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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 86 /2013 
Sh. Maherdin S/o Sh. Ginhra Khan,

R/o Village Albelpur, P.O-Jitwal Kalan,

Tehsil Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur - 148019.


………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council,

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Regional Deputy Director,

Shahiri Sthanak Sansthawan, Patiala.
     ……………..……………Respondents

Present:
Sh. Maherdin appellant assisted by Mohamand Jani (96460-51600). 

For the respondent: Sh. Maninder Pal Singh, Superintendant, Nagar Council, Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur (75089-10071) and Sh. Rajpal Singh, Superintendent o/o Regional Deputy Director, Patiala.
ORDER

1. Sh. Maherdin appellant assisted by Mohamand Jani is present in the Commission and submits that he may be permitted to inspect the record pertaining to the application dated 15.06.2012 and thereafter obtain the requisite documents available on record. 
2. Sh. Maninder Pal Singh Superintendant, Nagar Council, Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur and Sh. Rajpal Singh, Superintendent o/o Regional Deputy Director, Patiala are present in the Commission. The respondent no.1 agrees with the request of the appellant and both the parties agree to meet in the office of PIO on mutually decided date 09.04.2013 at 10:00 A.M. for the purpose of inspection. 
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.05.2013 at 2:00 P.M.   
4. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


    

Sd/- 
Chandigarh






      
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013


                     
        State Information Commissioner  

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 97/2013 
Date of decision: 04.04.2013 

Sh. Joginder Singh S/o Sh. Dayal Singh,

R/o # B-IV/922, Old Radha Swami Street,

Barnala.


             


………………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Food Supply Controller,

Barnala.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o District Food Supply Controller,

Barnala.

 
      
          ……………..……………Respondents
Present:
None for the appellant. 
For the respondent: Sh. Loveneesh Sharma, Auditor, (9501988411) O/o District Food Supply Controller, Barnala.

ORDER

1. The appellant vide his application dated 31.03.2012 has sought information for the period from 25.09.2011 to 31.12.2011 regarding the name of the official/officer for delaying the payments of commission agents for a longer time/period violating Punjab Government standing instructions  for making the payments within 72 hours. On not getting the information he filed appeal first with the FAA and then in the Commission on 27.12.2012.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 27.02.2013 in the Commission.

3. The appellant in the instant case is not present in the Commission. However, a registered letter has been received at diary no. 6036 dated 14.03.2013 from him stating that he has received correct and complete information from the PIO office of DFSC, Barnala. He has further requested to drop/decide the case in his absence. 
Cont…..p2

APPEAL CASE NO. 97/2013
4.  Sh. Loveneesh Sharma, Auditor O/o District Food Supply Controller, Barnala submit that the complete requisite information has already been sent to the appellant vide memo no. Est.-3-2013/8984 dated 22.02.2013. He further submits that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and therefore, the case may please be disposed of. 
5. After hearing respondent and going through the record available on file, it emerges that the requisite information has been provided to the satisfaction of the  appellant who has intimated vide letter dated 27.02.2013 to this effect also. In this case now no further information remains to be provided to the appellant. Therefore, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

     Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


                              State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 99/2013 
Date of decision: 04.04.2013 
Sh. Rajeev Jindal S/o Sh. Krishan Chand,

607, Dashmesh Nagar, Truck Union, Malerkotla.
………………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation,

Malerkotla. 

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Deputy Director,

Local Govt. Patiala.

   
      ……………..……………Respondents
 
Present:
Sh. Rajeev Jindal appellant in person. 
For the respondent: Sh. Maninder Pal Singh Superintendant, Nagar Council, Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur (75089-10071) and Sh. Rajpal Singh, Superintendent o/o Regional Deputy Director, Patiala. 
ORDER

1. The appellant vide his application dated 18.09.2012 has sought information qua action taken on his complaint dated 27.08.2012 regarding illegal encroachments. On not getting the information he filed appeal first with the FAA and then in the Commission on 27.12.2012.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 27.02.2013 in the Commission.

3. The appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and tenders in writing that he has received the information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may please be disposed of. 

4. Sh. Maninder Pal Singh Superintendant, Nagar Council, Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur and Sh. Rajpal Singh, Superintendent o/o Regional Deputy Director, Patiala are present in the Commission. The respondent PIO states that the complete requisite information has been provided to the appellant vide letter no.894 dated 03.04.2013. He further submits that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of. 
Cont…..p2
APPEAL CASE NO. 99/2013 
5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file, it emerges that the requisite information has been provided by PIO concerned to the satisfaction of the appellant who has given written statement accordingly. In this case now no further information remains to be provided by PIO to the appellant. Therefore, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of. 
6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 


     Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
APPEAL CASE NO. 106/2013 
Date of decision: 04.04.2013 
Smt. Rekha Kumari Sharma W/o Sh. J P Sharma

R/o # 169/1-A Shivalik Avenue.

Naya Nangal, Distt. Ropar.


                   ………………………….Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Municipal Council, Nangal.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Regional Deputy Director Local Bodies,

Ludhiana. 



      
……………..……………Respondents
Present:
Sh. A.K. Bakshi Advocate on behalf of the appellant (9814006337))

For the respondents: Sh. H.K. Aurora Advocate for respondent no.1 

Sh. Bhupinder Singh Executive Officer, Nagar Council Nangal. 

ORDER

1. The appellant vide her application dated 28.05.2012 has sought information regarding 6 points pertaining to lay out plan of Khasra No.270/4 & 270/6 separately with dimension & measurements. On not getting the information she filed appeal first with the FAA and then in the Commission on 28.12.2012.

2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 27.02.2013 in the Commission.

3. Sh. A.K. Bakshi Advocate on behalf of the appellant is present in the Commission and states that thought the requisite information has been provided but it has not been attested. He further submits that he has inadvertently enclosed two more applications, dated 08.05.2012 and 29.05.2012, for the purpose of appeal along with the application dated 28.05.2012 presuming that those will also be taken up in AC No. 106 of 2013. In the end, he requests that he may be given the liberty to avail the remedy to file separate appeals in remaining two applications as per provision of the RTI Act.  
Cont…..p2

APPEAL CASE NO. 106/2013 
4. Sh. H.K. Aurora Advocate for respondent no.1 and Sh. Bhupinder Singh Executive Officer, Nagar Council Nangal are present in the Commission and undertake that the photocopy of the layout plan already provided to the appellant on 18.03.2013 shall be attested after it is presented in the office of PIO.

5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record on file  it emerges that that complete information has been provided to the appellant on her application dated 28.05.2012. As regards two other applications dated 08.05.2012 and 29.05.2012 of the information seeker are concerned, the appellant is at liberty to file separate appeals severely in the Commission in accordance with provisions of RTI Act. In view of above, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of. 

6. Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 

 Sd/-    
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 265/2013 

Date of decision: 04.04.2013 
Sh. Pawan Kumar S/o Sh. Sohan Lal

R/o Sood Colony, Morinda, (Ropar)

Mob-98729-43912



            ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council,
Morinda.





……………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in person. (98729-43912)
For the respondent: Sh. Jagpal Singh AME, office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Morinda. 

ORDER

1.
The complainant had sought information vide his application dated 03.10.2012 regarding the written reply of parties concerned and action taken thereon by the Nagar Council, Morinda. On not satisfied with the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 28.12.2012.
2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 27.02.2013 in the Commission.

3.
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and tenders in writing that he has been received the requisite information to his satisfaction and requests that the case may be disposed of. 

4.
Sh. Jagpal Singh AME, office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Morinda is present in the Commission and states that the complete requisite information has been provided to the complainant to his satisfaction. He further submits that now no more information remains pending with the PIO and requests that the case may be disposed of. 











Cont…p-2

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 265/2013 
5.
After hearing both the parties and going through the record available on file it is observed that the complete information has already been provided to the complainant on his application dated 03.10.2012. In this case now no further information remains to be provided by PIO to the complainant. Therefore, the instant complaint case is closed and disposed of. 
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 
 
   
Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
COMPLAINT CASE NO. 266/2013 

Sh. Pawan Kumar S/o Sh. Sohan Lal

R/o Sood Colony, Morinda, (Ropar)

Mob-98729-43912
    


             ………………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Council

Morinda.





……………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in person. (98729-43912)
For the respondent: Sh. Jagpal Singh AME, office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Morinda.  

ORDER

1. Sh. Pawan Kumar complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that the information has yet not been received in this case. He further submits that PIO be directed to provide requisite information after inspection of record.   
2. Sh. Jagpal Singh AME, office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Morinda is present in the Commission and states that the complainant may visit the office of PIO on mutually decided date 08.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. and inspect the record and seek needed information. 
3. The matter is adjourned for further hearing on 15.05.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.  

   Sd/- 
Chandigarh






          (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 302 of 2013 

Date of decision: 04.04.2013 
Sh. Awninder Singh Virk,

R/o Choudhary Colony Ward No-9,

V.P.O-Bassi Pathana, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib


……..Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Executive Officer,

Nagar Council, Bassi Pathana.


…………..……………Respondent

Present:
Sh. Awninder Singh Virk complainant in person. (94178-73262)
For the respondent: Sh. Ravneet Singh Executive Officer, and  

Sh. Jagmohan Lal, Clerk O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Bassi Pathana. (96460-59002)

ORDER

1.
The complainant had sought information from the PIO concerned vide his application dated 13.10.2011 regarding the length & width of a public street situated in Nagar Council, Bassi Pathana. On not getting the information he filed complaint with the Commission on 01.01.2013.
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 28.02.2013 in the Commission.

3. The complainant is present in the Commission at today’s hearing. He submits that the requisite information has been received by him from the PIO vide his letter no.1480 dated 13.02.2013. He tenders written statement that he is satisfied with the information and that the case may be disposed of. 
4. Sh. Ravneet Singh Executive Officer, and Sh. Jagmohan Lal, Clerk O/o Executive Officer, Nagar Council, Bassi Pathana are present in the Commission and states that the requisite information has already been sent to the complainant. They further state now no more information remains pending in this case and requests the case kindly may be disposed of.

Cont…..p2

Complaint Case No. 302 of 2013 

5. After hearing both the parties and going through the record its observed that the complete information has been provided to the complainant by the PIO to the satisfied of the latter.   In this case, now no further information remains to be provided to the complainant. Therefore, the instant appeal is closed and disposed of.
6.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.










 
        Sd/-       


Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

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

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 304 of 2013 
Sh. Prabh Singh,

R/o # HM-119, Phase- 3B-1, 

Sector-60, SAS Nagar, Mohali.    
        
                 ……………………….Complainant 

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Principal Secretary, Technical Education & Industrial 

Training Punjab, Chandigarh.



…………..……………Respondent
Present:
Sh. Prabh Singh complainant in person. (94635-77747)
For the respondent: Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Superintendant–cum-APIO (98882-27551) and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Principal Secretary, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab Chandigarh. 

ORDER

1. Sh. Prabh Singh complainant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that though the requisite information has been provided by the PIO but he is not satisfied with the reply of the PIO. In the end, he requests for a short adjournment.  

2. Sh. Gurmeet Singh, Superintendant–cum-APIO and Sh. Paramjit Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Principal Secretary, Technical Education & Industrial Training, Punjab Chandigarh are present in the Commission and state that the point wise complete information has been provided to the complainant vide memo no. 1/134/2008-1 TE-1/513 dated 28.03.2013. They further state that now no more information remains pending with the office of PIO. 

3.
Accepting the plea of the complainant, the matter is adjourned for further hearing on 03.05.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 
4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.









 
       Sd/-          


Chandigarh





   

 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


                    
         State Information Commissioner 

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 

Appeal Case No.  1143 of 2012
Sh. Kuldip Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum.

#3344, Chet Singh Nagar.

    
Ludhiana-141003.




                           

…Appellant 

Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation, 

Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation

Mata Rani Chowk, Ludhiana-141008.

          
                   …Respondent
Present:
None present.
ORDER 
1. After hearing through the case file, it is observed that PIO Sh. Kamlesh Bansal, Additional Commissioner has joined as PIO on 20.05.2012 but it is not clear as to who was the earlier PIO posted in his place since the date of RTI application dated 09.11.2011.
2. Sh. Kamlesh Bansal, PIO-cum- Additional Commissioner office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana is hereby directed to give chronological detail of his predecessor PIO/PIOs after 09.11.2011 and before his joining i.e.20.05.2011. His reply should reach the Commission before next date of hearing which is fixed for 23.04.2013.

3. The matter to come up for hearing on 23.04.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.
 
Sd/- 




Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013


               
State Information Commissioner
 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 84-85, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(WWW.infocommpunjab.com) 
Appeal Case No. 1149 of 2012
Date of decision 04.04.2013

Sh. Parminder Singh,

R/o #11745, Gali No.3.

SAS Nagar, Block-21,

       
Ludhiana-141003.



                      

    …Appellant 

Vs
1. Public Information Officer,

O/o Municipal Corporation 

Ludhiana (Zone-C).

2. First Appellate Authority

O/o Municipal Corporation

Ludhiana (Zone-C).






      Respondents
Present:
None for the Appellant.

For the respondent: Sh. Dharam Singh Superintendent Engineer (Wing B&R) -cum-PIO office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 

ORDER
1.
The application of the information seeker is dated 21.05.2012 whereby he sought information on 17 points regarding construction of road in ward no. 70 of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. Not satisfied with the PIO, he filed appeal first with FAA on 27.12.2011 and then in the Commission on 17.08.2012. 

2.
Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 23.10.2012 through Video Conference where the matter was adjourned for further hearing in the Commission at Chandigarh on 15.11.2012. 

Cont…….p-2

Appeal Case No. 1149 of 2012
3.
During the hearing via video conference the appellant stated that he has not               got information on his application dated 21.05.2012 till date. The appellant sent a letter dated 08.11.2012 received in the Commission at diary no. 20497 dated 15.11.2012 mentioning that during the last hearing through video conference on 23.10.2012 the  PIO was directed to provide the information within 15 days which he has yet not been provided and therefore the PIO be penalized @ Rs.250/- per day and the appellant should also be compensated for causing detriment. During the hearing on 15.11.2012 the appellant stated that the information provided to him was deficient and that the PIO should be penalized fine of Rs.25,000/-. Another letter from the appellant dated 06.12.2012 has been received in the Commission at diary no. 22215 dated 10.12.2012 mentioning that the PIO has not removed the deficiency within 10 days as directed during the hearing on 15.11.2012 thus causing harassment to him and reiterates that the PIO be penalized for not providing information within stipulated time as per provisions of RTI Act 2005. During the hearing on 20.12.2012, the appellant stated that though the complete information has been provided to him but respondent has taken more than 30 days as stipulated in the RTI therefore the PIO should be penalized.

4.
During the Video Conference on 23.10.2012 the respondent did not have the concerned file with him to give the specific reply. On 15.11.2012 the respondent stated that the information has been provided to the appellant vide letter no.235/APIO-C dated 

Cont…p3

Appeal Case No. 1149 of 2012
08.11.2012 and the deficiencies pointed out by the appellant shall be removed within 10 days. On 20.12.2012 the PIO stated that the complete information has been provided to the appellant. On 22.01.2013, Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (T) –cum PIO submitted reply to the Show Cause Notice and availed opportunity of personal hearing during which he explained that there was no laxity on the part of the Corporation in this case. Although the information was not liable to be supplied because it had been asked for in question answer form and it did not conform to Section 2(f) of the RTI Act, 2005 yet in the first instance the appellant was required to inspect the file and obtain all the documents he required. He referred to PIO’s letter no.96/APIO-C dated 30.05.2012 whereby the appellant was intimated that the information is not available in the format sought by him and was requested to visit the office on any working day to inspect the record and seek the information which is available on record.  But the appellant did not respond. Instead, the appellant approached FAA on 06.06.2012. On 16.07.2012 vide letter no. 144/APIO-C, the appellant was again intimated that the information asked for by him is not available in the format sought for and was asked to inspect the file and the required copy of the information shall be provided to him. The PIO further mentioned that since the appellant did not respond positively to the request of the Corporation the information was provided to latter on 08.11.2012. The PIO further stated during the hearing on 20.12.2012 that the complete 

Cont…p4

Appeal Case No. 1149 of 2012 
information has been provided to the appellant. In his reply to the SCN, the PIO mentioned that there was no laxity on the part of the Corporation and it acted with alacrity, good intentions and with sense of devotion and dedication but the appellant did not respond positively to the good will gesture of the Corporation. Since no malafide is involved in this case and information to the satisfaction of the appellant stands supplied it is prayed that the appeal may disposed of and consigned to record. There is no ground for the imposition of penalty or grant of compensation. 

5.
After hearing the parties and going through the record available on file it emerges that on application dated 21.05.2012 of the information seeker, the PIO responded vide letter no.96/APIO-C dated 30.05.2012. The said letter indicates that the information was not available in the format sought by the appellant who was requested to visit the office for purpose of seeking required information after inspection of record. On filing appeal with FAA the appellant was again asked by the PIO vide letter no. 144/APIO-C dated 16.07.2012 to visit the office to inspect the record in order to provide the requisite information. The appellant did not respond to these two letters. The appellant filed second appeal in the Commission on 17.08.2012 i.e. after 8 months time. Notwithstanding, the PIO provided the available information to the appellant on 10.11.2012. The PIO did not have malafide intention and complete information after removing the deficiency was provided to the appellant to his satisfaction. The contention of the PIO in reply to the SCN and his verbal pleadings are tenable and his intention is 

Cont…..p2

Appeal Case No. 1149 of 2012 
not found to be malafide in this case and as such it is not a fit case for penalizing the PIO under section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. Therefore, the SCN issued to Sh. Dharam Singh, Additional Commissioner (T)–cum PIO is hereby discharged. In view of aforementioned, the case is closed and disposed of.  

6.
Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.




 









Sd/- 
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013.


               
State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054







Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Complaint Case No. 2516 of 2012

Date of pronouncement : 04.04.2013
Sh. Lokesh kumar,

S/o Sh. Payare Lal

C/o Gupta Fertilizer,

Railway Road, Kurali.





   
…Complainant

Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Nagar Council, Kurali

Distt. Mohali.



                          
   

…Respondent

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lokesh Kumar in person.  
For the respondent:  Sh. Tilak Raj Singh AME, Sh. Sukhdev Singh, Junior Assistant and Sh. Rajesh Kumar, Clerk office of Nagar Council, Kurali, Distt.Mohali. 

ORDER

1. Vide his application dated 11.06.2012 the complainant had sought information from the PIO office of Executive Officer Municipal Council, Kurali on following 5 points:

i)
Attested copy of order/notification of Punjab Government vide which executive officer are empowered to declare any property disputed in municipal limits of Kurali.

ii)
Attested copy of reply report sent by to E.O., Kurali in respect to letter no.484 dated 10.04.2012 (Copy attached) from D.L.G. Chandigarh.

iii)
As per your office record proposed map passed vide serial no.156 dated 06.01.2010 is of residential or shop. (Copy attached)

iv)
As per your office record property no.583 ward no.2 Kurali is in red line area or outside red line area. 

v)
As per your record name of the owner of property for which the map has been passed on vide S. No. 156 dated 06.01.2010 of dated 06.01.2010.
On not satisfied with the information provided by the PIO concerned, a complaint was filed in the Commission on 03.09.2012. 




       Cont…p-2

Complaint Case No. 2516 of 2012
2. Notice was issued to the parties for hearing on 22.10.2012 in the Commission.

3. On first hearing on 22.10.2012 the complainant did not attend the Court citing the reason as some unavoidable circumstances. During the hearing on 10.12.2012 the complainant stated that he had not received the complete information from the respondent PIO whereas on 11.01.2013 the complainant agitated that he had to visit office of Nagar Council a number of times after closing a shop and incurred financial loss for which he should be adequately compensated. He also argued on the contents of information provided to him on points no.3 & 5 of his application. On 11.02.2013 the complainant pointed out that the information provided on point no. 3 & 5 is still deficient. On 27.02.2013 the complainant submitted a representation and stated that the PIO has provided him the information on 21.02.2013 after a delay of more than 200 days and therefore heavy compensation be paid to him as he had to visit frequently office of Nagar Council, Kurali after closing his shop and four visits to Commission in car with driver besides mental harassment by the PIO. 

4. During the hearings on 22.10.2012 and 10.12.2012, the respondent stated that the requisite information has already been provided to the complainant vide letter no. MC(K) 784 dated 09.07.2012 and letter no.MC(K) 999 dated 28.08.2012 by registered post. On 11.01.2013 the PIO argued about the contents of the information provided to the complainant qua point no.3 & 5 vide letter dated 09.07.2012. On 11.02.2013 the respondent stated that the deficiency pointed out by the complainant shall be removed. During the last hearing on 27.02.2013 the respondent stated that the information to the complainant has been provided timely. 
Cont…p-3

Complaint Case No. 2516 of 2012
5. After hearing both the parties and perusing the record available on file, it is observed that the information to the complainant on 5 points of his application dated 11.06.2012 has been provided by the PIO office of Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Kurali vide letter no.MC (K) 784 dated 09.07.2012. In response to this letter the complainant had raised two further queries one regarding the building plan and second that as per record who was owner of the property for which plan has been passed on 06.01.2010. After arguing the contents of information given on point no.3 & 5 of the application the PIO provided information to the complainant which was also endorsed to the Commission vide no. MC(K) 89 dated 21.01.2013. The complainant was still not satisfied with the information provided by the PIO. As a matter fact the complainant had sought information qua point no.5 in order to ascertain the name of the owner of the property for which the map has been passed on vide serial no.156 dated 06.01.2010 and this was the major issue of argument of the complainant was that he was not satisfied qua the information provided on point no.5 by the PIO who mentioned that the building map is passed and entry in the register is made for the purpose of house tax only and this is not far the purpose of ownership. The contention of the PIO in this respect is found to be correct. As far the delay in providing the information is concerned it is observed that the information on all the five points was provided timely to the complainant on 09.07.2012. It is further observed that the main cause of dissatisfaction of the complainant was that he wanted the information on point no.3 and 5 deficient as per his own standards. During the argument it was also revealed that the complainant 
Cont…..p2

Complaint Case No. 2516 of 2012
needed the information in specific manner as a case was stated to be pending in a Civil Court regarding ownership of the property in question. The written and verbal submission of the complainant that he has spent huge money by closing his shop in order to visit office of PIO and his four visits from Kurali to Chandigarh in car with driver besides mental harassment caused due to the behavior of the PIO are not tenable because the shop of the complainant is situated in Kurali itself and that he had to visit Commission getting the deficiencies removed on terms suiting to his requirements. No malafide on part of PIO concerned is established by complainant in causing delay while providing the requisite information to latter. In view of aforementioned, the complaint is closed and disposed of.  

6. Announced in the Court. Copy of the order be sent to the parties.



Sd/- 
Chandigarh





 
         (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013

                    
        
         State Information Commissioner  

       STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB
SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH, Ph. No. 0172-4630054

Visit us @ www.infocommpunjab.com
Appeal Case No. 1423 of 2012
Sh. Faqir Chand, 

S/o Sh. Jabru Ram,

R/o #B-10/312, Dr.B.R. Ambedkar Road,

Mohalla Arya Nagar Kartarpur 

Tehsil & Distt- Jallandhar-144801
         
              


    …Appellant

Vs

1. Public Information Officer,

O/o District Education Officer(S)

Jalandhar.



2. First Appellate Authority,

O/o Circle Education Officer 

Jalandhar.







…Respondents

Present:
Appellant Sh. Faqir Chand in person. (97813-44306)

For the respondent: Sh. Hemraj, Superintendant –cum –APIO office of District Education Officer(S)Jalandhar.  
ORDER
1.
Sh. Faqir Chand appellant in the instant case is present in the Commission and states that he has already made written submissions vide his representation dated 23.03.2013. 

2.
Sh. Hemraj, Superintendant –cum –APIO office of District Education Officer(S) Jalandhar is present in the Commission and states that the written pleadings dated 27.02.2013 have already been submitted. 

3.
 The matter is adjourned for order on 15.05.2013 at 2:00 P.M. 

 4.
Announced in the Chamber. Copy of the order be sent to the parties. 






             Sd/-    
Chandigarh





        
 (Parveen Kumar)

Dated: 04.04.2013

               

State Information Commissioner
