STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Harminder Singh,

S/o Shri Ajmer Singh,

Village: Lang, Tehsil & District: Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

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

Patiala.








 Respondent

CC - 1309 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Gurdev Singh, Superintendent, Shri Harbans Singh, Present Sarpanch of Village: Lang and Shri Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary of Village: Lang, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing  Shri Gurdev Singh, Superintendent, Shri Harbans Singh, Present Sarpanch of Village: Lang and Shri Jaswinder Singh, Panchayat Secretary of Village: Lang, are present in the court today. Shri Bachan Singh, Ex-Sarpanch is unable to attend the proceedings due to old age.
2.

The Respondent states that requisite information, including photo copies of Resolutions passed by the Panchayat, as per demand of the Complainant, has already been supplied to the Complainant. He pleads that since the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and nothing 
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has been heard from him,  the case may be closed. 
3.

On the last date of hearing, the Respondent submitted original record of Panchayat Lang, which was retained by the Commission for the perusal by  the Complainant as per his demand. The Complainant  is not present today. Therefore, original register relating to the period from 11.01.2000 to 12.8.2002   

( Filled pages from 1 to 186 and blank pages from 187 to 200) is returned to the Respondent today in the court. 
4.

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

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 



Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rakesh Bhalla,

S/o Shri Raj Kumar Bhalla,

H.No. 223, Street No. 10, 

G.T.B. Nasgar, Laslheri Road,

Khanna, District: Ludhiana – 141401.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Khanna.





 Respondent

CC -1828/2009

Present:
Shri Rakesh Bhall, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Mohan Lal, Head Draftsman, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Complainant states that he has received the information, which was personally delivered to him through Special Messenger on 16.09.2009 and he is satisfied. He pleads that the case may be closed. 
2.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Baldev Singh,

S/o Shri Gurdial Singh,

Village: Sunet, Near B. R. S. Nagar,

Tehsil & District: Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC -  1854/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri Raj Kumar, Assistant,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that requisite information, running into 4 sheets including one sheet of covering letter, has been supplied to the Complainant vide Memo. No. LIT/1566, dated 13.07.2009 by registered post and nothing has been heard from him. He pleads that the case may be closed. 
2.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      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 Municipal Corporation,  Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC - 436/2009

Present:
 None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 


Shri  Ramesh Garg, SDO,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case,  Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira filed an application with the PIO of the office of Chief Minister, Punjab on 24.02.2009 and asked for Action Taken Report on his representation dated 16.11.2008 regarding Multi Crore Scam in the construction of Gill Road Ludhiana, which was sent through speed post vide postal receipt No. SPEE782283319IN dated 17.11.2008 Janta Nagar post office, Ludhiana.  The PIO of the office of Chief Minister Punjab transferred the application of the applicant dated 24.02.2009  to the PIO of the office of  Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab under Section 6(3) of RTI Act, 2005 vide letter No. 862-863 dated 05.03.2009 with a copy to the Appellant with the remarks that his representation dated 16.11.2008 has not been received in 
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the office of Chief Minister Punjab.  Principal Secretary Local Government further directed Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 15.04.2009 to supply information to the Appellant. On getting no response,  Shri Khaira filed an appeal with the First Appellate Authority i.e. Principal Secretary Local Government on 16.04.2009 and attached with his appeal a copy of the  letter received from Senior Superintendent of Post Office, Ludhiana stating  that his representation dated 16.11.2008 has been received in the office of Chief Minister Punjab.
2.

The PIO of the office of Chief Minister, Punjab, again asked Principal Secretary Local Government to supply the information to the Appellant  with a copy to the Appellant stating  that the  representation of the Appellant  dated 16.11.2008 was  received  at C.M. Residence and the same was sent to the Principal Secretary Local Government by OSD/C.M.(Residence) on 27.11.2008.  On getting no response from the PIO as well as the First Appellate Authority, he filed second Appeal with the Commission on 05.07.2009. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

The reply to the application of the Appellant was sent to the Appellant by all the APIOs of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana.on 10.09.2009 with the request that the information is to be supplied by the Vigilance Wing of the Local Government Department. The Respondent states that the information is 
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available with the Chief Vigilance Officer of the Local Government Department and is to be supplied by him.
4.

The Appellant vide letter dated 17.09.2009, received in the Commission on the same day against Diary No. 14771 has stated that the Commission may please pass a  reasoned and speaking order as regards the following:-

(i)
The responsibility among the respondents be fixed about the custody of the information sought by the Appellant;
(ii) The Respondents be directed to immediately supply the information sought by the Appellant in his application mentioned  in Para 03;
(iii) The Respondents be directed to supply the information free of cost as provided in Section 7(6) of the RTI Act, 2005 in view of the fact that the mandatory period of 30 days has already expired; 

(iv)
Penalty at the rate of Rs. 250.00 each day be; imposed on each of the erring officials. The concerned officials are liable to be penalized at the rate of Rs. 250.00 each to the extent of maximum penalty of Rs. 25000;

(v)
Penalty be; imposed on Respondent No. 1 for providing false information to the Appellant through letter bearing endst. No. 6/26/09/C.M.O./G.A.5/863 dated 05.03.2009 about the non delivery of the representation dated 16.11.2008.

(vi) The Respondents be directed to compensate the Appellant for all the costs of filing this Appeal, postage chares, stationery charges, traveling expenses incurred for attending the hearings before this Commission and all other expenses in relation to this Appeal in addition to compensation for the loss of time and energy of the Appellant as provided in section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005;
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(vii)
As the Respondent has amply demonstrated his indifference to the RTI Act by detaining the application without providing information, a penalty be imposed on the Respondents under Section 20(1) and 20(2) of the Act.

5.

From the perusal of the file it transpires that the  Respondent No. 1(SPIO of the office of Chief Minister Punjab) has given two contradictory statements. On  05.03.2009 he informed the Appellant that his representation  dated 16.11.2008 has not been received in his office  whereas on 11.5.2009 he has stated that his representation  was  received in his office which was  transferred to Principal Secretary Local government by OSD/C.M.(R).
6.

In view of the circumstances narrated above,  Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation Ludhiana is directed to collect the requisite information from the Chief Vigilance Officer of the Local Government Department immediately and supply the same to the Appellant within a period of 15 days. 
7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 27.10.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Balbir Singh,

S/o Shri Chhajju Singh,

R/o 38, Guru Nanak Nagar, Patiala.




Complainant







Vs

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



 Respondent

CC -  1269/2009

Present:
Shri Balbir Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Rajesh Chaudhary, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information as per the demand of the Complainant vide his application dated 14.04.2009 has been supplied to him. The Complainant wants some more information  for which he  is advised to file a fresh application with the concerned Public Authority. 

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Phool Chand Gupta,

H. No. 981/14, Champa Street,

Opposite Police Lines, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh
And 

Public Information Officer,
O/o Principal Secretary Local Government,

Mini Secretariat Punjab, Sector:9, Chandigarh

           
Respondents
CC -1791/2009

Present:
Shri  Phool Chand Gupta, Complainant, in person.
Shri  Narinder Pal Singh, Superintendent, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent places on record a Memo. No. 14/25/09-1 ;;-1/3038-39  dated 17.09.2009 addressed to the Complainant with a copy to the Commission. Memo. is handed over to the Complainant  in the court today in my presence.
2.

The Respondent pleads that the case may be closed as 
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necessary action has been taken by the Department and requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant. 

4.

Accordingly,  the case is disposed of.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri G. S. Sikka,

Chamber No. 553, Lawyer Complex,

District Court, Ludhiana – 141002.




Appellant






Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 433/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 


Shri Surjit Singh, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the information, running into 7 sheets, has been supplied to the Appellant vide Memo. No. 122/83/RTI, dated 18.8.2009, with a copy to the Commission and nothing has been heard from him. He pleads that the case may be closed. 
2.

The Appellant is not present. His absence shows that he has received the information and is satisfied. 

3.

Therefore,  the case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Munish Kumar, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Rajpura.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Rajpura.





 Respondent

CC - 1290 /2009

Present:
Shri Munish Kumar, Complainant, in person and Shri Deepak Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of the Complainant. 

Shri Vinod Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 30.07.2009 when after detailed arguments it was directed that the PIO will supply statement of House Tax as assessed by Municipal Council Rajpura in respect of educational institutions  owned by private persons/Societies. The PIO assured the Commission that the information will be supplied within a period of 15 days. 
2.

The Respondent states that the information containing names of 21 properties relating to schools/educational institutions in Rajpura has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 4369 dated 12.08.2009 with a copy to the Commission, which has been taken on record. 
3.

The Counsel for the Complainant states that he has submitted his 
observations/comments on 18.08.2009  on the information supplied to him  as 
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the information supplied on 12.08.2009 is incomplete  and is not accordance with the directions given by the Commission on the last date of hearing i.e. 30.07.2009. 
4.

The Respondent states that he has updated the information contained in the letter dated 12.08.2009  today indicating the valuation of the properties.  The Counsel for the Complainant states that he is now  satisfied with the information provided today. He pleads that since the information  has been delayed for 6 months, necessary action may be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
5.

Accordingly, the PIO is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for the delay of 6 months  in the supply of information. 

6.

The case is fixed for 27.10.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on the second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh,  for   deciding the matter regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/0
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

    
   STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Achhar Singh Ramgarhia,

S/o S. Bhagat Singh,

Sant Nagar, Naushara Road,

Mukerian – 144211, District: Hoshiarpur.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Mukerian,

District:  Hoshiarpur.






 Respondent

CC - 1789/2009

Present:
Shri Achhar Singh, Complainant, in person.
Shri Tarun Sharma, Accountant-cum-PIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case Shri Achhar Singh filed an application with the PIO of the office of Municipal Council Mekerian on 30.4.2009 alongwith an Indian Postal Order for Rs. 100/- as application fee and cost of documents, for seeking following information:
(1)
Copy of Fard of Revenue Department submitted by the Land Mafia to your organization.

(2)
Name and complete address to take legal action against the defaulter.

(3)
Copy of Affidavits.
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(4)         Copy of Registries.
(5)        Actual Constructed Land/Under possession land at site. This will
            also show the difference.

On getting no information within 30 days, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 04.07.2009, which was received in the Commission on 
06.07.2009 against Diary No. 10377. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

A perusal of the file reveals that Executive Officer, Municipal Council Mukerian was directed by the Regional Deputy Director, Local Government, Jalandhar vide his letter dated 12.06.2009, with a copy to the Complainant, to dispose of the application of the Complainant under Rules. Regional Deputy Director, Jalandhar again directed  Executive Officer of Municipal Council Mukerian vide letter No. 5718, dated 30.07.2009 to take necessary action on the application of the Complainant  under Rules and submit  report. 
3.

The Complainant alleges that with the connivance of officers/officials of Municipal Council Mukerian, his land measuring 5 Acre 3 Kanals has been encroached upon by Land Mafia and they have constructed commercial and residential  buildings on his land. He further states that he has procured ‘Musavi’ relating to the year 1961 from the Revenue Department and a 
Contd….p/3

CC - 1789/2009



       -3-
copy each of ‘Musavi’ and ‘Jama Bandi’ was handed over to the Executive 
Officer of Municipal Council, Mukerian, who did not take any steps to stop the illegal construction by the Land Mafia as a result of  which they managed to complete the construction of the buildings, plans of which were approved  by 
Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Mukerian.
4.

The Complainant alleges that the information has been intentionally 
delayed so that Land Mafia could complete the construction of the buildings without any hindrance. He further states that if he had received the information in time, he would have taken the help of Police to get the land vacated. He pleads that necessary action may be taken against the concerned officers/officials  and he may be awarded compensation for the loss and detriment suffered by him.
5.

In view of the facts narrated above, the PIO is directed to bring the complete record relating to the construction of buildings in the land of the Complainant including registries and sanctioned plans, for the perusal of the Commission.   He is also directed to submit an affidavit explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment and loss suffered by him. Shri Tarun Sharma, Accountant-cum-PIO states that he continued to inform the Executive Officer of the latest position of the case from time to time. Accordingly, Shri Tejinder Singh, Executive Officer, 
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Municipal Council Mukerian is directed to attend the proceedings, in person, 
alongwith original record, as mentioned above, on the next date of hearing.
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 06.10.2009 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: 18. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri J.B.Chowdhry, President,

Model Town North Welfare Society,

162-L, Model Town, Jalandhar-144003.



  Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1798 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Daljit Singh, SDO (Horticulture) on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.

2.

Shri Daljit Singh, SDO (Horticulture) on behalf of respondent states that the information has been sent to the complainant vide letter No. 1888/CE(H), dated 15.04.2009 under postal certificate.  

3.

The respondent further states that the information again has been supplied to Shri J.B.Chowdhry, Model Town, Jalandhar on 15.09.2009.  Since the requisite information stands supplied and none is present on behalf of complainant, respondent pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated: 18.09.2009



      State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Joginder Pal s/o Shri Mano Ram,

Village: Kunde Lalowal, PO; Jangle,

Tehsil & Distt. Gurdaspur-143532.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Dinanagar, Distt. Gurdaspur.





 Respondent

CC No. 1849 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As none is present on behalf of both the complainant and the respondent and it being the first hearing, one more chance is given to both the parties and case is fixed for further hearing on 06-10-2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:18.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jasmeet,

House No. 541m Sector 18-B, Chandigarh.


            Appellant




  


Vs

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





 Respondent

AC No. 431/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of both the parties.  It being the first hearing, one more chance is given to the parties and the case is fixed for further hearing on 06-10-2009  in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  

2.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated: 18.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



