STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hiternder Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

#903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Secretary, Child Welfare Council,

Punjab, 3rd Floor, Karuna Sadan, 

Sector: 11-B, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 402/2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain,  Complainant, in person.


Shri Pankaj Mohan Kansal, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that the PIO has supplied some more information to the Complainant as per the directions given on the last date of hearing. The Complainant states that he has sent some observations on the information supplied to him vide his letter dated 04.01.2010.  The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that in the light the observations submitted by the Complainant, some more information has been supplied to the Complainant through e-mail and Speed Post. The Complainant states that he has received the information through e-mail. He makes observations on this information stating that the information is still incomplete. 
2.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent assures the Commission  that 
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complete information will be supplied to the Complainant in view of his original application dated 09.02.2009  vis-à-vis the observations submitted by him from time to time. He requests that the case may be adjourned for one month.

3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will supply complete information to the Complainant before the next date of hearing. He will file a written submission on the next date of hearing in respect of the information, which is not available on record,  after getting a report from the Branch Offices in the districts. He will also give instructions to the Branch Offices about the action to be taken by them as per Society Act.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.02.2010 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: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hiternder Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

#903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17, Chandigarh.






 Respondent
AC - 305/2009
Present:
Shri Hitender Jain,  Appellant,  in person.
Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, L.G.-1 Branch,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard  on 22.12.2009, when it was directed that the Appellant will send  his observations to the PIO  by 24.12.2009,  on the information supplied to him.  Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO  was directed to bring the original file relating to the  creation of post of CTP and other posts in the Town Planning Wing of the Local Government Department. He was also directed to supply a list of PIOs who remained posted since 09.02.2009.
2.

Shri Nachhattar Singh states that the file relating to the creation of posts is missing from the record in their office and however efforts are being made to trace it. He further states that the file was in the possession Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant and action is being taken against Shri Manjit Singh. He 
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informs that perhaps the file got missing when the office was shifted from Sector 17 to Mini Secretariat in Sector:9, Chandigarh. 
3.

It is directed that necessary action be taken against Shri Manjit Singh, Senior Assistant and FIR be lodged with the police for the loss of file. Shri Nachhattar Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO is directed to reconstruct the file after procuring requisite letters from the concerned branches and supply the requisite information to the Appellant within a period of 15 days. He is also directed to supply a list of PIOs, who remained posted  since 09.02.2009. 
4.

The Respondent states that he has not received the observations sent by the Appellant. Accordingly, one copy of the observations is handed over to the Respondent, who is directed to supply the requisite information to the Appellant as per his demand.
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
    

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Hiternder Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

#903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

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

Punjab, Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC – 306 & 176 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain,  Appellant,  in person.

Shri Ashok Pathria, Accounts Officer, Municipal Council, Mohali,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 22.12.2009, when Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, L.G.-4 Branch was present and he was directed to supply a list of PIOs, who remained posted so that show-cause notice could be issued to the concerned PIO, who is responsible for the delay in the supply of information.  He was also directed to issue instructions to the concerned Regional Deputy Directors to supply the information to the Appellant within one month. 
2.

Neither Shri Jaswant Singh is  present today  nor any information has been supplied to the Appellant. After detailed deliberations, Shri Hitender Jain, Appellant, states that the information relating to M. C. Ludhiana, M. C. Jalandhar and Improvement Trusts of Punjab may be supplied to him as per 
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Demand and Municipal Committees, Nagar Councils and Notified Area Committees may be exempted from supplying the information.

3.

Accordingly,  Shri Jaswant Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, L.G.-4 Branch is directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing alongwith information relating to M. C. Ludhiana and Jalandhar and the Superintendent, L.G.-2 Branch, who deals with Improvement Trusts, is directed to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing alongwith requisite information relating to Improvement Trusts of Punjab. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.02.2010 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 all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
 CC:

1.
Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab,




Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
2.       Director, Local Government, Punjab,

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

Sector:17, Chandigarh.

3.       Shri Jaswant Singh, 

           Superintendent, Local Government-4 Branch, 

           Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

4.       Superintendent, Local Government-2 Branch,

Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.
                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hiternder Jain,

C/o Resurgence India,

#903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.





Appellant







Vs

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

17 Bays Building, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC – 101 /2009
Present:
Shri Hitender Jain,  Appellant,  in person.

Shri Jasvir Singh Chanian, Deputy Director, on behalf of the Respondent.
ORDER
1.

Shri Jasvir Singh Chanian, Deputy Director of the office of Principal Chief Conservator of Forests, Punjab, Chandigarh, states that he will supply a list of cases upto 30.06.2008 after obtaining  it from Divisional Forest Officers.
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will supply  the requisite information upto 30.06.2008  to the Appellant after obtaining it from the Divisional Forest Officers. He will also  supply information regarding dimensions of approaches to the Petrol Pumps and Projects in length and breadth.
3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.02.2010 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: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Prem Kumar Gupta,

C/o Smt. Bhagwati Devi Memorial Society for 

Blind(Regd.), Jyoti Kendra Charitable Hospital,

Main Road, Kitchlu Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana – 141001.

Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Improvement Trust, 

Feroze Gandhi Market, Ludhiana – 141001.



 Respondent

CC - 3685/2009

Present:
Shri  Hitender Jain, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Harpal Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

In this case Shri Prem Kumar Gupta, filed an application with the PIO of the office of Improvement Trust Ludhiana on 15.07.2009. On getting no response, he filed First Appeal with the First Appellate Authority on 16.09.2009. Again on getting no response from the First Appellate Authority he filed Second Appeal with the Commission on 02.12.2009, which was received in the Commission against Diary No. 19277. Accordingly, Notice of Hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
2.

A perusal of the file reveals that the PIO as well as the First Appellate Authority have not taken any action to supply the requisite information to the Complainant. Accordingly, Executive Officer-cum-First Appellate Authority 
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is directed to explain reasons on the next date of hearing for not supplying the information to the Complainant and for not taking any decision on the appeal filed by the Complainant, which is mandatory under RTI Act, 2005.
3.

Shri Harpal Singh, Clerk, states that the relevant file of Smt. Bhawati Devi Memorial Society for Blind (Regd.) Jyoti Kendra Charitable Hospital, Main Road, Kitchlu Nagar, Civil Lines, Ludhiana is not available in the record.  He submits that the case may be adjourned at least for 15 days so that the file could be traced and requisite information could be supplied to the Complainant.
4.

Accordingly,  it is directed that Shri  Kulbir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, will appear in person on the next date of hearing alongwith information to be supplied to the Complainant. 
5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.02.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No.84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

  CC:

Executive Officer-cum-Appellate Authority, 



Improvement Trust, Feroze Gandhi Market,



Ludhiana – 141001.            
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Smt.  Priya Tejpal, 

Flat – 28, 12-B, Lord Sinha Road,

Calcutta – 700071.







Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 903 /2009

Present:
Smt. Priya Tejpal, Complainant, in person and Shri Vijay Tejpal, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Harpal Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Harpal Singh, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the Respondent, informs the Commission that Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, has been appointed as Inquiry Officer in this case and the inquiry is in progress. He assures the Commission that  after the completion of inquiry requisite information will be supplied to the Complainant. 
2.

Accordingly, it is directed that the inquiry be completed within a period of one month and consequently requisite information be supplied to the Complainant. 

3.

The Complainant states that if the Respondent requires any paper/document  relating to her plot, copies of the same can be supplied to them. Accordingly, it is directed the Complainant will supply relevant papers relating to 
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her plot to Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO within 10 days with  a copy to the Commission.
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 23.02.2010 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 all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO,



Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Surinder Kumar Singhal,

R/o 258, Lawyer Chamber,

District Court, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer,

Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.





 Respondent
CC - 3675/2009
Present:
Shri  K. B. Sidhu, Advicate, on behalf of the Complainant.


Shri  Harpal Singh, Clerk,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

In this case, Shri Surinder Kumar Singhal, filed an application with the PIO on 28.03.2009 for seeking certain information under RTI Act, 2005. He sent reminders on 29.04.2009 and 18.05.2009.  The PIO vide Memo. No. LIT(L)-3348, dated 23.10.2009 informed the Complainant as under:-
“ T[go'es ft;/ d/ ;pzX ftu p/Bsh ;fjs fbfynk iKdk j? fe nkg ih B// gbkN Bzzpo 107 - F fo;h pkbwhe Bro(256 J/eV) dh i' ;{uBk dh wzr ehsh j? T[; dh n;b ckfJb ;oeko e'b rJh j'Jh j? ckfJb tkg; wzrtkT[D bJh ;oeko Bz{ gZso fbfyn j'fJnk j? tkfg; nkT[D s/ nkg ih Bz{ i[nkp w[jZJhnk eotk fdZsk ikt/rk ih. “
The PIO vide Memo. No. 3597, dated 06.11.2009 supplied information running 
into 198 pages to the Complainant. After receiving the information, the 
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Complainant filed a complaint with the Commission on 20.11.2009 requesting that the PIO may be penalized and he may be given compensation  as laid down under Section 20 of the RTI Act, 2005 as the information has not been supplied to him within stipulated period.
2.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of the Complainant states that the Complainant has received the information and he is satisfied. He submits  that since the information has been delayed  for more than 7 months, necessary action may be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO and awarding compensation to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005.
3.

Accordingly, Shri Kulbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-PIO, is directed to submit an affidavit on the next date of hearing explaining reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of the information  and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09. 02. 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: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner
                     
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rohit Sabharwal, President,

Anti Corruption & Crime Investigation Cell(Regd.),

Kundan Bhawan, 126, Model Gram, Ludhiana.



Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent
AC - 870 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant.                 

Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, Shri K. P. Singh, Superintendent, RTI Cell and Shri Vinayak Kumar, Accountant,   on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A fax message has been received from the Appellant intimating the Commission that he has received no information. He has requested that the case may be decided on its merits and appropriate orders be passed as Hon’ble Bench deems fit.
1.

The case was last heard on 15.12.2009, when it was directed that the Respondent will bring original Receipt Register and other correspondence made  with other offices/branches of the Corporation including movement register, on the next date of hearing i.e. today. It was also directed that the information as per the demand of the Appellant vide letter dated 27.08.2009 with regard to Para 1, 2 and 3 be supplied immediately.
2.

Accordingly, Shri K. P. Singh, Superintendent RTI Cell, Municipal 
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Corporation Ludhiana is present with original register and other record. A perusal of the record reveals that the application for information from Shri Rohit Sabharwal  was received on 27.08.2009 in the office of the Public Authority  and was handed over to Smt. Paramjit Kaur, Diary Clerk of Receipt Branch of DCFA on 27.08.2009. This letter remained pending  with DCFAs for a long time. Shri Vinayak Kumar, Accountant states that he received this letter only  on 25.11.2009.
3.

The Respondent states that the information regarding Para 1, 2 and 3 is ready with him for supply to the Appellant today in the Court.The Appellant is not present. Therefore, Respondent is directed to send the information to the Appellant today by registered post. Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO assures the Commission that the information will be sent to the Appellant today by registered post.

4.

 It is also directed that necessary action be taken against Shri Yash Pal Anand and Shri S. K. Gupta, DCFAs under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005 for keeping the letter with them from 27.08.2009 to 24.11.2009.
5.

On the assurance given by Shri Harish Bhagat to send the requisite information to  the Appellant today by registered post, the case is disposed of.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner                  
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri R. C. Khurana, 

449-M, New Generation Apartments,

Zirakpur Kalka Road, Zirakpur – 140603,

District: Mohali.







Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 3397/2009

Present:
Shri  R. C. Khurana, Complainant,  in person.

Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

This case relates to Town Planning Wing of Municipal Corporation Ludhiana. Therefore, Notice of Hearing should have been issued to Senior Town Planner(South), Local Government Department, Municipal Office Zone – D, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana.
2.

During hearing, APIO submits a photo copy of the Plan duly authenticated by Civil Engineer, Zirakpur to the Commission, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Complainant. The Complainant states that this Plan is not required by him. He requests that original file may be called from S.T.P. South, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

3.

Accordingly, Shri A. S. Tuli, Senior Town Planner(South), Local Government Department, Municipal Office Zone – D, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana 
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is directed to bring the original file relating to the approval given by him vide letter No. STP South/353/1, dated 28.06.2002 alongwith Plan approved on 17.01.2003, on the next date of hearing.  
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09. 02. 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 all the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

CC:
Shri A. S. Tuli, Senior Town Planner(South), Local Government     Department, Municipal Office Zone – D, Sarabha Nagar, Ludhiana



                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sanjeev Kumar Chopra,

280, Shivala Colony, Amritsar.





Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC - 3481/2009

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

1.

The case was last heard on 17.12.2009, when the PIO was directed to supply the remaining information in respect of Para 1, 2 and 3 of the application of the Complainant dated 17.09.2009. 

2.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent today and more-over, nothing has been heard from the Complainant regarding  non supply of requisite information, which shows that the Complainant has received the requisite 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: 19. 01. 2010



      State Information Commissioner

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rohit Sabharwal,

President, Kundan Bhawan, 126,

Model Gram, Ludhiana.





      
Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o (i) Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

(ii) First Appellate Authority,

      Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

AC No. 817 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO on behalf 

of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of appellant. The respondent states that the requisite penalty amounting to Rs.5,000/- each imposed upon Shri Paramjit Singh Ghumman, Shri Venod Sharda, Shri Amarjit Singh Sekhon and Shri Malwinder Singh Jaggi, Assistant Commissioners, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana has been deposited under Head “0070-Other administrative services- 60-other services- 800-other receipts-86-fees under Right to Information Act, 2005” in the Treasury through Challan on 15.01.2010.  Photocopies of the challans are placed in the case file.

2.

Since the case was fixed for confirmation of the compliance of orders, so the compliance has been reported and the respondent pleads that the  
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case be closed.  Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.  

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar,

House No. 15, Raj Guru Nagar Extension,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Examiner Local Fund Accounts, Punjab,

SCO No. 173-174  (2nd & 3rd floor),

Sector 17C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC No. 1399 /2008

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, the complainant, in person.



Shri Bhola Ram, PIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was fixed for confirmation of orders today.  The respondent states that the Principal Secretary to Govt. Punjab, Department of Finance has decided on 06.01.2010 to file an appeal against the above-mentioned orders of the Punjab State Information Commission in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh and filing of writ petition in the instant case is under progress. The PIO further stated in his letter dated 13.01.2010 that a sum of Rs.10,000/- (Rupees Ten thousand only) has been with-held from the salary of Shri A.P.Gupta, Examiner Local Fund Accounts (retired) for the month of December, 2009 and in view of the statements made in para 2 and 3, the 
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department may be allowed time extension for deposit of penalty and compensation till the final decision of the High Court in this regard.

2.

On the request of respondent, the case is adjourned with the direction that the amount of Rs. 10,000/- (Rupees Ten thousand only) which has been withheld be deposited under the Head of the RTI Act and it is also directed that the copy stay order, if any, be brought on the next date of hearing otherwise the PIO will bring draft of Rs, 14,000/- (Rupees Fourteen thousand only) in favour of Shri Gurcharan Singh Brar, complainant.

3.

Case is fixed for final orders on 10.02.2010 in room No. 4, SCO No.32-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 11.00 AM. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sukhwinder Singh s/o Sh. Kartar Singh,

Village: Hirewala, Tehsil & Distt. Mansa.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Child Development & Project Officer,

Mansa.








 Respondent

CC No. 3731 /2009

Present:
Shri Sukhwinder Singh, complainant, in person.



Shrimati Bhupinder Kaur, Supervisor, on behalf of respondent.
ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the case has already been taken up with the office of Director, Social Security, Women and Child Development, Punjab vide letter No. 5, dated 11.01.2010. She further states that the action taken report has been supplied to the complainant through Mrs. Balbir Kaur, Aanganwari Worker who confirms that the same has been received by Shri Sukhwinder Singh, complainant.

2.

She further states that she will personally approach the office of Director, Social Security, Women and Child Development and try to get the approval from the competent authority for the release of amount of stipend at the rate of Rs.100/- per month for six months. Since the action has been taken, the case is, therefore, disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Arvind Thakur,

r/0 147, Tribune Colony, Govind Vihar,

Kansal, Distt. SAS Nagar.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Town Planner(Local Govt.),

Plot No.1, Madhdya Marg, Sector 27A, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

CC No. 3383 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Naresh Bhatta, SDO office of CTP(Local Govt.) on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant. 

2.

The case was last heard on 17.12.2009 when none was present from the complainant as well as the respondent side and the case is fixed for today. 

3.

Shri Naresh Batta, SDO, office of Chief Town Planner (Local Government) states that the information, in the instant case, has been supplied vide memo No. CTP (LG)-2009-1125, dated 29..09.2009 relating to the Local Government Department. The complainant was directed to get the information relating to Department of Revenue from the concerned Tehsildar or the Deputy Commissioner, SAS Nagar (Mohali). 
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4.

Since the requisite information stands supplied and the complainant was not present on 17.12.2009 and he is not present today and nothing has been heard from him, he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him in the month of September, 2009. The case is, therefore, disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



 STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hiender Jain,

c/o Resurgence India, 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.




      Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Minister, Punjab,

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.





 Respondent

AC No. 303 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, the appellant, in person.



Shri Major Singh, Under Secretary-cum-PIO and Shri 



Balwinder Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Shri Hitender Jain, the appellant, states that he has received the information and is satisfied with the information supplied to him and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Hiender 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, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


 Respondent

AC No. 304 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, the appellant, in person.



Shri Naresh Batta, SDO office of CTP (Local Govt.) and Shri 


Nachhattar Singh,  Superintendent, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent states that the information has been sent to the appellant vide Memo No. CTP (LG)-2010-48, dated 08.01.2010 and the commission was informed about this vide Memo No. CTP (LG)-2010-52, dated 11th January, 2010.

3.

After perusing the information supplied today and the observations raised by the appellant on 28.10.2009, it is decided that the information be supplied in the format as demanded by the appellant vide his application dated 09.02.2009. The PIO will clarify each and every para that the information available on the record has been supplied.  As per para 4 of the application, the 
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PIO will clarify stating that the recommended cases from the Municipal Corporations are dealt with  and that on the application filed by the appellant direct to the Principal Secretary, Local Government, what action has been taken by the Department. The respondent states that the information will be supplied within a period of 15 days and it is directed that the PIO of office of Chief Town Planner (LG) will collect the information from concerned branches and will supply the complete information.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 09.02.2010  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:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Inder Pal Singh,

House No. 16590, Gali No. 11,

Basant Vihar, Bathinda.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 3694 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Mohinder Kataria, Accountant-cum-PIO on behalf of 


respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.  The respondent states that the information relating to para 1 has been supplied vide letter No. 3341, dated 02.11.2009 and the information relating to para 2 is ready with him to be supplied to the complainant in the court today. One copy of same is placed on the case file.  However, the complainant is not present, it is directed that the information relating to para-2 be supplied to him through registered post.  The PIO assures the commission that the information will be sent through registered post. 
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2.

He pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is disposed of.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner





After the hearing is over, the complainant appears in the court and submits that due to heavy fog he cannot reach in time.  A copy of the information placed in the case file is supplied to the complainant in my presence.  The complainant states that he has received the information and pleads that the case may be closed.  Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi,

House No. 70, Street No. 2, Adarsh Nagar,

Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Distt. Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3678 /2009

Present:
Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, the complainant, in person.



Shri Manjinder Singh, Executive Officer, M.C.Dinanagar, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant, Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, states that he has received the information in the instant case and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. He pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi,

House No. 70, Street No. 2, Adarsh Nagar,

Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Distt. Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3678 /2009

Present:
Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, the complainant, in person.



Shri Manjinder Singh, Executive Officer, M.C.Dinanagar, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant, Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, states that he has received the information in the instant case and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. He pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi,

House No. 70, Street No. 2, Adarsh Nagar,

Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Distt. Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3677 /2009

Present:
Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, the complainant, in person.



Shri Manjinder Singh, Executive Officer, M.C.Dinanagar, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant, Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, states that he has received the information in the instant case and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. He pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi,

House No. 70, Street No. 2, Adarsh Nagar,

Dera Bassi, Distt. SAS Nagar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Distt. Gurdaspur.







 Respondent

CC No. 3676 /2009

Present:
Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, the complainant, in person.



Shri Manjinder Singh, Executive Officer, M.C.Dinanagar, on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant, Shri Varinder Singh Sodhi, states that he has received the information in the instant case and he is satisfied with the information supplied to him. He pleads that the case may be closed.

2.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner



STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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









REGISTERED
Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India,







House No. 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.





Complainant



  


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




 Respondent

CC No. 1196 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, the complainant, in person.



Shri M.S.Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, Shri 



H.C.Salaria, XEN, Shri Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Joginder 


Singh Sandhu, SDO, Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-


Nodal APIO, Shri Surinderjit Chaudhry, J.E. and Shri Arvind 


Thakur, J.E. on behalf of 
respondent.

ORDER
1.

 Both the parties plead that all the three cases, i.e. CC-1196, CC-1197 and CC-1198 may be clubbed together. Since the information asked for in these cases relates to different works and these cases are already being heard separately,  therefore, these cases are not clubbed together.
2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the original record relating to financial bid has been brought today by the Respondent.  A  perusal of the record reveals  that the contractors have quoted their rates on the reverse of the NIT forms issued by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for the work relating to road starting from village Mundian School to Bonn Bread.
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3.

As per the statement made by the respondents, there is no separate letter written by the contractors on the financial bid. Photocopies of the rates quoted by the contractors  for the work are supplied to the complainant in the court today.

4.

During arguments, it is stated by the respondents that no written request has been made by the contractor for the extension in time limit set for the completion of the work. In the noting of the file  the Executive Engineer has simply written  that the contractor has not applied for the extension in time and due to the on-going sewerage work and de-watering of the roads, work cannot be completed in time. In this context, Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer has signed the written statement made by  the Sub divisional Engineer that the work has not been completed and has proposed for extension in time limit. Copy of the noting is handed over to the complainant.

5.

In the affidavit Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer, has submitted that  all the APIOs were appointed by the orders of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation dated 13.03.2009 making it clear that all the APIOs will squarely be responsible for the delay. He has further submitted that  the present case came to his  notice on 18.08.2009 when he passed the orders to supply the information immediately.  In his affidavit he has submitted that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana may  be asked to hold an enquiry  in the matter to fix the responsibility and disciplinary action may be taken against the defaulting officers/
Contd..p/3
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 officials. He has further submitted  in his affidavit that since the  question of facts is  involved in this case,  the question of  imposing penalty may be considered after receiving the list of defaulters from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation after the completion of the inquiry report.  

6.

From  the perusal of the observations made by the complainant and the  affidavits submitted by Shri Vinod Sharda, PIO, Zones A and B and Shri S.C.Salaria, , PIO, it transpires that the application  of the Complainant  for seeking information remained  pending with the clerical staff of the Corporation. The Executive Engineer has stated that he came to know about the case only on the receipt of Hearing Notice from the Commission.  However, first set of information was supplied to the complainant on 07.07.2009.

7.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances narrated above, no penalty is imposed upon the PIO. However,  it is ordered that  an  inquiry be got conducted by a senior officer in this case and action be taken against officers/ officials under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, who are found Guilty and Action Taken Report be sent to the Commission. 

8.

The Complainant states that he has suffered a lot in obtaining the information in this case. He further states that he has attended seven hearings in the instant case while traveling from Ludhiana and  requests that he may be given compensation @ Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand ) per visit for the loss and
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 detriment suffered by him.   Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 7000/-(Seven 
 thousand) is awarded to the Complainant to be paid to him by the Public Authority through Bank Draft within fifteen days.  
9.

The  case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 09.02.2010  at 10.11 A.M. in Court No.1  on the second floor of  SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 
10.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner
CC:  

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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










REGISTERED
Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India,







House No. 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.





Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1197 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, the complainant, in person.



Shri M.S.Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, Shri 



H.C.Salaria, XEN, Shri Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Joginder 


Singh Sandhu, SDO, Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-


Nodal APIO, Shri Surinderjit Chaudhry, J.E. and Shri Arvind 


Thakur, J.E. on behalf of 
respondent.

ORDER

1.

 Both the parties plead that all the three cases, i.e. CC-1196, CC-1197 and CC-1198 may be clubbed together. Since the information asked for in these cases relates to different works and these cases are already being heard separately,  therefore, these cases are not clubbed together.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the original record relating to financial bid has been brought today by the Respondent.  A  perusal of the record reveals  that the contractors have quoted their rates on the reverse of the NIT forms issued by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for the following work relating to road starting from Samrala chowk to village Mundian School.
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3.

As per the statement made by the respondents, there is no separate letter written by the contractors on the financial bid. Photocopies of the rates quoted by the contractors  for the work are supplied to the complainant in the court today.

4.

During arguments, it is stated by the respondents that no written request has been made by the contractor for the extension in time limit set for the completion of the work. In the noting of the file  the Executive Engineer has simply written  that the contractor has not applied for the extension in time and due to the on-going sewerage work and de-watering of the roads, work cannot be completed in time. In this context, Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer has signed the written statement made by  the Sub divisional Engineer that the work has not been completed and has proposed for extension in time limit. Copy of the noting is handed over to the complainant.

5.

In the affidavit Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer, has submitted that  all the APIOs were appointed by the orders of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation dated 13.03.2009 making it clear that all the APIOs will squarely be responsible for the delay. He has further submitted that  the present case came to his  notice on 18.08.2009 when he passed the orders to supply the information immediately.  In his affidavit he has submitted that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana may  be asked to hold an enquiry  in the matter to fix the responsibility and disciplinary action may be taken against the defaulting officers/
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 officials. He has further submitted  in his affidavit that since the  question of facts is  involved in this case,  the question of  imposing penalty may be considered after receiving the list of defaulters from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation after the completion of the inquiry report.  

6.

From  the perusal of the observations made by the complainant and the  affidavits submitted by Shri Vinod Sharda, PIO, Zones A and B and Shri S.C.Salaria, , PIO, it transpires that the application  of the Complainant  for seeking information remained  pending with the clerical staff of the Corporation. The Executive Engineer has stated that he came to know about the case only on the receipt of Hearing Notice from the Commission.  However, first set of information was supplied to the complainant on 07.07.2009.

7.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances narrated above, no penalty is imposed upon the PIO. However,  it is ordered that  an  inquiry be got conducted by a senior officer in this case and action be taken against officers/ officials under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, who are found Guilty and Action Taken Report be sent to the Commission. 

8.

The Complainant states that he has suffered a lot in obtaining the information in this case. He further states that he has attended seven hearings in the instant case while traveling from Ludhiana and  requests that he may be given compensation @ Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand ) per visit for the loss and
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 detriment suffered by him.   Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 7000/-(Seven 

 thousand) is awarded to the Complainant to be paid to him by the Public Authority through Bank Draft within fifteen days.  

9.

The  case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 09.02.2010  at 10.11 A.M. in Court No.1  on the second floor of  SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 
10.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner

CC:  

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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










REGISTERED
Shri Hitendar Jain,

c/o Resurgence India,







House No. 903, Chander Nagar,

Civil Lines, Ludhiana-141001.





Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1198 /2009

Present:
Shri Hitender Jain, the complainant, in person.



Shri M.S.Jaggi, PCS, Assistant Commissioner, Shri 



H.C.Salaria, XEN, Shri Parveen Singla, SDO, Shri Joginder 


Singh Sandhu, SDO, Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-


Nodal APIO, Shri Surinderjit Chaudhry, J.E. and Shri Arvind 


Thakur, J.E. on behalf of 
respondent.

ORDER

1.

 Both the parties plead that all the three cases, i.e. CC-1196, CC-1197 and CC-1198 may be clubbed together. Since the information asked for in these cases relates to different works and these cases are already being heard separately,  therefore, these cases are not clubbed together.

2.

As per directions given on the last date of hearing, the original record relating to financial bid has been brought today by the Respondent.  A  perusal of the record reveals  that the contractors have quoted their rates on the reverse of the NIT forms issued by the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana for the following work relating to road starting from Samrala chowk to Octroi limits.









Contd..p/2

CC No.1198/09


-2-

3.

As per the statement made by the respondents, there is no separate letter written by the contractors on the financial bid. Photocopies of the rates quoted by the contractors  for the work are supplied to the complainant in the court today.

4.

During arguments, it is stated by the respondents that no written request has been made by the contractor for the extension in time limit set for the completion of the work. In the noting of the file  the Executive Engineer has simply written  that the contractor has not applied for the extension in time and due to the on-going sewerage work and de-watering of the roads, work cannot be completed in time. In this context, Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer has signed the written statement made by  the Sub divisional Engineer that the work has not been completed and has proposed for extension in time limit. Copy of the noting is handed over to the complainant.

5.

In the affidavit Shri S.C.Salaria, Executive Engineer, has submitted that  all the APIOs were appointed by the orders of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation dated 13.03.2009 making it clear that all the APIOs will squarely be responsible for the delay. He has further submitted that  the present case came to his  notice on 18.08.2009 when he passed the orders to supply the information immediately.  In his affidavit he has submitted that the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana may  be asked to hold an enquiry  in the matter to fix the responsibility and disciplinary action may be taken against the defaulting officers/
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 officials. He has further submitted  in his affidavit that since the  question of facts is  involved in this case,  the question of  imposing penalty may be considered after receiving the list of defaulters from the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation after the completion of the inquiry report.  

6.

From  the perusal of the observations made by the complainant and the  affidavits submitted by Shri Vinod Sharda, PIO, Zones A and B and Shri S.C.Salaria, , PIO, it transpires that the application  of the Complainant  for seeking information remained  pending with the clerical staff of the Corporation. The Executive Engineer has stated that he came to know about the case only on the receipt of Hearing Notice from the Commission.  However, first set of information was supplied to the complainant on 07.07.2009.

7.

Keeping in view the facts and circumstances narrated above, no penalty is imposed upon the PIO. However,  it is ordered that  an  inquiry be got conducted by a senior officer in this case and action be taken against officers/ officials under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act, 2005, who are found Guilty and Action Taken Report be sent to the Commission. 

8.

The Complainant states that he has suffered a lot in obtaining the information in this case. He further states that he has attended seven hearings in the instant case while traveling from Ludhiana and  requests that he may be given compensation @ Rs. 2000/-(Two thousand ) per visit for the loss and
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 detriment suffered by him.   Accordingly, a compensation of Rs. 7000/-(Seven 

 thousand) is awarded to the Complainant to be paid to him by the Public Authority through Bank Draft within fifteen days.  

9.

The  case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 09.02.2010  at 10.11 A.M. in Court No.1  on the second floor of  SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 
10.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:19-01-2010



State Information Commissioner

CC:  

Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
