STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurmail Singh Kamboj,

Chief Editor, Insaniyat Punjabi Weekly,

Post Box No. 275, Main Post Office,

Ludhiana.








Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 349/2009

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

1.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent. 
2.

While giving one more opportunity to both the parties, the case is fixed for further hearing on 17.11.2009 in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO  No. 84-85, Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana to instruct the concerned PIO to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing.  

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurinderjit Singh Laddy,

GF – Tanki Wali Road,

South City, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Engineer Irrigation,

Opposite Mini Secretariat, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC - 1154 /2009

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

1.

The case was last heard on 06.08.2009, when the PIO was directed to send an affidavit to the Complainant, with a copy to the Commission, to the effect that no earth/sand has been auctioned or sold and no filling has been made in the Colony namely Janpath Dreamzs, Canal Road, Ludhiana and the case was fixed for today for the confirmation of compliance of orders.
2.

None is present and no intimation has been received from the PIO. 

3.

While giving one more opportunity to the Respondent-PIO to furnish the Compliance Report, the case is fixed for 17.11.2009 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: 25. 09. 2009



      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 Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 




 Respondent

AC - 410/2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Appellant. 
Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

An application filed by Shri G. S. Ghuman, former Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to review the orders of the Commission dated 07.07.2009 in the instant case, has been  received  in the Commission on 10.08.2009, against Diary No. 12523.
2.

Since the orders of the Commission cannot be reviewed as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005, the review application is filed. 

3.

The case was fixed for today for confirmation of compliance of orders  dated 06.08.2009.

4.

The Respondent states that the orders of the Commission dated 
Contd……p/2
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06.08.2009 have been complied with  and pleads that the case may be closed. 

5.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to all  the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:

1.
Principal Secretary, Local Government, Punjab,




Mini Secretariat, Sector:9, Chandigarh.

2.
Shri G. S. Ghuman, PCS, IAS Branch, 6th Floor,  Punjab Civil Secretariat, Candigarh
                       


  


STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat,

# 26-A, Gurcharan Park,

Near Kochar Market, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 522/2009
Present:
Shri Raj Kumar Bhagat,  Complainant, in person.
Shri  Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodel APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The inspection of record of Zones A, B and C has been done by the Complainant and requisite information has been supplied to him. However, the  record of Zone-D could not inspected  due to some administrative grounds. 

3.

The APIO states that the Complainant can inspect the record of Zone-D on any working day and consequently, the information will be supplied.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.10.2009 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: 25. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 STATE  INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Niraj Bansal,

S/o Shri Channan Ram,

Street No. 3, Aggar Nagar,

Gaushalla Road, Sangrur – 148001.




Complainant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building,

Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

CC - 1281/2009

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



ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 28.07.2009, when the Respondent brought to the notice of the Commission that the Complainant has not deposited the charges of the information amounting to Rs. 268/- and that is why information could not be supplied to him.  The Complainant was directed to bring the proof, on the next date of hearing,  to show that the application for seeking information has been posted to the PIO of the office of Secretary, Local Government on 24.03.2009.
2.

The Complainant is not present for the second consecutive hearing. He is directed to collect the information from the office of PIO after depositing necessary charges as the information is ready with him.

3.

The  case is disposed of.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 










Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri
Harbakhsh Singh Heera,

773/38-39, New Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar,

Near Railway Crossing, 

Village: SUNET, Ludhiana – 141012.




Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Commissioner,

Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 




 Respondent

CC - 1240 /2009

Present:
Shri  Harbakhsh Singh Heera,  Complainant, in person.
Shri Nachhattar Singh, SDO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant and Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 1233, dated 24.09.2009, with a copy to the Commission. The Complainant states that information is mis-leading and correct information has not been supplied by  the Executive Engineer.  In the letter, Executive Engineer has stated that the work of laying Sewerage has been completed, which was allotted to Shri Satwant Singh, Contractor during November, 2006.

3.

Shri Nachhattar Singh, SDO, M.C.,  Ludhiana states that the Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sewerage Division No. 2 has allotted the
Contd…..p/2
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 work of laying  drainage and water supply pipes in New Bhai Randhir Singh Nagar and the information is available with him. 
4.

The Complainant states that he wants complete information regarding laying of water and sewerage pipes. Accordingly, the Complainant is directed to file fresh application with the Executive Engineer, Water Supply and Sewerage Division No. 2, Ludhiana for getting the requisite information. 

5.

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

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Darshan Singh,

R/o 202, Urban Estate Phase-1,

Dugri, Ludhiana.







Appellant






Vs

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




 Respondent
AC - 323 /2009

Present:
Shri  Darshan Singh, Appellant,  in person.
Shri Shri Nachhattar Singh, SDO and Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 28.07.2009, when it was directed that Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Zone-D, will inspect the site personally and submit his Inspection Report to the Commission on the next date of hearing i.e. today.
2.

As per the directions of the Commission, a written submission  has been made Shri B. K. Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO in which he has  stated that site was inspected personally  by him  alongwith Shri Manjit Singh, Executive Engineer, (O&M), Zone-D and Shri Ranjit Singh, Assistant Engineer, (O&M), Zone-D. A  copy of the Inspection Report alongwith  annexure,  has already been sent by office to the Appellant. However, one more copy of the 
Contd…….p/2
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Inspection Report is handed over to the Appellant in the court  today  in my 

presence. 
3.

 A perusal of the written submission of Shri B. K. Gupta reveals that 
the work of laying of water supply pipe line was executed by the PUDA, Ludhiana now known as GLADA and later it was handed over to the Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana in the year 2001 only for the maintenance purpose.   With regard to action taken on the representations of Shri Darshan Singh, it has been  submitted that his grievances regarding sewer blockage stand  removed by reconstructing the Main Hole. Regarding water supply pipe line laid by the PUDA, now known as GLADA,  the information, demanded by the Appellant vide his application dated 03.03.2009, was supplied  to him  vide letter No. 1640 dated 18.03.2009 by registered post.  It has been further stated in the written submission that in view of Section 215 of Municipal Corporation Act, 1976, lines of mains or pipes or drains over, under, along or across  any immovable property can be placed. A attested copy of Section 215 has been attached with the written submission. It has also been stated that  the residents of the nearby houses i.e. House No. 184, 192, 193, 195, 197, 199, 203, 205, 208,  216, 218, 219, 229, 260 have  given in writing as under:-
“ s;dhe ehsk iKdk j? fe gkDh ns/ ;hto/i mhe uZb fojk j?. gkDh ;kc nk fojk e'Jh f;ekfJs BjhA.  “
Contd…….p/3
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It has further been stated that Shri Tehal Singh Councilor of Ward No. 60 has 
also given in writing as under:-
“ w?A e"A;bo tkov BzL 60 B/ w"ek u?e ehsk j?. fJj fe fijVh gkDh dh gklJhg wekB BzL 199 s'A 214 c/ia-1 d[roh ;Bkb ;zpXs j?. fJ; gkDh dh ;gklJhg dk e'Jh B[e;kB BjhA j?. gkDh mhe nk fojk j? ns/ ;kc nk fojk j? e'Jh gkDh dh bhe/i BjhA j?. fJ;  fJbke/ nopB n;N/N c/i-1 d[roh wekB BzL 195 s'A 230 sZe dk ;hto/i mhe ub fojk j?. e'Jh ;ekfJs BjhA j?. 
4.

The Appellant states that no doubt some work has been done and information has been supplied to him,  but he wants to get the pipes changed which have been laid under his house. Accordingly, it is directed that Executive Engineer, B & R, Zone-D may assess the pipes laid under the house of the Appellant and if need be, necessary action may be taken as per the request of the Appellant.  It is made clear  that the case should not be sent to PUDA for any action as the property has been transferred to Municipal Corporation Ludhiana for maintenance and operation  purpose in the year 2001  and therefore  necessary action be taken by Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana. 
5.

The Appellant states that information has been delayed and Appellate Authority has not taken any action on his first appeal. Therefore, necessary action as per the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 may be taken against them.
6.

From the perusal of the file it transpires that a reply was sent
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 to the Appellant by the APIO on 18.03.2009 and the Appellant  filed second  appeal with the Commission on 12.05.2009. 
7.

I am satisfied with the submission made by Shri B. K. Gupta 
emphasizing that necessary action has been taken from time to time and information has been supplied to the Appellant alongwith Action Taken Report.  Therefore, no penalty is ordered to be imposed upon the PIO. However, it is directed that the PIO will send the Inspection Report of Executive Engineer, B & R, Zone-D to the Appellant, with a copy to the Commission,  within one month after inspecting the site, clarifying whether the pipes under the house of the Appellant need replacement/strengthening and necessary action be taken thereafter to the satisfaction of the Appellant. 
8.

Since the requisite information vis-à-vis the  Action Taken Report has been supplied to the Appellant,  the case is disposed of.

9.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 25. 09. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Mandeep Singh,

20, Friends Colony, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Improvement Trust, Ludhiana.




 Respondent

CC No. 1863 /2009

Present:
Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate, on behalf of Shri Mandeep Singh, 


complainant.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Mandeep Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on 04.05.2009 and asked information on nine points as per the annexure attached with his application. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 22.06.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 22.06.2009 against diary No. 9483. Hence the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for 23.07.2009 which was further postponed on administrative grounds and fixed for today.

2.

Shri Jagbir Singh, APIO on behalf of respondent states that the information has been sent vide letter No. LIT/1501, dated 09.07.2009 running 
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into 14 sheets including two sheets of covering letter in which the reply of his complaint has been given along with the enclosures as per demand of the complainant.

3.
On the perusal of the information supplied, it brings out that most of the information has been supplied by the PIO as stated in the covering letter. However, some information has to be got from the Department of Revenue and Municipal Corporation which is available with those public authorities. It would have been better if the PIO would have transferred the application to the concerned public authorities under Section 6(3) for the information to be supplied by that public authority.  Now it is directed that the complainant can file a new application with the concerned public authorities for getting the information as stated in the covering letter sent by the respondent (Improvement Trust, Ludhiana) . As regards the remaining information, as per the deliberations held in the court today, it will be supplied to the complainant within a period of 15 days.

4.
The case is fixed for 15-10-2009 in Court No.1, SCO No.84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh, for compliance of orders.

5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sohan Singh Sood,

Managing Director, Sir Mcauliff High School,

Phase-XI, Mohali, Distt. SAS Nagar.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, SAS Nagar.






 Respondent

CC No. 708 /2009

Present:
Shri Sohan Singh Sood, the complainant, in person.



Shri Surinder Kumar Mahajan, AEO, Shri Surinder Singh, SDO, 

Shri Devinder Singh, JE and Shri Mukhtiar Singh, Senior 


Assistant on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. As per directions given on the last date of hearing, no action has been taken as per the settlement reached between the parties on 15.07.2009. Shri Sohan Singh Sood, the complainant, states that Mr. PC Sondhi , owner of plot No. 2484, Phase-XI, Mohali was contacted many times to do the needful but Mr. PC Sondhi refused to do the needful with the remarks that he has no time.  Mr. Sohan Singh Sood further states that he has paid half amount of the construction of common wall to Mr. PC Sondhi but he has no record of it and  he has not taken any  receipt from Shri Sondhi.  However, Shri Sondhi refutes it and claims that Shri Sood has not given him any money for the construction of common wall. Now if Shri Sood wants to submit any record of his  
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giving Mr. Sondhi the half cost of the construction of common wall, he can submit the same otherwise he is free to pay the half cost of the common wall to Shri Sondhi now and he can do whatever he likes on the side of common wall towards  his school.  Otherwise he is free to erect 5” wall in his school along the common wall.

2.

After deliberations, it is decided that Shri Sood will get erected 5” wall up to six feet height along the common wall of house of Shri Sondhi so that the students cannot be heard.  It is also directed that as per the information supplied vide letter dated 23.07.2009, necessary action be taken by the SDO (buildings) if any encroachment has been done.

3.

Case is fixed for compliance of orders on  27.10.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.K.Tandon,

House No. 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,

O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1168 /2007 and CC No. 1055/2007

Present:
Shri K.K.Tandon, the complainant, in person.



Shri G.S. Sandhu, Manager Legal-cum-APIO, on  behalf of 


respondent.


ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The respondent places on record a copy of the orders of the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana in which the Hon’ble Mr.Justice Jasbir Singh has ordered that the operation of directions issued in para 12 of the orders dated 04.09.2009 in paras 4 and 5 shall remain stayed.  

3.

So for as the question of compensation is concerned, the same has since been deposited and handed over to the complainant.  Since the compliance of the orders has been done, the case is disposed of and  directions are issued to the Deputy Registrar of the Commission, with a copy of judgement of the Hon’ble High Court, for taking necessary action at his end.

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rajiv Tandon s/o Sh. Kewal Krishan,

House No. 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 2289 /2008

Present:
Shri K.K.Tandon, on behalf of Shri Rajiv Tandon, the 



complainant.



Shri S.S.Bhatia and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistants on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent makes a written states in the Court  and states that the PSIEC has filed a writ petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh which is being heard today.  He further states that the orders of the Hon’ble High Court will be submitted in a day or two to the Commission for taking necessary action.

2.

Case is fixed for compliance of orders on 6-10-2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner
     STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Monica w/o Shri Rajiv Tandon.

House No. 54-B, Moti Nagar, Ludhiana.



         Appellant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Managing Director, PSIEC,

Udyog Bhawan, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

AC No. 294 /2008

Present:
Shri K.K.Tandon, on behalf of Shrimati Monica, the appellant.



Shri S.S.Bhatia and Shri Amarjit Singh, Senior Assistants on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent makes a written states in the Court and states that the PSIEC has filed a writ petition in the Hon’ble High Court of Punjab and Haryana at Chandigarh which is being heard today.  He further states that the orders of the Hon’ble High Court will be submitted in a day or two to the Commission for taking necessary action.

2.

Case is fixed for compliance of orders on 6-10-2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Krishan Kharbanda,

B-11-1597/1, Beri ICC Street,

Chowk Mata Rani, GT Road, Ludhiana.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Greater Ludhiana Area Development

Authority, (GLADA) Ferozerpur Road, Ludhiana.                           Respondent

CC No. 1596 /2009

Present:
Shri Krishan Kharbanda, the complainant, in person.



Shri Jeet Ram, E.O.-cum-PIO, GLADA, Shri Amarjit Singh, 


Assistant Engineer and Shri Gurmukh Singh, Clerk, on behalf 


of respondent.

ORDER

1.

As per the directions given on the last date of hearing, Shri Jeet Ram, Executive Officer-cum-PIO is present in the Court and he states that many letters have been written to the Sub-Registrar (West), Ludhiana,  and even a letter was written to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana also after having a meeting with him by ACA, GLADA on 05.08.2009 when the Deputy Commissioner was requested to get the copies of the registries made by the Sub Registrar (W) relating to Jan Path Estates Colony, supplied, but nothing has been received from him. Mr. Jeet Ram, PIO will give in writing under Section 5(4) and 5(5) to the Sub-Registrar from whom the information is to be collected for 
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supplying it to the complainant. He further states that the Sub-Registrar may be directed to appear in person and he may also be directed to supply the information asked for by  the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

2.

Now it is directed that the Sub-Registrar, Ludhiana (West) will appear in person along with the copies of the registries as per the directions already given by the Deputy Commissioner.  It is also directed that Shri Jeet Ram will meet the Sub Registrar (W) in this connection. 

3

The case is fixed for further hearing on 30-10-2009 in office room No. 4, SCO No. 32-33-34, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

4..

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through registered post  and also a copy be sent to the Deputy Commissioner, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Harpreet Singh,

Gali No. 6, Tagor Nagar, Hoshiarpur.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1271 /2009

Present:
Shri Harpreet Singh, the complainant, in person.



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

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 28.07.2009. 

2.

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

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate,

House No. 539/112/3, Street No.1-E,

New Vishnu Puri, New Shivpuri Road,

PO> Basti Jodhewal, Ludhiana.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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

Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.



 Respondent

CC No. 1258 /2009

Present:
Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, the complainant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Case was last heard on 28.07.2009 when none was present on behalf of respondent.  Even today none is present on behalf of respondent.

2.

The complainant has asked the specific information; i.e.


“ As per news reports that appeared in newspapers of 5th March, 


2009, about 19 officials of Ludhiana Municipal Corporation (LMC), 


were charge sheeted  on allegations of irregularities in works of 


strengthening some roads and use of low quality materials thereon 


in Ludhiana.  The applicant seeks information/ documents 



pertaining to those cases of charge-sheets.”

The application of complainant was forwarded to the Chief Vigilance Officer-cum-PIO, Vigilance Cell, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Chandigarh on 01.04.2009.  The CVO vide his letter dated 17.04.2009 has informed the 
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complainant, Shri Surinder Pal, Advocate, that:-



“ T[go'es ft;/ d / ;pzX ftu nkg dh gqshp/Bsh B{z w[Zy oZyd/ j'J/ nkg dh wzr 


nB[;ko nkg B{z ;VeK d/ ;?AgbK dh fog'oN Bkb BZEh eoe/ G/ih iKdh j?. fJ; s'A 

fJbktk nkg B{z fJj ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe nfXekohnK $ eowukohnK fto[ZX 


gzikp f;tb ;oft;i o{b 8 nXhB d'; gZso ikoh eoB fjs ekotkJh ehsh ik 

ojh j?. “

3.

On the perusal of  file, it brings out that the complainant has asked information about 19 officers of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana where the officers have been charge-sheeted on the allegations of irregularities in works of strengthening of some roads and use of low quality material thereon in Ludhiana.  The complainant states that the specific information has been asked by him but the same has not been supplied inspite of the fact that the information has been delayed for more than six months and pleads that the action be taken under Section 20(1) for imposing penalty @ of Rs.250/- per day and also he may be compensated under Section 19(8)(b) of the RTI Act for the detriment suffered by him due to non supply of information. He further states that action be taken against the officers/ officials who are at fault under Section 20(2) of the RTI Act. 
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4.

I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri A.K.Prabhakar, CVO o/o DLG ) 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.

5.

The CVO-cum-PIO is directed to file an affidavit along with the written statement on the next date of hearing on  15.10.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.  

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties through registered post. 
Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



CC:

Copy to Shri A.K.Prabhakar, Chief Vigilance Officer, office of Director Local Government, Punjab, Juneja Building, Sector 17C, Chandigarh, for necessary action and to supply the information.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Gurmail Singh s./o Sh. Maghar Singh,

VPO: Sherpur, Tehsil Dhuri,

Distt. Sangrur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Sherpur,

Distt. Sangrur.







 Respondent

CC No. 1327 /2009

Present:
Shri Gurmail Singh, the complainant, in person.



Shri Satish Goyal, Advocate and Shri Tarlochan Singh, 



Sarpanch on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 

2.

Shri Tarlochan Singh, Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Sherpur, states that the information has been supplied though late by one month.  He tenders unconditional apology and pleads that the case may be closed.

3.

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

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri G.S.Sikka, Advocate,

43, Friends Colony, Model Gram,

Ludhiana.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Punjab State Information Commission,

Punjab.








 Respondent

CC No. 1593 /2009

Present:
Shri G.S. Sikka, Advocate, the complainant, in person.



Shri Ravinder Arora, MFA, and Shri Bhim Sen Garg, Senior 


Assistant, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The noting portion of the register from the Deputy Registrar has been submitted in the Court today in my presence.  

2.

On the perusal of the information collected from the offices of State Information Commissioners - SIC® and SIC(S), the two cases namely  AC-620 of 2008 – Shri G.S.Sikka Versus Government National School for Women, Sultanpur Lodhi and another case Ac-433/2009, Shri G.S.Sikka Versus Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, have already been disposed of on 29.09,.2008 and 18.09.2009 respectively.
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3.

Since both the cases have already been disposed of and the requisite information stands supplied, the case is disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:25.09.2009



State Information Commissioner



