-07-2009 in the Chamber in SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through registered. post. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Darbara Singh Kahlon 
Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Arun Kaushal s/o Sh. Som Nath Kaushal,

R/o 9-B, Gali No. 5, Hira Bagh, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o  Senior Superintendent of Police,

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 947 /2009

Present:
Ms. Pooja Kaushal, on behalf of  Complainant.
Shri Dalbir Singh, Sub Inspector, Incharge PS Sadar, Patiala, on behalf of respondent.

.
ORDER

1.

Shri Arun Kaushal filed an application with the PIO of office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Patiala, on 13.01.2009 which was received in the PIO office on 23.01.2009. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.03.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 13.04.2009 against diary No. 5140.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Shri Dalbir Singh, Sub Inspector, Incharge Police Station, Sadar, Patiala, states that no doubt an FIR was registered on 13.02.2008 in Police 
Station, Sadar, and during investigation the case was transferred to the Vigilance Department. This file is with the Vigilance department and after the inquiry is 
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Completed the information will be supplied to the complainant.  Since the requisite information is to be supplied after the investigations are over, it is directed that as and when the investigations are completed by the Vigilance Department, inquiry report along with the requisite documents be supplied to the complainant. As it will take a long time, there is no need to keep the case pending.  However, the complainant is free to approach the Commission if the requisite information is not supplied to him. The case is dismissed.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Amritpal Singh s/o Shri Darshan Singh,

House No. 17, Mohalla  Dharelpura, Anandpur Sahib
,

Distt. Ropar.









                   Complainant







Vs

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

Punjab, Sector-17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 952 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant..


Shri   Harmandeep Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Amritpal Singh filed an application with the PIO on 19.02.2009. After getting no response, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 27.03.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 13.04.2009 against diary No. 5147. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The respondent places on record  a copy of letter No. 3/12/2009/ RTI/ETT-03/4065, 18.03.2009 along with the letter dated 31.07.2006 addressed to the Additional Deputy Commissioner (Development), Ludhiana which is taken on case file.  The respondent pleads that since then requisite information has 
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been supplied on 18.03.2009 through registered post, the complainant might have received the information that is why he is not present today in the court. Moreover, no communication has been received from him.  He might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.  The respondent pleads that the case may be closed.
3.

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

4..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Thakur,

18-B, New Janakpuri, Ambala Cantt.-133001.

Distt. Ambala (haryana).






 Appellant






Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, SAS Nagar (Mohali)











 Respondent

AC - 254 /2009

Present:
Shri  Varinder Thakur  , appellant, in person.


Shri   Chet Ram, Ad.O , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the appellant and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him.

3.

The appellant further states that he has been harassed in supplying the information late, therefore, action be taken under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act for supplying the information late by two months.  He may be compensated under Section 19(8)(b).

4.

Respondent pleads that while asking the information, the appellant has not mentioned the designation of Shri Sham Sunder, that is why it has taken
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 time to trace the requisite file. He further pleads that in future RTI applications will be dealt with in the stipulated time frame and the case may be closed.
5.

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

6..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



  Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shr Kuldip Singh s/o Sh. Natha Singh,

Defence Colony, Ward No. 6,

Sirhind, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Director, Urban Local Bodies,.

Ferozepur Road, Ludhiana.





 Respondent

CC - 1066 /2009

Present:
Shri  Sher Singh on behalf of   Complainant.


Shri   Varinder Kumar , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Sher Singh, on behalf of complainant, Shri Kuldip Singh, states that Shri Kuldip Singh is not fit to attend the court, the case may be adjourned at least for one month.  The respondent states that the information running into three sheets has been sent through speed post at the address of the complainant vide letter No. DDLG/S3/5027, dated 18.06.2009. Shri Sher Singh, on behalf of complainant states that they have received the information but they are not satisfied with the information supplied. They want to submit their response to the information supplied. It is directed that the complainant will submit his response within a period of 15 days i.e. by 10th of July, 2009 to the PIO- Respondent with a copy to the Commission.  The PIO-respondent will attend to the observations 

Contd…p/2
CC No. 1066 of 2009


-2-
made by the complainant further within a  period of 10 days. He will send a copy to the complainant and one copy to the Commission.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 28-07-2009.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmeet Singh,

House No. 307, Street No. 5, New Moti Nagar,

Near BJS Dental College, Ludhiana-141010.



Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Khanna.








 Respondent

CC - 972 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.
Shri  Ravinder Loomba, DSP, Samrala, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Gurmeet Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Senior Superintendent of Police, Khanna on 25.02.2009. After getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 03.04.3009 which was received in Commission office on 16.04.2009 against diary No. 5332. Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The respondent on behalf of PIO states that the requisite  information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 246/RTI, dated 01.06.2009. Since  the complainant is not present, he might have received the information and he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him. Moreover no FIR/ complaint has been filed by the complainant in the Police Station, Samrala.  The respondent pleads that the case may be closed. 

Contd…p/2

CC No.972 of 2009



-2-

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal,

Sayal Street, Sirhind- 140406.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Mini Sectt.

Punjab, Sector-9, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 525 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the complainant.
Shri Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER

1.

Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal filed three applications on 12.02.2008, 29.02.2008 and 12.01.2009 with the PIO of Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Local Govt. After getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 19.02.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 27.02.2009 against diary No. 2820.  Accordingly the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

The respondent makes a submission that the information has been sent to the complainant running into 5 sheets on 25.05.2009.  The respondent states that since the requisite information has been supplied and no communication has been received from the complainant, he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.  Therefore, 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/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 


After the hearing is over, Shri N.K.Sayal, on behalf of Shri Parveen Kumar Sayal appears in the Court. He pleads that the case may be adjourned.  Accordingly, the case is fixed for further hearing on 07.07.2009.










Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

 Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate,

Phase-I, Focal Point, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Local Government, Mini Sectt,,

Punjab, Sector-9, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC - 979 /2009

Present:
Shri  Kuldip Kumar Kaura, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Narinderpal Singh , Superintendent-c um-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, filed an application with the PIO of office of Principal Secretary to Government, Punjab, Department of Local Government on 14.01.2009.  After getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 30.03.2009 which was received in Commission office on 17.04.2009 against diary No. 5385.  Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Respondent states that the information relating to serial No. (a) has been supplied to the complainant.  Complainant states that he has received the information relating to serial No. (a) and is satisfied.
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3.

Respondent further states that the information relating to para (b)  is third party information as the complainant has asked photocopies of the degrees passed by the candidates. He further states that two Assistant Engineers have stated that the photocopies of their degrees be supplied to the complainant. It is directed that it is not a third party information. The degrees have been passed by the candidates from recognized Universities and they might have attached original/ photocopies of the their degrees when applying to the department.  The department might have photocopies of their degrees and it is on the domain of public authority of the department so the remaining information/ photocopies of the degrees be supplied to the complainant within a period of 15 days.  The complainant further states that the information on para (c) may also be supplied.  It is directed that the department will supply noting portion of the file relating to the instant case. As the respondent assured the Commission that the information will be supplied, the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 08.07.2009 in the Chamber, SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate,

Phase-I, Focal Point, Ludhiana.





Complainant
















Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 1010 /2009

Present:
Shri  Kuldip Kumar Kaura  , Complainant, in person.
Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Ravinder Walia, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura filed an application with the PIO of office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 03.02.2009 and asked specific information on seven points which is readily available with the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. After getting no response he filed a complaint with the Commission on 06.04.2009 which was received in the Commission office dated nil.  Accordingly notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

Respondent places on record notice issued by the Commission which was received in their office on 03.06.2009 and marked to different authorities/ officers.  From the perusal of the letter it is seen that the municipal corporation, Ludhiana came into action only after getting notice from the Commission.  It is directed that on the next date of hearing the Department will 
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bring the register where the application of Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura was received and what action they have taken on his application starting from the date of receipt of application.  Commission has taken a very serious view that after getting the notice , municipal  corporation came into action.
3.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO( Shri B.K.Gupta, Zonal Commissioneer, Zone “D”)  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for failure/delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant/Appellant under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of refusal/delay in the supply of information. The Respondent  is directed to  file his reply/affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

On the request of the respondent, case is adjourned and fixed for consideration of imposition of penalty and compensation on 16-07-2009. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura,

5-C, Urban Estate,

Phase-I, Focal Point, Ludhiana.





Complainant
 








 






Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 1013 /2009

Present:
Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura  , Complainant, in person.
Shri    Harish Kumar Bhagat, legal Assistant-cum-APIO and Shri Ravinder Walia, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Kuldip Kumar Kaura, filed an application with the PIO of office of Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 18.02.2009 asking specific information on six points.  After getting no response, the complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 06-04-2009 which was received in Commission office on 21.04.2009 against diary No. 5602.
2.

The respondent handed over some information relating to six paras to the complainant in the Court today in our presence and one copy to the Commission which is placed on case file.  The respondent further states that the 
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information will be supplied within a period of 10 days.  Case is adjourned to 16.07.2009.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-



                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal,

House No. 2123, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab.

Department of Pesonnel, Punjab Civil Sectt.

2.
Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Home Affairs, Punjab Civil Sectt.

Chandigarh.







 Respondent

CC -1028  /2009

Present:
Shri   Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Bhupinder Singh, Superintendent Gr.I-APIO,  Shri Ashok Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Shri Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. After mutual consent of the parties, complainant is directed to visit the office of PIO at 11.00 AM today. Shri Bhupinder Singh, Superintendent Grade-1-cum-APIO will put up the record for inspection to the complainant in his office. The  inspection fee will be charged as per the Punjab Government Rules. After identification of the documents the Superintendent-cum- APIO will supply the information/ documents to the 
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complainant there and then. The hearing will be held at 2.30 PM in the Chamber, SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh today. 










sd/-
      







 Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh


Dated: 23.06.2009



 State Information Commissioner





….
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ashok Kumar Bazaz, 

H. No. 41/B, Back-side: Druga Mata Mandir

Club Road, Ludhiana.



….Appellant

Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 

……….Respondent

AC- 57 /2009
Present:
Shri Ashok Kumar Bazaz, on behalf of the Appellant.

Shri Harish Bhagat Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO & Sh. Vinayak Kumar, Accountant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the Mutual consent of both the parties the appellant shall visit office of the Deputy Controller Finance & Accounts (DCFA), Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana Mr. Yashpal Anand on 26.06.2009 at 1100 hours for inspection of the records Sh. Vinayak Kumar will make all the arrangements and will put up the necessary records/documents for the inspection by Sh. Ashok Kumar Bazaz said date and time.

2.

It is also directed that after inspection of the documents the information be supplied there and then duly authenticated to the complainant free of cost as it has been delayed more than seven months. 
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3.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Sh. Vinod Sharda, Joint Commissioner, Zonal, Zone-A- cum-PIO)  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for failure/delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant/Appellant under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of refusal/delay in the supply of information. The Respondent is directed to file his reply/affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

4.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on 14.07.2009 (Wednesday) in the Chamber.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




















    Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta,

s/o Shri Krishan Lal Gupta,

22, South Model Gram, Ludhiana – 141002.

….Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 

……….Respondent

AC - 261 /2009
Present:
Shri Manoj Kumar Gupta, Appellant in person.

Shri Harish Bhagat Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO & Sh. Hartej Singh-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

 Heard both the parties. The requisite information relating to para No. 1 & 2 has been supplied to the complainant and the information relating to para No. 3 is not available in the record. In this regard, the PIO/APIO will file an affidavit that no file of the said property is with the public authority, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

2.

The case is fixed for confirmation of the orders on 16.07.2009.    

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.








    Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balbir Aggarwal s/o Shri Munshi Ram,

House No. 1525/1, Preet Nagar, 

New Shimlapuri, Ludhiana. 

….Complainant 







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 

……….Respondent

CC - 1060 /2009
Present:
Shri Balbir Aggarwal, complainant in person.

Shri Harish Bhagat Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal filed an application with the PIO O/o Commissioner, MC, Ludhiana on 30.09.2008. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 01.12.2008 which was received on 01.12.2008, against diary No. 16332. Accordingly, the notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today.
2.

A perusal of the case file it brings out that the PIO, MC, Ludhiana has taken a very casual approach in supplying the information in the instant case.  After a period of 8½ months APIO, Zone-A, supplied the information to Sh. Balbir Aggarwal vide letter No. 510/APIO-A/RTI/D dated 17.6.2009 in one sheet. The complainant  states  that  he  has  received  the  information but it has been
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delayed for more than 8 months so action against the PIO be taken as per the RTI Act, 2005. He further states that he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him for not getting the information in time.

3.

The complainant has demanded for specific information in four paras the information could have been supplied within a period of 30 days but the casual approach of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana the information has been delayed for more than 8 months. 

4.

A back drop facts of the case are that the application seeking information in the instant case was filed on 30.09.2008. The reply to this application was sent by the respondent on 17.06.2008 after the complainant has filed a complaint with the Commission on 01.12.2008. 

5.

The resume facts given here-in-above shows that there is a delay of almost 8 months and 15 days in supplying the information complete in all respects. Keeping in view the huge delay caused by the respondent in supplying the information a show cause notice is given to the PIO respondent. 

6.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Sh. Vinod Sharda, Joint Commissioner, Zonal, Zone-A- cum-PIO)  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for failure/delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant/Appellant under Section
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19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of refusal/delay in the supply of information. The Respondent is directed to file his reply/affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

7.

To come up for consideration of the question regarding imposition of penalty and award of compensation on 16.07.2009.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.









Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

Kundan Bhawan, 

126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.



….Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 

……….Respondent

CC- 940 /2009
Present:
Shri Saurabh Gupta, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.

Sh. Harish Bhagat Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

This is an appeal case the registry may assign appeal No. in the instant complaint. 

2.

Sh. Rohit Sabharwal, filed an application with the PIO office of the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 30.01.2009 and demanded information on four points. After getting no response from the PIO he filed first appeal with the first appellate authority on 07.03.2009 and demanded that action be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) & 20(2) of the RTI Act. 
3.

After getting no response from the PIO as well as from the first appellate authority he filed a second appeal with the Commission on 11.04.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 13.04.2009 against diary No. 5201. The appellant states that no information has been supplied till today. The
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PIO may directed to supply the information and a penalty be imposed upon the PIO Rs. 250/- per day for not supplying the information. He further states that he may be compensated for the detriment suffered by him for not getting the information. 
4.

It is directed that the information as per the demand of the appellant application dated 30.01.2009 be supplied immediately. 

5.

We, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Sh. Vinod Sharda, Joint Commissioner, Zonal, Zone-A- cum-PIO)  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 for failure/delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the Complainant/Appellant under Section 19(8)(b) of RTI Act, 2005 for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of refusal/delay in the supply of information. The Respondent is directed to file his reply/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 07.07.2009.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.











Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
CC: 
Deputy Registrar, Punjab State Information Commission, Chandigarh.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kishori Lal s/o Sh. Prem Raj,

VPO : Kohara,

Distt. Ludhiana.



….Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 

……….Respondent

CC - 937 /2009
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Harish Bhagat Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO & Dr. Vipal Malhotra, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of the complainant. Respondent states that the case is in the Hon’ble Punjab and Haryana High Court and the requisite information as Sh. Kishori Lal does not possess good service record and the requisite qualification required for the promotion of Inspector Vaccination/Supdt. Vaccination. The requisite information has been supplied, the case is closed.

2.

It is directed that the information supplied to the Court be sent to Sh. Kishori Lal through registered post.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




                                            Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Yogesh Dewan,

House No. 9-R, Model Town,

Ludhiana - 141002



….Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.




 

……….Respondent

CC - 409 /2009
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Sh. Harish Bhagat Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO & Sh. Ravinder Singh Walia, JDM, Zone-D, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 02.06.2009 when it was directed that the information be supplied by 18.06.2009. The respondent states information has been supplied vide memo No. 62/ATP-D/RTI/D dated 19.06.2009. The complainant Sh. Yogesh Dewan has given the receipt in lieu of the information supplied to him on 19.06.2009 is reproduced as below: -

“On my application dated 24.12.08, after about six months information has been completely supplied to me today on 19.06.09. Though information has been supplied only after appealing to Hon’ble State Information Commission and violations of RTI Act has been done by concerned PIO, but I have no objection if case is disposed of with directions to LMC to comply with the provisions of RTI in future.”
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2.

It is directed that although the information has been supplied but it is late, as per the request of the complainant, the PIO is directed to act as per the provisions of the RTI Act, in supplying the information to the complainant/appellant. Since the requisite information has been supplied, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




                                            Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Balraj Singh s/o Sh. Sawan Singh,

Village & PO: Lalle,

Distt. Ferozepur.



….Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Ferozepur.




 

……….Respondent

CC - 949 /2009
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Head Constable Nirmal Singh, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of the complainant. The respondent states that the information running into 17 sheets has been supplied to the complainant on 01.06.2009, the receipt of which has been taken in lieu of the information supplied to Sh. Balraj Singh. Since the requisite information has been supplied, the case is disposed of.

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




                                            Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Smt. Bimla,

w/o Sh. Bishan Dass,

Village Dadvan, PO: Dhariwal,

Distt. Gurdaspur.



….Complainant







Vs

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

Dhariwal, Distt. Gurdaspur.



 

……….Respondent

CC - 941 /2009
Present:
None on behalf of the complainant. 

Smt. Ravinder Kaur, CDPO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of the complainant. The respondent has placed on record a receipt in lieu of the information having been supplied to the complainant on 16.04.2009. Respondent further states that the requisite information has been supplied, the case may be closed.

2.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




                                             Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajinder Singh,

138-Gali No. 5, Guru Gobind Singh Nagar,

Majitha Road, Amritsar – 143004.



….Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o State Information Commission Punjab,

Chandigarh.



 

……….Respondent

AC - 271 /2009
Present:
Sh. Rajinder Singh, complainant in person. 



Sh. Mool Raj Minhas, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Sh. Rajinder Singh filed an application with the PIO office of the Punjab State Information Commission on 04.01.2009 and a reminder on 24.02.2009.  PIO-cum-MFA supplied the information running into five sheets vide memo No. PRSK/SS/RTI/99/2009/122 dated 28.01.2009 to the complainant. 

2.

Not satisfied with the information supplied by the PIO he filed appeal with the first appellate authority on 02.02.2009. The Secretary-cum-first appellate authority of Punjab State Information Commission decided the case on 02.03.2009. In the orders dated 02.03.2009 he, inter alia, “the appellant felt satisfied with the action taken by the PIO and accordingly stated that he do not wish to pursue his present appeal any further in view of the decision explained above, the appeal is disposed of” 
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3.

Further, he filed second appeal with the Commission on 19.04.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 25.04.2009 against diary No. 6002. Accordingly, notice of hearing was sent to both the parties for today. 
4.

Heard both the parties. The requisite information as per the demand of the appellant Annexure I and Annexure II attached with his application dated 04.01.2009 has been supplied. The PIO states that the requisite information has been supplied and the case has already decided by the first appellate authority. He pleads that the case may be disposed of. 
5.

A perusal of the file brings out that it is a family dispute and the dispute is between two brothers who are asking the information from each other’s departments. Sh. Rajinder Singh has filed many complaints/appeals with the Department of Local Govt., Revenue Department and Food & Supply. The cases of Rajinder Singh have been decided and disposed of by the different benches of the Commission to the satisfaction of Rajinder Singh-appellant. Since the requisite information as per the demand including the office notes written by Hon’ble Commissioner Sh. R.K. Gupta and Hon’ble Chief Information Commissioner has been supplied to the appellant along with the other documents as available in the record. 
6.

Since the requisite information was supplied, the case is disposed of.   

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.




                                             Sd/-

                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




    Darbara Singh Kahlon

Dated: 23.06.2009

                         State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Chaman Lal Goyal,

House No. 2123, Sector 27-C,

Chandigarh.








Complainant







Vs

1.
Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Secretary to Govt. Punjab.

Department of Pesonnel, Punjab Civil Sectt.

2.
Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab,

Deptt. of Home Affairs, Punjab Civil Sectt.

Chandigarh.







 Respondent

CC -1028  /2009

Present:
Shri   Chaman Lal Goyal, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Bhupinder Singh, Superintendent Gr.I-APIO,  Shri Ashok Kumar, Sr. Assistant and Shri Nirmal Singh, Sr. Asstt. on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Matter taken up at 2.30 pm again as per our orders made today in the forenoon.Shri Bhupinder Singh, APIO appears in the court and has supplied the information running into 140 sheets as per the identification made by Shri Chaman Lal Goyal, during inspection of the record. Shri Chaman Lal Goyal states that he is satisfied with the information but the information has been  delayed and prays that action be taken against the PIO for supplying the information late.
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2.

We have carefully perused the entire record of the case. We do not find any deliberate or willful inaction on the part of the Respondent-PIO in the matter of serving the request.  The delay in this case is not on account of any malafide  attitude on the part of the Respondent. In this view of the matter we do not think that any useful purpose will be served by prolonging this matter any further.  The case is accordingly disposed of and closed.  

3.

Copies of the order be sent to all concerned parties. 

   Sd/-




                                


       
          Surinder Singh


                       


  State Information Commissioner











Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




           Darbara Singh

Dated: 23. 06. 2009

                         State Information Commissioner
