STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

    
 -------------------------------- Complainant
 Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs and Justice,

Govt. of Punjab, 

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 






   
---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 399 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

                     Sh. B.B.Sethi, Deputy Secretary Home, PIO on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing that is 11.07.2007, certain material relating to the request for information had been delivered by the Respondent to the Complainant in our presence.  Complainant had pointed out that one item of information namely order of the Government declaring certain posts equivalent to IPS cadre posts under Rule 9(1) of IPS Pay Rules was not supplied.  Respondent had stated that efforts would be made to trace this document also.  Respondent has written to the Complainant, (endorsing a copy to the Commission) that the file containing the documents required is still missing.  In this letter, Respondent states that photocopies of certain related Government memoranda have been sent to the Complainant.

2.

Complainant states before us today that since a major portion of information demanded had been supplied, matter may be disposed of.  
We order the closure of this matter accordingly.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        







     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

   
  -------------------------------- Complainant

 Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Home Affairs & Justice,

Govt. of Punjab,

Punjab Civil Secretariat,

Chandigarh. 






   
---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 400 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.

                     Sh. B.B.Sethi, Deputy Secretary Home, PIO on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing that is 11.07.2007, we had observed that the information in question had been duly delivered.  Complainant had prayed for imposition of penalty upon the PIO and award of compensation against the Public Authority that is the Department of Home Affairs and Justice for the detriment caused to him by the delayed supply of information.  Respondent was required to show cause why this request of the Complainant for penalty and compensation be not accepted.
2.

Complainant states before us that since information in question has been delivered to him, he does not wish to pursue the matter in respect of penalty and compensation.  
3.

This matter is, accordingly, disposed of.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007








Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        







     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

   
     -------------------------------- Complainant

 Vs. 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Deputy Commissioner-cum-

District Election Officer,

Jalandhar. 






   
   ---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 393 of 2007

ORDER
Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person.



Sh. Bhupinderjit Singh, District and Revenue Officer-cum-APIO on behalf 


of the Respondent.


On the last date of hearing that is 11.07.2007, we had directed that the PIO concerned in the office of the Deputy Commissioner-cum-District Election Officer should be present before us at today’s date of hearing.  We had also directed that the PIO should submit an affidavit showing cause why he should not be penalized and why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the failure of the PIO to deliver the information to the Complainant in time.

2.

The representative of the Respondent states before us today that the PIO in respect of District Election Officer is the Deputy Commissioner, Jalandhar himself.  He submits an affidavit signed by Ajeet Singh Pannu, D.C., Jalandhar in which he states that the information in question has been duly delivered to the Complainant.

3.

This affidavit gives the details of the correspondence and the dates of  various steps taken for the disposal of the request for information.  The deponent has not specifically shown why the request of the Complainant for award of penalty and compensation should not be accepted.
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4.

Respondent Deputy Commissioner-cum-District-Election Officer, Jalandhar is required to submit an additional affidavit in compliance with our order dated 11.07.2007 within a period of two weeks.  
5.

To come up for further proceedings on 05.11.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






   
  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Radhe Sham Mittal,

# 30, Mohalla No. 6,

Jalandhar Cantt. (Pb.)




…………......Complainant







Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar General,

Punjab & Haryana High Court, 

Chandigarh.






……………….Respondent

CC No. 745 of 2006 





     ORDER
Present :
Sh. Radhe Sham Mittal, Complainant in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.   



This case had been disposed of by us on 06.06.2007.  It was later observed that a factual error had crept in the recording of the order dated 06.06.2007.  The matter was accordingly fixed for a  re-hearing.

2.

Complainant insists before us today that the disposal of his request for information by the Registrar, Punjab & Haryana High Court is unsatisfactory.  We had observed in our order dated 26.03.2007 that the Respondent had stated clearly in his letter to the Commission on 22.03.2007 that “the complaint of Sh. Radhe Sham Mittal dated 29.05.2002 against Sh. Harjinder Pal, the then Additional Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) Jalandhar (now Additional District & Sessions Judge, Moga) has already been filed.”   The Commission had accepted this disposal of the request for information.

3.

The Complainant  pleads before us that the brief communication from the office of Registrar General, Pb. & Hry, High Court does not convey the information that he demanded.  The Complainant elaborates that he had demanded two items of information :-

(i) Daily progress of action by High Court on his complaint.

(ii) The name of the Officer appointed for investigation into the allegations in the complaint.

4.

Complainant is not satisfied with the mere statement that the complaint has been filed.  The Complainant wants the Respondent to provide information as elaborated above.  For this purpose, the 
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Respondent should allow the Complainant to inspect the relevant record on any working day.  The inspection of record may be allowed in the week commencing 24th September, 2007.

5.

To come up for further proceedings on 05.11.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






  
   State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Dr. Gurbaksh Singh Malhotra,

#1364, Sector 15-B,

Chandigarh.






…………......Complainant







Vs.
Public Information Officer,

O/o Secretary,

Health & Family Welfare,

Deptt. of Punjab,  

Chandigarh.






……………….Respondent

CC No. 653 of 2007





        ORDER
Present :
Dr. Gurbaksh Singh Malhotra, Complainant in person.



None is present on behalf of the Respondent.   



This matter had been disposed of by us on 27.06.2007, for want of prosecution.  On the request of the Complainant it was re-opened.  The Complainant brings to our notice that he had sought certain information from the PIO office of Secretary, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab in regard to the appointment of Director, Health Services (ESI) in the year 1985.  Complainant states before us that he had been visiting the office of the PIO and also the Principal Secretary, Health and Family Welfare, Punjab.   The Department informed him that the information could not be supplied as it pertains to an event more than 20 years old.  Aggrieved by this denial, the Complainant had approached the Commission.

2.

Since in this case, there is a specific decision of the Respondent PIO denying information, the proper course for the Complainant is to file a first appeal under Section 19 of the RTI Act, 2005, before appropriate authority.  

3.

The Complainant is, accordingly, advised to approach the First Appellate Authority (office of the Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare) for redressal of his grievance by filing first appeal.
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4.

This case is, accordingly, disposed of and closed.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        







     State Information Commissioner

  STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Prof. P.S.Sawhney,

# 130, Sector 45-A,

Chandigarh.





…………......Complainant







Vs.

Public Information Officer,

O/o Registrar,

Punjab & Haryana High Court, 

Chandigarh.






……………….Respondent

CC No. 1179 of 2007 





      ORDER
Present :
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Naresh Chand, Superintendent Grade-II on behalf of the Respondent.



The representative of the Respondent places on record a copy of a communication dated 01.09.2007 from the APIO, Punjab & Haryana High Court to  Prof. P.S.Sawhney, stating as follows :-



“you are hereby informed that the supply of certified copy of judgment does not fall under the provision of RTI Act and you may apply for the certified copy of the Review application by depositing the necessary fee in the Copy Branch on the prescribed form as prescribed in the Chapter-5, Part-B of the Rules and Orders of the Punjab and Haryana High Court, Volume-5”.

2.

It is presumed that the Complainant would be satisfied with this clarification.  No further action is, therefore, required.

3.

This matter is disposed of. 
 (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        







     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Jiwan Garg,

F-2/194, Sector 16,

Rohini, Delhi-110085.
 

     -------------------------------- Appellant

 Vs 
Public Information Officer,

O/o Director of Local Govt., Pb.,

SCO 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector 17/C, Chandigarh. 






   
---------------------------------- Respondent
MR No. 07 of 2007

In CC No. 58 of 2006

ORDER
Present : 
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Bhajan Singh, Superintendent Grade-II Sh. Surmukh Singh, Senior 


Assistant, O/o  Director Local Government on behalf of PIO. 


Sh. Rakesh Kumar, Executive officer, Municipal Council, Sunam.



On the last date of hearing that is 23.07.2007, we had considered the request of the Complainant for the supply of certain information in addition to what had already been given to him.  On that date of hearing, the Respondent had sought time to compile and deliver the information in question.  He had assured that the deficiencies in the information supplied would be made good.  Respondent states before us today that on 28.08.2007, complete information as demanded by the Complainant has been delivered to him.  
2.

The Complainant is not present.  We, therefore, presume that he is satisfied with the material supplied to him.  This matter is, accordingly, disposed of.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007








Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






   
  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Daljit Singh Grewal,

Distt. Commander Punjab Home Guardas, 

Roopnagar.







..Complainant

Vs.

Public Information Officer

O/o Director General of Police-cum-,

-Commandant General, Home Guards & Director Civil Defence,

17 Bays Building, Sector 17,

Chandigarh.







…..Respondent

CC No. 927 of 2007

ORDER
Present : 
Sh. Daljit Singh Grewal, Complainant in person.


 Sh. Ashok Khanna, Junior Staff Officer cum State Public Information Officer, Punjab Home Guards.  (Name of the Respondent was wrongly mentioned in the last order dated 23.07.2007)  The Correction is, accordingly, made now.


On the last date of hearing that is 23.07.2007, we had directed that the Respondent PIO office of the Director General Home Guards should obtain the entire relevant record from the Vigilance Bureau and allow the Complainant to inspect the same.  Complainant states before us that he was permitted to inspect the record on 6th August, 2007.  Complainant states that whereas most of the information demanded by him has been delivered to him, one item of information namely the complaint (original or photocopy) on the basis of which enquiry was initiated by the Vigilance Bureau has not been given to him.
2.

Respondent states that office of the State Vigilance Bureau is still making efforts to trace this item of information.  Respondent is directed to contact the related office of the Vigilance Bureau and trace the material in question.  He is directed to give an undertaking that all efforts shall be made to trace the information in question.  If file itself has been lost, then he has to indicate as to what action has been taken by the controlling office to trace the file and whether any enquiry about the loss 
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was conducted and whether any First Information Report was lodged with the police.
3.

Adjourned to 31.10.2007 for further proceedings.    Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






 

    State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


    S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Advocate Surinder Pal,

C/o Lawyers for Social Action, Ludhiana Chapter,

539/112/3, St. 1-E, New Shivpuri Road,

Ludhiana.






…………….Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana & another.









Respondent.

AC No.41 of 2006

ORDER

Present: 
Sh. Surinder Pal, Appellant in person. 

Shri K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer, PIO on behalf of M.C., 
Ludhiana.


On the last date of hearing that is 22.08.2007, certain information was delivered by the Respondent to the Appellant in our presence in Ludhiana.  The Appellant wanted to study the contents of the information supplied before making any further submission in the case.  Subsequent to the last date of hearing, the Appellant informed the Commission on 06.09.2007 that certain deficiencies in the information supplied by the Respondent persisted.  During the course of submissions by both parties today, the following emerges:-

(i)
That the object of the information demanded by the Appellant is to identify violations of building bye laws etc. and possible involvement of some officials of the M.C., Ludhiana in the said violations.

(ii)
That the comprehensive building wise details demanded by the Appellant are no readily available with the Corporation.  It would require many man months to compile and codify the information in question. From this, also follows the inference, that the information systems within the Corporation are deficient.

(iii)
That the ultimate solution to this problem is to bring about a total and integrated administrative reform in the system obtaining in the M.C., Ludhiana in the matter of processing and serving the RTI applications.  The recommendations in this behalf have already been sent by the Commission to the State Government in the context of several other cases.
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(iv)
That in its present state, the Corporation is unable to serve the requests for information and dealing with cases involving massive inputs of data as has been demanded in this case.
2.

Both sides agree before us that certain steps have been taken for improving the situation on the ground.

3.

As far as the instant case is concerned, the Appellant does not insist on obtaining comprehensive information in respect of all roads listed in his original request.  He would be satisfied if information is supplied in respect of two of the smaller roads namely “Road adjoining S.S.P. residence connecting Cemetery Road & Old Dayanand Hospital Road” and “Postal Colony Road”.  The M.C., Ludhiana would compile the information from the record in respect of all buildings on these two roads and this would be delivered to the Complainant within a period of three months.

4.

In relation to information which needs to be collected by the PIO from various wings of M.C., Ludhiana, it is the responsibility of the Commissioner, M.C., Ludhiana personally to ensure that all the wings and divisions of the Corporation supply the information expeditiously in the form demanded.

5.

In regard to the much needed systemic changes, the State Government and the Municipal Corporation have already been directed to adopt adequate reform measures.

6.

To come up for confirmation of compliance on 17.12.2007.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






     
State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 



…………………..Appellant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 





.......................Respondent.

AC No. 07 of 2006

ORDER

Present:- 
Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant in person. 



Shri K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing that is 22.08.2007, we had directed that whatever deficiencies remained in supply of information should be made good within a period of two weeks.  Respondent submits before us today a copy of communication sent by him to the Appellant on 10.09.2007.  Respondent has stated that the compilation of information is still under process and it should be completed and finalized within four weeks and thereafter placed on the website of the Municipal Corporation.   The letter dated 10.09.2007 of the Respondent addressed to the Appellant (copy endorsed to the Commission) shows that information in respect of para No. 3(iii)(b) in legible form has been sent to the Appellant.   Certain deficiencies have been removed.  One portion of information can be supplied only after copy of the Hon’ble High Court Judgment in the relevant case is available.  

2.

This matter is closed and disposed of.
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007








Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






   
  State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB


    S.C.O. No. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH.




(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 



…………………..Complainant.

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o The Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation,

Ludhiana. 





.......................Respondent.

CC No.  139 of 2006

ORDER

Present:- 
Shri Hitender Jain, Complainant in person. 



Shri K.S. Kahlon, Law Officer-cum-PIO on behalf of the Respondent.



On 22.08.2007, the last date of hearing in Ludhiana, most of the items of information had been delivered to the satisfaction of the Complainant.  Respondent had assured that certain deficiencies that had been pointed out by the Complainant would be removed within a period of two weeks.  Respondent states before us today that he has duly removed the deficiencies and delivered the remaining items of information on 11.09.2007.  Complainant has not seen or scrutinized the information delivered to him.  Complainant is free to examine the material delivered to him.  

2.

In these circumstances, the matter is disposed of. 

  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        







     State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB



   S.C.O. NO. 84-85, SECTOR-17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Shri Hitender Jain
c/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana.
.




……..Complainant..






Vs.
Public Information Officer

O/o Principal Secretary,

Deptt. of Local Govt.,Pb.

Chandigarh.







……….Respondent.




CC No. 04 of 2006

     ORDER


Present:
Sh. Hitender Jain, Complainant in person



Sh. Hakam Singh, Superintendent—cum-APIO, Deptt of Local Govt. on 


behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing that is 27.08.2007, this case had been adjourned on the request of the Complainant.  The information in question relates to the action taken by way of prosecution or otherwise against the violators of building by-laws and town planning schemes within the Municipal limits of Ludhiana.  The Respondent had requested for time to collect the required information from the office of the M.C., Ludhiana and supply the same to the Complainant.
2.

Complainant states before us today that initially the Department adopted a casual attitude and mentioned that there were 14 violations in the period from 1st January, 2002 to the date of request for information.  Later, on the insistence of the Complainant, Respondent divulged that the number of such violations that had come to the notice of the Corporation was 11737.  Respondent advised that the Complainant should deposit the requisite fee for making copies of these huge number of challans/prosecution papers etc.  Complainant states before us today that he does not insist on obtaining copies of the entire number of challans that have been filed by the Municipal Corporation during the relevant period.  For this purpose, it would be suffice if a list of 3205 violations (out of 11737 mentioned) on which action by the Corporation has    not    been    closed    as    yet    should    be     delivered     to    him.      In    other 
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words, Complainant desires to have a list of the violations detected by the Corporation on which launching of prosecution is still under consideration/pending. 

3.

The Corporation is directed to deliver the list of the 3205 violations identified by the Complainant (this list of 3205 violations is culled out from the letter of the Director, Local Govt. dated 27.08.2007).  A period of one month is given to enable the Respondent to supply this information.

4.

This case brings out clearly that the Municipal Local Bodies such as Ludhiana, Municipal Corporation are at present not handling their information systems efficiently.

5.

We have separately directed the M.C., Ludhiana as well as Director, Local Govt. and the Govt. of Punjab to make efforts towards undertaking adequate administrative reforms within the Municipal Local Bodies.  The reforms should aim at codification of all data and its prompt retrieval and dissemination for the benefit of the citizens.  If the information on such issues as are raised here is readily available with the Public Authority, valuable time and effort of the State Govt. as well as the Corporation would be saved.

6.

To come up on 05.11.2007 for further proceedings.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 
  (Rajan Kashyap)




    
   
   
    Chief Information Commissioner

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007









Lt. Gen.P.K.Grover (Retd.)







   State Information Commissioner








(Mrs. Ravi Singh )
         
        






    
 
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

   

      -------------------------------- Complainant

 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Information Technology, 

Punjab., Chandigarh. 






   

---------------------------------- Respondent
CC No. 401 of 2007

ORDER

Present : 
Ms. Kavita Mahajan, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.


Sh. Yash Pal Sharma, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of the Respondent.



On the last date of hearing that is 11.07.2007, Respondent had supplied information running into about 200 pages to the Complainant before the Commission.  Complainant sought time to study the material and confirm whether it was according to his request for information.  

2.

Subsequent to the last date of hearing, Complainant submitted to the Commission in writing, certain deficiencies in the information supplied.  The deficiencies pointed out by the Complainant and the response thereto by the Respondent are as under :-  


(i)
As per the Complainant, “Authenticated copy of all the notes, file notings or any other documents that contain the requisition made by any office for appointment of Commissioners or that contain the assessment regarding number of Commissioners required for the Commission or that contain the reasons or justification for appointment of Commissioners at different points of time since the establishment of the Commission”.  

In response to the above the Respondent has stated as under: -


“No correspondence was made between the Government and the Punjab State Information Commission for the appointment of Information Commissioners.”



We put a specific question to the Respondent whether there are any notings or documents on the record which contain the information required by the Complainant. He has replied that no such notings/documents exist on the record.  

(ii)
Complainant has objected with reference to para (V) of his application that “the Respondent has   provided    biodata   of   only   one    Commissioner   though  there   are  9   Information Commissioners including the Chief Information Commissioner.  In case, the respondent did not
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have the biodata of other Commissioners on the date of their appointment, the Respondent should clearly state so.” 



The Respondent has given the bio-data of the other eight Information Commissioners to the Complainant before us today.  He further clarifies that there are no applications for appointment as State Information Commissioners on the record.  

         (iii)
The Complainant objects that “the Respondent has not provided appointment letters and notifications in respect of the 4 Information Commissioners appointed in 2007”.



The Respondent has, however, provided a copy of the notification in respect of the four Commissioners appointed in 2007 to the Complainant before us today.

          (iv)
Complainant objected that he has asked for authenticated copies of the documents, but he has been given only un-authenticated photo-copies.  The Respondent has undertaken to authenticate all the documents supplied to the Complainant.  


(v)
Another objection by the Complainant is that “in case there was any proposal at any point of time for establishment of benches of places other than Chandigarh, please provide an authenticated copy of each of the documents concerning establishment of benches including file notings, correspondence with the Commission or other offices (both to fro) etc.  In case, no such proposal was so made/received, please mention clearly.”


In response the Respondent has stated as under: -


“Yes, the matter is under consideration.”


The Complainant had never sought such a statement from the Respondent. The Respondent should either provide the copies of relevant documents or clearly state that there is no document on record regarding proposal for establishment of benches of Information Commission at place other than Chandigarh.”



The Respondent has informed the Complainant that there is no proposal, at present, to establish benches of the State Information Commission at any place other than Chandigarh and copies of the concerned notings have also been provided to the Complainant.

3.

The Complainant may consider the response given by the Respondent before us today and file his objections, if any, by the next date of hearing.  To come up for further proceedings on 31.10.2007 at 1500 hours.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.    

(Rajan Kashyap)


  (P.K.Verma )
 


          (R.K.Gupta)
Chief Information Commissioner State Information Commissioner State Information Commissioner  

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007





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

Sh. Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

B-34/903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana. 

  
  -------------------------------- Complainant

 Vs. 

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary,

Information Technology, 

Punjab.






   
---------------------------------- Respondent

CC No. 387 of 2007

ORDER

Present : 
Ms. Kavita Mahajan, Advocate on behalf of the Complainant.



Sh. Hari Raj, Under Secretary Co-ordination-cum-APIO office of the 



Principal Secretary, Information Technology, Punjab on behalf of the 



Respondent.



On 11.07.2007, the last date of hearing, PIO, Principal Secretary, Information Technology & Administrative Reforms placed on record a letter explaining the delay in supply of information.  The Under Secretary prayed for condonation of delay on the plea that it was neither wilful nor deliberate.  

2.

On the same date of hearing, we had directed :-

(i) “That the PIO, Chief Secretary’s office should give his reply to the items concerning him that figure in the request for information, within a period of 30 days.

(ii) That on the next date of hearing, PIO of the office of the Principal Secretary, Information Technology & Administrative Reforms and the PIO, office of the Chief Secretary  should personally be present to explain their position.”

3.

Subsequent to the last date of hearing, Complainant on 14.08.2007 submitted a list pointing out certain alleged deficiencies in relation to the information supplied pursuant to the request for information.  

4.

Respondent submits before us today that on 30.08.2007, comprehensive material running into 370 pages was sent by registered post to the Complainant.  According to the Respondent, the entire information demanded has been duly delivered. The counsel for the 
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Complainant states, however, that she has only the covering letter linked to the material.  Additional set of relevant papers is, therefore, delivered to the counsel of the Complainant in our presence. 

5.

Complainant’s counsel wishes to study this material before confirming whether the demand for information has been met.  In so far as the objections of the Complainant (as contained in his communication dated 14.08.2007) are concerned, the Respondent is directed to carefully go through them and send his response to the Complainant before the next date of hearing with a copy to the Commission.  

6.

To come up for further proceedings on 31.10.2007 at 1500 hours.  Copies of the order be sent to both the parties.  

(Rajan Kashyap)


  (P.K.Verma )
 


          (R.K.Gupta)
Chief Information Commissioner  State Information Commissioner State Information Commissioner  

Chandigarh

Dated: 12.09.2007


