STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

# 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Chief Conservator of Forests

and Wild Life, 17 Bays Building, 

Sector:17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 101/2009
Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri  Surjit Singh Sahota, Deputy Divisional Forest Officer Jalandhar at Phillaur  and Shri Karnail Singh, Senior Assistant, office of PCCF Chandigarh,  on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the Appellant sent his observations,  on the information supplied to him on the last date of hearing,  to the Divisional Forest Officer Jalandhar on 04.04.2010 with a copy to the Commission. Shri Surjit Singh Sahota, Deputy Divisional Forest Officer Jalandhar at Phillaur is present in the court today alongwith written submission of Shri Chaman Lal, Divisional Forest Officer-cum-PIO, Jalandhar in which he has stated in Para-1 that the information supplied vide letter No. 10442, dated 22.03.2010 is true and correct from all aspects as per Rules/guidelines. In Para-2 of his written submission he has stated that in 280 out of 308 cases there 
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was not any violation obviously action taken will be nil and in 28 cases there is a violation as reported by the Range Officers of this division after verifying the actual position in the field and adequate action taken by issuing damage reports in the name of violator and ultimately they are going to be prosecuted by law of court. He has further reiterated that the information supplied vide letter No. 10440-41 dated 22.03.2010 is correct as per record/verification of this office and has requested that the case may be filed in the interest of justice. A copy of the written submission of  the PIO is handed over to the Appellant in the court today in my presence. 
2.

The subject of the information, supplied to the Appellant, has been written as under:-

“ Certified detail of all cases detected by the authorities in Punjab(Central and/or State) where the forest land was cleared in front of the project is for which no sanction was obtained from the competent authority for de-reservation of forest land. The detail shall be in respect of all cases where requisite action is pending as on 30.06.2008. The detail shall be in the following format:”
which is clearly contradictory and misleading.  .Shri Surjit Singh Sahota, Deputy D.F.O.  states that he will verify the facts from the record and a correct list will be provided on the next date of hearing in the light of the written submission made today in the court from Shri Chaman Lal, DFO-cum-PIO. 
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3.

The information is late for more than one and a half years. 
Therefore, Shri M. P. Rai, Additional Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab Chandigarh is directed to make a written submission on the next date of hearing, explaining reasons as to why action be not taken against him for imposing penalty under Section 20(1) and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Appellant for the loss and detriment suffered by him. He is also directed to supply a list of deemed PIOs as the information was to be collected from all the Divisional Forest Officers in the State,  alongwith copies  of instructions issued to them in this regard from time to time. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  22.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 13. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Amardeep Singh Sandhu,

763, Phase:2, Army Complex, Mohali – 160055.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Block Development and Panchayat Officer,

Dera Bassi, District: S. A. S. Nagar(Mohali).



 Respondent

CC No.  3656, 3658, 3660/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.
Shri Preet Inder Singh, BDPO; Smt. Ritu, Superintendent-cum-APIO; Shri Atul Sharma, A.E.; Shri Lalit Goyal, J.E., Shri Manjit Singh, Panchayat Secretary and Smt. Satnam Kaur, Sarpanch, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Preet Inder Singh, BDPO, states that as per the directions given by the Commission, on the last date of hearing, he submitted an application with the SHO Dera Bassi for filing FIR in respect of missing record of Gram Panchayat Mahiwala for the period 1998-1999 but the SHO returned the application with the remarks that the case may be ;filed through Deputy Commissioner, Mohali.
2.

Shri Atul Shasrma, A.E. Majri states that he had been directed by the then  BDPO, Dera Bassi to get the work done of Village Mahiwala, which was started on 22.09.2006 and completed on 25.11.2006. He further states that no measurement was taken by him and no bill for making payment to the contractor 
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was countersigned by him. He submits  a copy of the Utilization Certificate,  which is taken on record. 
3.

The BDPO, Dera Bassi is directed to take necessary action as per Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 against the officers/officials, who have not maintained the record of handing over/taking over by JEs. He is also directed to supply copy of the FIR and Utilization Certificate to the Complainant. He is also directed to supply Action Taken Report to the Complainant as well as to the Commission. 
4.

Since the requisite  information, as available on record,  stands provided, the case is disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 13. 04. 2010



      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.





Appellant






Vs
Public Information Officer,
O/o Superintending Engineer,

Central Works Circle,

PWD(B&R), Rani Jhansi Road, Ludhiana.



 Respondent

AC - 820/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Rajpreet Singh Sidhu, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Rajpreet Singh Sidhu, XEN, Central Works Division No.1, PWD(B&R) Ludhiana places on record a written submission of Shri Tarsem Lal Dhall, S.E.-cum-PIO, alongwith a copy of the requisite information, which was supplied to the Appellant on 03.08.2009 as per his demand. 
2.

The Appellant is not present today. Therefore, he is contacted on Mobile Phone No. 94175-70000 to ascertain whether he has received the information or not. The Appellant states that he has received the information and requests that necessary action for imposing penalty upon the PIO may be taken under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 as the information has been delayed. 
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3.

A perusal of the written submission made by Shri Tarsem Lal Dhall-cum-PIO reveals that no S.E. was posted in the Circle when the information as demanded by the Appellant and more-over the information was demanded from the Construction Circle. The written submission is brought to the notice of the Appellant on phone and the PIO is directed to send a copy of the written submission to the Appellant. 

4.

I am satisfied with the plea put forth by the S.E.-cum-PIO with regard to the delay in the supply of the information. Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO as the delay occurred in the supply of information is not intentional but procedural. However, the PIO is directed to be more careful in future in  the supply of information to the Complainants/Appellants within the stipulated period. 
5.

Since the information stands provided, the case is disposed of.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 13. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Surinder Pal Sharma,

5993, Luxmi Nagar,

Jassian Road, Haibowal Kalan, Ludhiana.



Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2472/2009
Present:
Shri Surinder Pal Sharma,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri Sudhir Kumar, Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

The Respondent states that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant as per his demand. The Complainant states that the information supplied to him is still incomplete and  he is not satisfied. 
2.

Therefore, the Respondent is directed to bring original record on the next date of hearing.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 20.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 13. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                        
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain, 

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

 Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary,

Industries & Commerce, Punjab,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector:17, Chandigarh.




 Respondent

AC - 302 /2009
Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri G. S. Sandhu, Manager Legal-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondents requests for adjournment of the instant  case as a case against the orders of the Commission  has been filed in the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court. 
3.

Since no stay has been granted by the Hon’ble Punjab & Haryana High Court so far, therefore, it is directed that the orders of the Commission dated 09.02.2010 be complied with before the next date of hearing. 
4.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 20.04.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 13. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hitender Jain, 

C/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar,

 Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, SCO No. 131-132,

 Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 304/2009
Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Naresh Batta, SDO, office of CTP of Local Government Department, Punjab, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Naresh Batta, SDO, office of CTP of Local Government Department, Punjab,  places on record a photo copy of an affidavit dated 18.01.2010 from Shri M. S. Aujla, Chief Town Planner, Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh and a copy of a letter No. 14/115/09-3;;1$1455-1456, dated 08.04.2010,  addressed to the Appellant with a copy to the Commission vide which proceedings of the meeting dated 28.08.2009 were sent. 
2.

The Appellant states that he has sent his observations to the Principal Secretary Local Government, Punjab, in respect of Para 5. The 
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Respondent states that the letter sent by the Appellant has not been received in L.G.-1 Branch so far. 
3.

The Appellant states that he will produce proof of the receipt of the said letter in the office of Principal Secretary Local Government on the next date of hearing.

4.

Therefore, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 20.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh, when the question of imposing penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information will also be considered.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 13. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

C/o Vigilant Citizens’ Forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana – 141003.







Appellant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab Agricultural University,

Ludhiana.








 Respondent

AC - 336/2009
Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 

Shri Jaswant Singh, Assistant Registrar-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

A fax message has been received today in the Commission Office from the Appellant  intimating the Commission that he has received the requisite information. He has requested that penalty may be imposed upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of the information and he may be given compensation for the detriment and loss suffered by him in obtaining the information. 
2.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the Appellant demanded information in a format provided by him in his application dated 21.01.2009. After receiving the application,  the PIO vide his letter No. 3672, dated 12.02.2009 informed the Appellant that the information desired by him is lengthy and related to different Departments  and the Departments  have been requested to provide the 
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information immediately and as soon as the information is received the same will be supplied to him. 
3.

The PIO  has submitted that the process of collecting requisite information from different Departments of the University was started immediately after the receipt of the application of the Appellant  and some information was supplied to the Appellant on 13.07.2009. Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed first appeal with the first Appellate authority but no directions were issued to the PIO by the First Appellate Authority. The PIO has submitted that the information was to be collected from 60 Departments of the University and some of the Departments had to further collect the information from 16 KVKs, 12 FASs, 16 Regional Stations and 4 Regional Sub-Stations located in different District of the State. He has submitted that the delay has not been caused intentionally and rather it  is only a procedural delay as the information was to be prepared in the specific format provided by the Appellant. 
4.

On the directions of the Commission the excess charges of Rs. 90/- claimed by the University after a period of 30 days, has been refunded to the Appellant. 

5.

After going through the submissions made by the Appellant and the PIO vis-à-vis the affidavit submitted by the PIO and keeping in view the facts and circumstances narrated above, I arrive at the conclusion that no intentional delay 
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has been caused by the PIO. Rather he has tried his level best to collect the

 information at the earliest possible  but the delay has occurred  as the information was very voluminous and was to be prepared in the specific format provided by the Appellant after collecting it from a large number of Departments, KVKs, FASs, Regional Stations and Regional Sub-Stations located in different Districts of the State. Thus the delay caused is merely a procedural delay and no malafide is proved on the part of the PIO.  Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, a compensation of Rs. 5000/-(Rupees Five thousand only) is awarded to the Appellant for the detriment and loss suffered by him in obtaining the information in the instant case to be paid to him by the Public Authority through a Bank Draft,  before the next date of hearing. 
6.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of orders on 
11.05.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the  second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh. 
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 13. 04. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
          
            STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Anand s/o sh.Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road, Near Sainik Rest 

House, Sangrur- 148001.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Department of Local Govt. Juneja Building,

Sector 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1968 /2010

Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant, in person.



Shri Kulwinder Singh, Superintendent, Grade-II,-cum-APIO, o/o 

DLG, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant, but the same is not in the format as demanded by the complainant.  He pleads that case may be adjourned at least for 15 days so that he can prepare the list of documents as per the Punjab Government RTI Rules, 2007 in format for which the demand has been made by the complainant.

2.

It is directed that the PIO will make sure that the information is supplied within a period of 15 days and they will keep the record as per Section 19(8)(4) of the RTI Act, i.e. “ by making necessary changes to its practices in relating to the maintenance, management and destruction of records.” It is also directed that they should supply the correct information as per the record available with the department and as per the demand of the complainant.

3.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 11.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Anand s/o sh.Om Parkash Anand,

Telephone Exchange Road, Near Sainik Rest 

House, Sangrur- 148001.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Patiala.





 Respondent

CC No. 283 /2010

Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant, in person.



Shri Basant Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Basant Singh, Senior Assistant states that the information has been supplied vide letter No. 554, dated 18.02.2010 .  Directions were given on the last date of hearing that the information be supplied as per the demand of the complainant and as per the Punjab Right to Information Rules, 2007 and as per format submitted by the complainant in his application dated 01.10.2009. The respondent assures the Commission that the information will be supplied as per the demand of complainant.  He is also directed to keep the record as per the Punjab Government RTI Rules,2007 in future also.

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11-05-2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mahesh Kumar,

House No. 8, Gali No. 5,

Ferozepur Cantt.






      Complainant


  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Manager, The Ferozepur Central

Cooperative Bank Ltd., Ferozepur.




 Respondent

CC No. 727 /2010

Present:
Shri Mahesh Kumar, complainant, in person.



Shri Dinesh Chander, Advocate, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The Ld.Counsel on behalf of respondent states that the case may be adjourned at least for one week as the information is too old. The Ld. Counsel is also directed to file written submission from the PIO as to why a penalty may not be imposed upon him as the information is not supplied to the complainant and the same was demanded by the complainant in July, 2007.

 2.            I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his 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  20.05.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana- 141001.






      Apellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Local Government, Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 305 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, appellant, in person.



Shri Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Manjeet Singh, Senior Assistant has assured the commission that the written submission will be made either by him or by PIO on the next date of hearing indicating all the aspects as per deliberations made in the court today.  He will submit written submission as per the demand of appellant in the tabulated form and in the remarks column it will be shown that no information is available on the record of public authority. He will indicate the number of posts including incumbents working in the CTP office along with the posts held by the officers/ officials and from which head of account they are being paid salaries.

3.

It is also directed that if the record is not available, the PIO will lodge a complainant with the Police. He will also supply list of PIOs from 09.02.2009 to till date.

4.

case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 22.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India,

903, Chander Nagar, Civil Lines,

Ludhiana- 141001.






     
 Appellant




  


Vs

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

Deptt. of local Govt. Mini Sectt., Sector-9,

Chandigarh.








 Respondent

AC No. 176 & 306 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing, Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, Under Secretary –cum-PIO along with Shri Bachan Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Gurmukh singh, Senior Assistant had assured the commission that the information will be supplied within a period of 45 days relating to all the Improvement Trusts numbering 27 in the State of Punjab. Neither the information has been supplied nor any representative of the respondent is present in the court today. The information is late as the appellant demanded the information in the month of  January .2009.

2.

 I, therefore, call upon Shri Nirmal Singh Mavi, Under Secretary-cum-  Respondent-PIO  to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss 
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suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 10 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

3.

Case is fixed for further hearing on 22.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Usha Arora,

C-85, New Cantt. Road, Faridkot.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 80 /2010

Present:
Shri Ajay Kumar, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO and Shri Kuleep 


Singh Clerk, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing, clear orders were made to the PIO that he will produce the written statement from the Trust Engineer that the flats will be offered “on as is where is “ basis after obtaining possession certificate from the Trust Engineer and the Ld. Counsel has requested that the Trust will give in writing that on which date the Trust Engineer has issued the certificate and after that the Trust offered the flats for possession. However, the reply given by the Trust Engineer is not as per the demand of the appellant. It is directed that Shri A.R.Awasthi, Assistant Trust Engineer will attend the proceedings  in person and will clarify the clause 12 of the broucher i.e. handing over of possession so that the case is decided accordingly.

2.

It is therefore directed that Shri A.R.Awasthi will appear in person on the next date of hearing on 20.04.2010 in Court NO. 1, sco No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh and will give his written submission accordingly.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



`      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Om Parkash Bhatia,

c/o sh. Rajinder Bhatia, Advocate,

# 159, Opp.Mata Gujri Park,

Guru Tegh Bahadur Nagar, 

Jalandhar City-144003.





      
Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No.3817  /2009

Present:
Shri Om Parkash Bhatia, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing none was present. However, directions were issued to Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-PIO to appear in person along with the file of plot No. 93-G and directions were also issued to take strict action against Shri Jagbir Singh, who left the court without attending the proceedings.  The complainant states that he visited the office of PIO on 17-03-2010 at 11.00 AM but PIO was not present in the office and the file was not shown to him by the authorities and he left the office without inspection of the record. He states that he has been harassed by the Department. He is attending the court from Jalandhar and pleads that he may be compensated and the penalty be imposed upon the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act.

2          I, therefore, call upon Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer- cum- Respondent-PIO to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is 
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also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.

3.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing he will appear in person along with the information to be supplied to the complainant relating to plot No. 93-G.  The case is fixed for further hearing on  29.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kamal Anand s/o Sh.Om Parkash Anand,

R/o Telephone Exchange Road, near Sainik

Rest House, Sangrur-148001.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 282 /2010

Present:
Shri Kamal Anand, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

On the last date of hearing Shri Karanvir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO has assured the Commission that the complete information, as available on the record of public authority, will be supplied within a period of one month.  Though some information has been supplied but the complainant states that it is not according to his application and is incomplete. 

2.

It is, therefore, directed that the complete information, as per the demand of the complainant, will be supplied to the complainant before the next date of hearing and the case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 11-05-2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No.Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Ms. Priya Tejpal,

Flat No. 28, 6th Floor,

12-B Lord Sinha Road, Calcutta-700071.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 903 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Jagbir Singh. Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message is received from Ms. Priya Tejpal in which she pleads that her plea in the matter is that now that the file is complete, Ludhiana Improvement Trust may be directed to consider this file to be treated as replacement for the purpose of all dealing like payment of taxes and other development charges and permission to develop or sell the plot or any order that the commission may feel proper to bring the complaint to its logical end.

2.

The respondent states that her file would be considered as original for all purposes.  It is directed that PIO will give in writing  the statement given by Shri Jagbir Singh to the complainant.

3.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 20.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parkash Chand,

c/o Shri Ram Kumar Rinwa,

President, Village Social Welfare Society,

Karandi, Distt. Mansa.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Joint Registrar, Cooperative Societies,

Ferozepur.








 Respondent

CC No. 790 /2010

Present:
None is present from both the parties.

ORDER

1.

None is present in the court from both the parties.  Also nothing has been heard from the complainant.  He might have received the amount of compensation and the orders of the commission might have been confirmed.

2.

The case is, therefore, disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner





After the hearing is over, at about 2.00 PM the complainant phoned to convey that he has not yet received the amount of compensation.  He prays for early payment.

2.

It is, therefore, directed that  the PIO will make the payment of compensation to the complainant within a period of ten days i.e. by 27th of April, 2010 and case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 29.04.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla,

c/o Mr. Jatinder Moudgil,

E-1/12, Punjab University, Chandigarh-160014.


      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director, Local Govt. Punjab,

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1362 /2009

Present:
Dr. Rajinder Kumar Singla, complainant, in person.



Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

After verification of the record and the information supplied, the complainant states that the information supplied is incomplete and contradictory and no list has been attached  for para No. 2, a,b,c and 3F. He states that the total information is incomplete and action be taken against the PIO under Section 20(1) and compensation awarded to him under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act. 

3.            I, therefore, call upon Shri Tejinder Singh, Executive Officer-cum-  Respondent-PIO  to show cause why penalty @ of Rs. 250/- (Rupees Two hundred and fifty only)  per day be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his written statement showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the 
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receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party. It is also directed that action be initiated under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act against the officers/ officials who are at fault in the case. The case was heard from time to time and different orders were passed in which the directions were issued to the PIO to supply the information.

4.

Notice is also issued to the then PIO of office of Director, Local Government, Punjab under Section 20(1) as to why the application has not been transferred to the concerned authority under Section 6 of the RTI Act as he has taken 112 days instead of five days.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 11.05.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and office of Director Local Government, Punjab.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:13-04-2010


         State Information Commissioner





CC: Director Local Government, Punjab,



       Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

