STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34,  Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Jagdip Singh Chowhan,

#1, Adarsh Nagar, Bhadson Road,

Patiala.







--------Complainant.







Vs. 

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Director, Department of Information and

Public Relations, Punjab, 5th Floor,

Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.




---------Respondent

AC No. 088    of 2006

Present:-
None for the complainant.



Shri Hem Raj Kalia, PIO for the respondent-department.

ORDER



The complainant has not appeared on the ground that he has to attend some court case.  He also did not appear on the last date of hearing. Shri Hem Raj Kalia, Joint Director-cum-PIO of the Public Relations Department, Punjab states that the asked for information has been supplied to the complainant whereas the complainant, vide his letter dated 28.9.2007 has stated that the information has not been supplied to him.  Shri Kalia has promised that if the complainant has not received the information, it will be ensured that the same is supplied to him through a special messenger. 

2.

 On the assurance given by Shri Kalia that the information will be supplied to the complainant through a special messenger,  the case is disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB
SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH. 

Shri Kapil Dhawan s/o Shri R.K. Dhawan,

E.K.-71, Shivrajgarh, Jalandhar.




…Complainant.







Vs.

(i)
The Public Information Officer


o/o the Chief Executive Officer,


Citizen Urban Co-Op. Bank, Ltd.,


Jalandhar.

(ii)
The Public Information Officer,


o/o the Registrar, Coop. Societies, Punjab,


Sector 17, Chandigarh.




…..Respondents.

CC No. 52 of 2007

Present: 
Shri Munish Bhardwaj, Advocate for the complainant.



Shri Naginder Singh Vashisht, Advocate alongwith Shri 
D.B.Sharma, Senior 


Advocate for respondent No.1.



Smt. Navinder Kaur, Superintendent-cum-APIO for respondent 
No.2.

ORDER



Out of the four counts, information only on one count has been supplied and about the remaining three counts, information is yet to be provided.  The Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Department, Jalandhar stated that though information on these three counts was available but the same could not be supplied because the relevant record, after the elections, had been sealed.  It seems that information which remained to be supplied is about the list of  former directors since 1988, list of directors who continued for two tenures or more since 1988 and list of directors who were elected for two or more tenures since 1988 as Directors, Managing Directors and Chairman which are reported to be sealed.  This plea is nothing but an imaginary thought. The Deputy Registrar inspite of the directions from this Commission as well as from the Head Office has been avoiding his appearance before this Commission.  Shri Daljit Sharma, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies Department, Jalandhar and Shri Amarjit, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies Department, Jalandhar should appear on the next date of hearing and explain why action should not be taken against them under Section 20  of the Right to Information Act,  2005 for disobeying the orders of the Commission and for not supplying the information in question.

2.

Case stands adjourned to 5.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      
State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007

CC

1.
Shri Daljit Sharma, Deputy Registrar, Cooperative Societies Department, Jalandhar 

2.
Shri Amarjit, Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Societies Department, Jalandhar





STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Pran Nath Bhatia,

B-24/717, Harcharan Nagar,

Near Shingar Cinema, Ludhiana.

 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust, 

Ludhiana.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 874  of 2007

Present: 

None for the complainant.




Shri  Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Information is yet to be supplied.  Case is adjourned to 2.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

General Secretary, National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.)

St. No.33, Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri, Ludhiana-141003.









_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 916  of 2007

Present: 

Shri Balbir Aggarwal complainant in person.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Shri Harinder Singh who has joined as PIO only about 15 days back submitted that the asked for information has not been supplied by the concerned branch and as such the same could not be supplied to the complainant.  He has been directed to send notice to the Incharge of the concerned branch under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for supplying the information within a specified time so that the information can be supplied to the complainant.  In the instant case, after collecting the information the same should be supplied to him by 15.10.2007 and if need be through a special messenger.   After the information is supplied to him, he may go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with it or not.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Balbir Aggarwal,

General Secretary, National Consumer Awareness Group (Regd.)

St. No.33, Preet Nagar, New Shimla Puri, Ludhiana-141003.









_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Chairman, Improvement Trust,

Ludhiana.





________________ Respondent

CC No. 917  of 2007

Present: 

Shri Balbir Aggarwal complainant in person.




Shri Harinder Singh, PIO for the respondent-department.

Order




Shri Harinder Singh who has joined as PIO only about 15 days back submitted that the asked for information has not been supplied by the concerned branch and as such the same could not be supplied to the complainant.  He has been directed to send notice to the Incharge of the concerned branch under Section 5(v) of the Right to Information Act, 2005 for supplying the information within a specified time so that the information can be supplied to the complainant.  In the instant case, after collecting the information the same should be supplied to him by 15.10.2007 and  if need be through a  special messenger.   After the information is supplied to him, he may go through the same and confirm whether he is satisfied with it or not.

2.


Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




 STATE INFORMATION  COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Amandeep Goyal (Advocate),

Office Apex Graphics, Opp. Arya High School, 

Rampura Phul (Bathinda)


_________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Executive Officer, Municipal Committee,

Rampura Phul (Bhatinda).







________________ Respondent

CC No. 542  of 2007

Present: 
None for the complainant


  
Shri Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Committee, 



Rampura Phul for the respondent-department

ORDER



 The complainant has asked for a photocopy of the gazette notification issued by the Punjab Government.  It has taken four months for the department in supplying of such a simple information. This does not speak well of the respondent-department.  It is also seen that the present incumbent Shri Sukhdev Singh, Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Rampura Phul who joined the department on 3.7.2007 has not bothered to appear in person or to deputy any body before this Commission on 13.7.2007, 6.8.2007 and 3.9.2007.  The Commission takes serious view of such negligence on his part and he is, accordingly, fined @ Rs.250/- per day from 13.7.2007 today subject to a maximum of Rs.25000/-.  It will be the responsibility of the Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda to recover this amount from the salary of Shri Sukhdev Singh, E.O., M.C., Rampura Phul in four equal monthly equal installments and report compliance on Monday of third week of February, 2008.

2.

As far as supply of information is concerned, this case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




CC:-

The Deputy Commissioner, Bhatinda 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.C. Bawa,

Flat No.15-G. New Generation Apartment,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.




________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

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

Department of Local Government, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat, Chandigarh.

________________ Respondent

CC No. 761 of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.C.Bawa complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department. 

ORDER



Necessary information has been provided though the photocopy has been sent without authentication.  It is surprising that even the covering letter is also a photocopy and does not bear any signatures.  PIO office of the Chief Town Planner will ensure that all the photocopies are duly authenticated including the covering letter. He will also ensure that either documents already supplied should be authenticated or another set of authenticated photocopies will be supplied to the complainant.  This should be done within 10 days from today.  Case is adjourned to 2.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri R.C. Bawa,

Flat No.15-G, New Generation Apartments,

Dhakoli, Zirakpur.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer, 

o/o the Principal Secretary to Government of Punjab,

Department of Local Government, Main Secretariat,

Chandigarh.




________________ Respondent

CC No. 765  of 2007

Present:-
Shri R.C.Bawa complainant in person.



None for the respondent-department.

ORDER



On the hearing dated 6.8.2007, Shri Harmel Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO had assured that information will be supplied within 10 days but the same is being delayed by adopting different excuses.  Information should be supplied within 15 days so that the complainant has the chance to go through the same.  Information supplied should be duly authenticated including the covering letter.  Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Karamjit Singh s/o Shri Amrik Singh,

VPO Lubhana Teku, Tehsil Nabha, District Patiala._____________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer,

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Block Nabha, District Patiala.


________________ Respondent

CC No.  783  of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent.


ORDER




Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007 when BDPO will also explain why action should not be taken against him under Section 20 of the Right to Information Act, 2005.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Satish Kumar s/o Shri Ram Rachhpal,

Committee Bazar, Raikot, District Ludhiana.  _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Deputy Director, Local Government Department,

Patiala.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 807   of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Last chance is given.  Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Gurdip Singh, 

Village Chomo, P.O. Adampur A/D,

District Jalandhar.



 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Adampur, District Jalandhar.







________________ Respondent

CC No. 840  of 2007

Present:-

None for the complainant.




None for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Last chance is given.  Case stands adjourned to 2.11.2007.









(R.K.Gupta)






      State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 32-33-34, 1st Floor Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat,

26-A, Gurcharan Park, Near Kochhar Market,

Ludhiana.




 _________________ Complainant 

Vs.

The Public Information Officer

o/o the Director, Local Government, Punjab,

Sector 17, Chandigarh.







________________ Respondent

CC No.  857  of 2007

Present:-

Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat complainant in person.




Shri Hakam Singh, Superintendent alongwith Shri Jagdish Singh, Sr. 



Assistant for the respondent-department.

ORDER




Shri Hakam Singh appearing for the respondent-department states that information has been provided as per their record.  Complainant admits that information has been supplied though he has pointed out various short-comings/inaccuracies in the information supplied under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Then it was explained to the complainant that the Commission is not empowered to give directions for correction of the information and he can take up the matter administratively/judicially pointing out the inaccuracies for correction of the same and for redressal of his grievances.  

2.


It was further pointed out that complainant states that information has been badly delayed by more than six months.  It was seen that in the Commission the first hearing was on 6.8.2007 and second was on 3.9.2007.  There is no doubt that information has been delayed by more than 30 days which is the limit provided under the Right to Information Act, 2005.  Commission instead of taking a serious view caution Shri Hakam Singh, APIO that he himself and convey to his PIO about the delay in supplying the information and to avoid such delays in future.  Accordingly, case stands disposed of.









(R.K.Gupta)






     
 State Information Commissioner








( P.P.S. Gill)







       State Information Commissioner
October 1, 2007




