STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Gurvinder Singh, 

S/o Shri Labh Singh,

C/o Mann Cement Centre,

Near Bazigar Basti, Main Bus Adda,

V.P.O.: Bahiman Diwana, District: Bathinda – 151001.


Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Rural Development & Panchayat,

SCO No. 49, Sector: 17-E, Chandigarh. 




 Respondent

CC - 2967/2009

Present:
Shri Gurvinder Singh, Complainant, in person.

Shri Kulbir Singh, Senior Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that information has been sent to the Complainant vide letter No. 3/6/2009/RTI/ETT-4/19295, dated 30.09.2009.  The Complainant states that he has not received the information so far. Accordingly, the Respondents hands over one copy of the letter dated 30.09.2009 to the Complainant in the court today in my presence.  After going through the information, the Complainant states that he is satisfied with this  information.  He further states that a copy of documents relating to Zila Parishad has not been supplied to him.  The Respondent assures the Commission that a copy of the 
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documents relating to Zila Parishad will be supplied to the Complainant by registered post  within a week.
2.

Since the  main information stands provided and the Respondent assures to supply a copy of documents relating to Zila Parishad to the Complainant  within a week,  the case is disposed of.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rup Lal Saini,

H.No. 263-A, Labour Colony,

Jamalpur, Ludhiana.






Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Chief Administrator,

GLADA, Ludhiana.







 Respondent

CC -2939/2009

Present:
Shri   Rup Lal Saini, Complainant, in person.
Ms. Rajwinder Kaur, Senior Law Officer and Shri Gurmukh Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The Respondent states that the requisite  information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. GLADA/Divisional Engineer(C-1)LDH/08/2255, dated 05.08.2008. The Complainant states that he has received the information and is satisfied. However, if the Complainant is not satisfied with the response of Labour Department vis-à-vis GLADA, he should approach the competent authority i.e. Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.
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: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ranjit Singh Bedi,

# 2185-A, Sector:66, Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, Sector:62, Mohali.





 Respondent

CC -  2957/2009

Present:
Shri Ranjit Singh Bedi, Complainant, in person.

Shri Gurbaksh Singh, Assistant Estate Officer-cum-APIO and Shri Hari Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

The Respondent assures the Commission  that the  requisite Action Taken Report will be supplied to the  Complainant within a period of 15 days.  He  states that three notices have been issued to the owner of House No. MIG-2185(Ground Floor), Sector:66, Mohali and now   the file has been  put up to the higher authorities to send eviction notice to the owner of House No. 2185(G.F.) Sector: 66, Mohali.
2.

It is directed that requisite Action Taken Report, as per the demand of the Complainant,  be supplied to him  by 10.12.2009.
3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of order on 

10.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, 
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Sector:17, Chandigarh.
4. Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 


Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Rup Chand Bhardwaj,

R/o House No. 715-A, MIG Super,

Phase-XI(Sector:65), Mohali.





Complainant







Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o GMADA, 

PUDA Bhawan, Sector:62, Mohali.




 Respondent

CC - 2367/2009

Present:
Shri Rup Chand Bhardwaj, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Gurbaksh Singh, Assistant Estate Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

As per directions issued  on the last date of hearing,  Shri Rup Chand Bhardwaj, the Complainant,  inspected the files on the dates mentioned in the order dated  09.11.2009 and he has given in writing to the Assistant Estate Officer  a  list of documents, identified by him,  contained in  11 files inspected by him, for supplying the same to him. The Respondent states that they will supply  copies  of the notices issued to the owners of the flats, copy of the inspection report  made by J.E./SDO and noting portion,  to the Complainant within a period 
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of 15 days.
3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of compliance  on 10.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh. 
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ashwani Kumar,

H.No. B-II 657, Gandhi Nagar,

Jalandhar – 144008.






Appellant







Vs

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

SCO No. 131-132, Juneja Building, 

 Sector: 17-C, Chandigarh.






 Respondent

AC - 785/2009

Present:
Shri Ashwani Kumar, Appellant,   in person.


Smt.  Kamla Devi, Senior Assistant, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that Appellant has been asked vide Memo. No. ;2-v;;-w;;-09$26344, fwsh 26-8-2009  as under:-

“ ft;/ nXhB e/; ;pzXh wzrh rJh ;{uBK gq;B o{g ftu j? i' fe gq;BK dh ;{os ftu BjhA fdZsh ik ;edh. fJ; bJh wzrh ikD tkbh ;{uBk dk ;g;N t/otk fdzd/ j'J/ fBoXkos gqckow/ ftu ;{uBK dh wzr ehsh ikt/. “

3.

It is made clear to the PIO that it is not obligatory on the part of the 
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Appellant to demand the information in the prescribed Performa. It has been decided by Full Bench of the Commission that the Complainant/Appellant can file an application for information even on the plain paper.
4.

The Complainant is directed not to ask the information in question-answer form. He is directed to demand specific information, which is available on the record of the public authority. 
5.

After the  perusal of the application filed by the Appellant, it is directed that  the information available on record as per arguments held today be supplied to the Complainant within a period of one month. 
6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.01.2010 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on 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: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Ravinder Sultanwind, President,

All India Youth Association, 

Sharma Advertising Agency, 

Mahan Singh Gate Chowk, Amritsar.




Appellant







Vs

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




 Respondent

AC - 764 /2009

Present:
Shri  Ravinder Kumar, Appellant, in person.
Shri Sunil Uppal, XEN-cum-APIO and Shri Anil Arora, Superintendent , on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

The information is supplied to the Appellant by the Respondent today in the court in my presence. 
2.

The Appellant states that the information has been supplied after a period of more than one year. Therefore, necessary action to impose penalty upon the PIO under the provisions of RTI Act, 2005 may be taken. 

3.

Accordingly, Shri Lachhman  Dass, S.E.(B&R), present PIO and Shri D. P. Bhardwaj, former PIO-cum-Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Amritsar(now Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, 
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Jalandhar)  are directed to file affidavit on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon them for not supplying  requisite information to the Appellant  within stipulated period of 30 days. Shri Sunil Uppal, XEN-cum-APIO is directed to inform  Shri Lachhman Dass and Shri D. P. Bhardwaj about the next date and time of the hearing. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 10.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to all the parties.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner

CC:
  
1.
Shri Lachhman Dass, S.E.(B&R)-cum-PIO, Municipal

                                 Corporation,  Amritsar.   
2.
Shri D. P. Bhardwaj, Assistant Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar.                


  


3. Shri Sunil Uppal, XEN-cum-APIO, Municipal Corporation,
Amritsar.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Raj Kumar,

S/o Shri Tarlok Chand,

H. No. 1473/15, Gali Dakotan,

Quilla Bhangian, Chowk Shakti Nagar, Amritsar.


Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2959/2009

Present:
Shri Raj Kumar, Complainant, in person.

Shri  Rajinder Sharma, Building Inspector, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information is supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent in the court today in my presence. The Complainant submits that he is satisfied with the information and 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: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

 
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Ms. Indu Bala,

D/o Shri Bhupal Chand,

Sewa Sadan Building, 

Guru Nanak Nagar, Main Bazar,

Jagdambe Colony, Majitha Road, Amritsar.



Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 2986/2009

Present:
Shri  Ravinder  Kumar, on behalf of the  Complainant.


Shri Narain Dass, Drafsman,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The information regarding Points 2, 3 and 4 has already been supplied to the Complainant. The remaining information regarding Point No. 1 is supplied to the Complainant by the Respondent today in the court in my presence. 

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: 26. 11. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

   
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Tejinder Singh,

S/o Shri Harcharan Singh,

Punjab & Sind Bank, Zonal Office,

Hall Bazar, Amritsar.






Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC -  2963/2009

Present:
Shri Tejinder Singh , Complainant, in person.


Shri  Kuldeep Singh, Senior Clerk, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter dated 09.11.2009 as per the demand of the Complainant. The Complainant states that information is late.
3.

A perusal of the case file reveals that the Complainant has demanded the following information:

“ p/Bsh fJj j? fe okfJN N{ fJBcow/;B n?eN nB[;ko w?Bz{ fJj df;nk ikt/ fe gbkN BzL 82, eNVk ;/o f;zx ;ehw BzL 1 ftu fe; nkdwh e'b fJ; dk epik j? fe fJ; d/ wkbekBK jZe fe; nkdwh e'b jB. “
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4.

The PIO has supplied the information vide letter No. 7884, dated 09.11.2009 which is as under:-

“ T[go'es ft;/ s/ ;/bi ;kyk dh fog'oN nB[;ko nkg ih Bz{ ;{fus ehsk iKdk j? fe gbkN BzL 82, eNVk ;/o f;zx ;ehw BzL 1 dk wkbe No;N d/ foekov nB[;ko jouoB f;zx j? ns/ T[; d/ jh wkbekBK jZe j'B/ ukjhd/ jB. fiE'A sZe epik fe; dk j?  fJ; pko/ s[;h y[Zd w"e/ s/ ik e/ d/y ;ed/ j' fe fJ; gbkN s/ fe; dk epik j?. “

5.

The Complainant states that application fee of Rs. 30/- instead of Rs. 10/- has been charged from him by the PIO. Accordingly, excess amount of Rs. 20/- is returned to the Complainant by the Respondent in the court today  in my presence. 
6.

Since the information relating to the instant case stands provided, the case is disposed of. However, the Complainant is directed to file fresh application with the concerned public authority   in case he  wants any other information.
7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 26. 11. 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.






      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Executive Officer, GMADA, Mohali,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







 Respondent

CC No.708  /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Surinder Singh, SDO and Shri Surinder Mahajan, AEO on 


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant vide his letter dated 26.11.2009 has stated that he is to attend the Court at Chandigarh and he may be exempted from personal appearance today.  He requests that case may be adjourned at least for 15 days.  Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 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:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Sanjeev Madaan,

House No. 5135-A, Sector 38- West,

Chandigarh.







      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Director Public Instruction (Secondary Education),

Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.





 Respondent

CC No. 2960 /2009

Present:
Shri Sanjeev Madaan, the complainant in person.



Shri Shamsher Singh, Senior Assistant, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The complainant, Shri Sanjeev Madaan filed an application with the PIO of office of Director, Public Instruction (Secondary Education), Punjab, on 13.08.2009 and asked information on six points including a copy of the rules dealing with the direct recruitment of Senior Assistants and also a copy of the rules vide which the seniority of Stenographers and Clerks has been combined. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a complaint dated nil with the Commission which was received in commission office on 09.10.2009 against diary No. 15907.  Accordingly, the notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.
The office of DPI(SE) (Services-1 Branch) informed Shri Sanjeev Madaan vide memo No. 14/61-07-S 1(1)/3099, dated nil that the information relating to serial No. 1,2,4 and 5 has been supplied running into 11 pages and the information relating to serial No. 3 and 6 is not available and will only be supplied as and when it becomes available with the office.

3.
On perusal of the information supplied to the complainant, it brings out that the information relating to serial No. 3 and 6 is mainly relating to rules vide which the recruitment of senior assistants is made against direct quota which should have been available with the department and it should have been supplied along with the information supplied earlier.

4.
Similarly, the information relating to serial No. 6 is also deals with the rules which should also be available and should have been supplied along with other information which was supplied on 16.10.2009.  Respondent further states that the information relating to serial No. 3 and 6 is available with him which can be handed over to the complainant today in the court.  Accordingly, information relating to serial No. 3 and 6 is supplied to the complainant in the court in my presence vide memo No. 14/61-07 S1 (1)/Special-1, dated 25.11.2009 with a copy to the commission.

5.

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

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner

 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Avtar Singh s/o Shri Ram Singh,

House No. 479, Puncham Enclave,

Sector 48-A, Chandigarh.





      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o PUDA, Mohali.







 Respondent

CC No. 3023 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



Shri Chet Ram, APIO, PUDA, Mohali and Shri Ganesh Kumar, 


Superintendent-cum-APIO, JDA, Jalandhar, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Avtar Singh filed an application with the PIO of office of PUDA, Mohali on 25.07.2009. General Manager (Co-ordination)-cum-Public Information officer-cum- Additional Chief Administrator (P&C) transferred his application to the Estate Officer-cum-PIO, JDA, Jalandhar vide letter No. PUDA-Coordination-S-2-09/15049, dated 10.08.2009 with a copy to Shri Avtar Singh, complainant. The complainant issued two reminders dated 20.08.2009 and 28.08.2009. After getting no response from the PIO of office of JDA, Jalandhar, he filed a complaint with the Commission on 24.09.2009 which was received in the Commission office on 13.10.2009 against diary No. 16265.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

The complainant is not present. Shri Ganesh Kumar, Superintendent-cum-APIO, JDA, Jalandhar states that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide letter No. EO-PUDA-Jalandhar-S-3-2009/1083/5340, dated 25.09.2009 to Shri Avtar Singh son of Shri Ram Singh, resident of House No. 479, Puncham Enclave, Sector 48-A, Chandigarh through registered letter running into five sheets along with one sheet of covering letter and proposed plan of Jalandhar Vihar Residential Colony at Kapurthala- Jalandhar Road, Jalandhar.

3.

From the perusal of the file, it brings out that the complainant has not approached the office of PUDA at Mohali  and JDA, Jalandhar in the instant case which shows that he might be satisfied with the information supplied to him.  Respondent pleads that the case may be closed.

4.

Accordingly, the case is closed and disposed of.
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Parmod Kumar Nagpal, Advocate,

s/o Shri Jagdish Nagpal,

H.No. 1664, Street No. 12-13, 6th Chowk,

Abohar, Distt. Ferozerpur.





      Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 762 /2009

Present:
Miss Amrita Nagpal, Advocate, on behalf of appellant.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri Parmod Kumar Nagpal, filed an application with the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on 16.06.2009 and asked information on seven points. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed first appeal with the Executive Officer, Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on 21.08.2009. The first appellate authority did not open the case and no directions were issued to the PIO/APIO.  After getting no response from the PIO as well as first appellate authority, Shri Parmod Kumar Nagpal filed a second appeal with the Commission on 03.10.2009 which was received in Commission office on 12.10.2009 against diary No. 16050.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

Miss Amrita Nagpal, Ld. Counsel on behalf of appellant is present in the Court today. She states that no information has been supplied till date by the PIO and  no action has been taken by the first appellate authority in the instant case. Shri Jagbir Singh, Superintendent-cum-APIO, office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana states that the information demanded by the appellant with regard to the development of 4- acre scheme of 1976-Dasmesh Nagar, Multi- storeyed, Ludhiana is not available in the domain of public authority.  He pleads that the case may be adjourned and sufficient time may be given to the Department to trace out the requisite information, if available in the department. On the request of the respondent-APIO, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 07.01.2010  in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jai Inder Singh Grewal,

15-A, Punjabi Bagh, Patiala.




      Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 754 /2009

Present:
Shri Jai Inder Singh Grewal, appellant, in person.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1,
Shri Jai Inder Singh Grewal, filed an application with the PIO of office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana on 25.06.2009 along with the requisite fee of Rs. 20/- in the shape of Indian Postal Order No. 72F 948846, dated 25.06.2009 and asked information about the No objection certificate for loan against flat No. 9, Swami Vivekanand Vihar, BRS Nagar, Block-A, Ludhiana. After getting no response from the PIO, he filed a first appeal with the first appellant authority of Improvement Trust on 25.08.2009.  As no action was taken by the first appellate authority, he filed a second appeal with the Commission dated nil which was received in the Commission office on 08.10.2009 against diary No. 15802.  
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Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Commission has taken a serious view that the Executive Officer-cum-first appellate authority has not taken any action on the appeal filed by the appellant.  It is directed that Shri Jatinder Singh, Executive Officer, office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana will attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing and explain as to why he has not taken any action on the application filed by the appellant before him. The appellant further states that he has been visiting the office of Executive Officer from time to time but no action has been taken on his application. 

3.

It is directed that before the next date of hearing, the information as per the demand of the appellant  be supplied to him.  The PIO will explain as to why the information has been delayed for more than five months. A show cause notice is being issued to Shri Karambir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO, office of Improvement Trust, Ludhiana as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for not supplying the information.

4.             I, therefore, call upon the Respondent-PIO (Shri Karambir Singh, Accountant-cum-PIO ) to show cause why penalty be not imposed upon him under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005 for delay in supplying the information. He is also directed to show cause why suitable compensation be not awarded to the complainant under Section 19(8) (b) of the RTI Act, for the detriment and loss suffered by him on account of delay in the supply of information.  The respondent is directed to file his affidavit showing cause as afore-mentioned within 15 days of the receipt of this order with a copy to the opposite party.
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5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 07.01.2010 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.

6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and to the E.O. Improvement Trust Ludhiana. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner




CC: 

The E.O. Improvement Trust Ludhiana.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Munish Kumar, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Rajpura, Distt. Patiala.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No. 1290 /2009

Present:
Shri Munish Kumar, complainant, in person and Shri Deepak 


Sharma, Advocate, on behalf of complainant.



Shri Vinod Kumar Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO, and Shri 


Kamaldeep Sharma, Advocate,  on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

This case has been heard on 30.07.2009, 18.09.2009 and 27.10.2009 and interim orders have been issued after hearing both the parties.

3.

During hearing on 30.07.2009 the Respondent informed the Commission that the information was sent to the Complainant on 13.04.2009 through special messenger but he refused to receive the same. Later on, information was sent through speed post which received by the Complainant. The complainant stated that information supplied through speed post is incomplete and misleading. He brought to the notice of the Commission that he
Contd……p/2

CC No. 1290 /2009


-2-
 has asked specific information on following two points:-

(1)
Does the Municipal Council, Rajpura considers and treats the Educational/Welfare Societies Registered under Society Registration Act 1860 and Advocate’s Library as commercial activities for imposing the House Tax.?
(2)
And names of the Educational/Welfare Societies Registered under Society Registration Act,  1860 and Advocate’s Libraries which are giving you Hose Tax & how much?

The PIO assured the Commission that information will be supplied within a period of 15 days and the case was adjourned to 18.08.2009 but due to administrative reasons case could not be heard and was  adjourned to 18.09.2009.
4.

During hearing on 18.09.2009 the Respondent informed the Commission that information has been supplied to the Complainant vide letter No. 4369 dated 12.089.2009 alongwith one letter of Deputy Commissioner Patiala  addressed to Shri Subhash Chander S/o Shri Amar Nath with a copy to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council Rajpura in which it has been stated that  as per Para 3 & 4 of the Notification of Govt. of Punjab No. TA-DCFA-DLG-93/27150 dated 17.08.1993 , institutions getting  95% grant from the Government are exempted from house tax whereas personal  commercial properties are not 
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exempted from house tax.

5.

 The Counsel for the Complainant stated that he has submitted his observations on the information supplied to the Complainant. The Respondent updated the information contained in letter dated 12.08.2009 indicating valuation of properties. The Complainant stressed that the information is late by 6 months and therefore necessary action may be taken for imposing penalty upon the PIO. Accordingly, show-cause-notice was issued  to the PIO under Section 20(1) of the RTI Act, 2005. 
6.

The PIO submitted an  affidavit dated 23.10.2009 on 27.10.2009 during hearing.  One copy of the affidavit was handed over to the Complainant. The Complainant desired that he wants to submit his observations on the affidavit submitted by the PIO and requested that the case may be adjourned.
 7.

The Ld. Counsel on behalf of the Complainant sent  his written reply dated nil which was received in the Commission on 05.11.2009 against Diary No. 17736.
8.

A perusal of  the submissions made by both the parties from time to time reveals that  information in piece-meal was provided to the Complainant and some information was withheld on the ground that it related to third party which lead to the delay in the supply of complete information to the Complainant. Ultimately on the directions of the Commission  complete information was supplied by the PIO on 27.10.2009.  
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9.

After going through the submission made by the PIO as well as the complainant, I arrive at the conclusion that the PIO was not serious in providing complete information to the Complainant . He adopted a very casual approach and withheld some information on the ground that it related to third party  which ultimately lead to delay in the supply of information. 
10.

In view of the facts and circumstances  narrated above, a penalty of Rs.5,000/- (Rupees Five thousand only) is imposed upon Shri Vinod Kumar Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO for the deliberate  laxity and casual approach adopted  by him in  supplying the information which lead to delay. However, no compensation is awarded to the Complainant. It is directed that amount of penalty be recovered in two equal  monthly instalments of Rs. 2500/-(Two thousand five hundred) each  from the salary of Shri Vinod Kumar Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO for the months of December, 2009 and January, 2010. 

11.

Case is fixed for confirmation of compliance of  orders on  
04. 02. 2010 at 10.00 A.M.  in Court No.1  on second floor of  SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.  
12.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 








Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:26.11.2009



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.


      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Satnam Singh s/o Sh. Tulsi Ram,

House No. 42, Ward No. 5, Mohalla Dlichi,

Sirhind City, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.



      Complainant




  


Vs

Public Information Officer,
O/o Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Sahib,

Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.






 Respondent

CC No. 1997 /2009

Present:
Shri Satnam Singh, complainant, in person.



Shri Jaswinder Singh, Inspector-cum-APIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

On the perusal of the application of the complainant, it brings out that information relating to serial No. 2, 3 and 4 has since been supplied and the information relating to serial No. 1 is to be supplied by the Executive Officer before the next date of hearing. Copy of the representation dated 29.01.2009 is available with the complainant and is handed over to Shri Jaswinder Singh in the court today.

3.

Now it is directed that the information relating to serial No. 1 as per representation dated 29.01.2009 which was received in the office of Executive 
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Officer at serial No. 33 be supplied. However, if the information relating to some para is not available, the PIO/APIO will file an affidavit duly authenticated by the competent authority before the next date of hearing. One copy of affidavit be handed over to the complainant in the Court on the next date of hearing.

4.

Case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 10.12.2009 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:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Baldev Kaur,

131, Model Gram, Ludhiana-141002.



      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2965 /2009

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



Shri Harish Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-Nodal APIO and Shri 


Kuljeet Ram, Junior Draftsman, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Smt. Baldev Kaur filed an application with the PIO of office of Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 24.06.2009.  After getting no response, she filed a complaint with the Commission on 03.10.2009 which was received in commission office on 12.10.2009 against diary No. 16040.  Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

2.

Ld. Counsel on behalf of complainant, states that they have filed a first appeal with the first appellate authority of Municipal Corporation, the decision of which is still awaited. The respondent states that the requisite information will be supplied within a period of 15 days.  Since the complainant has filed a first 
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appeal with the first Appellat authority, the case is remanded to first appellate authority, Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, Joint Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana, to decide the case.

3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and a copy to Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-first appellat authority,  Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana.

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner




CC:     Shri Mohinder Pal Gupta, Joint Commissioner, Municipal 


Corporation, Ludhiana.

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri K.K.Bhatia, General Secretary,

Struggle Committee for Justice and

Anti Corruption Drive, HO. Amroh

Hoshiarpur. 






    
  Complainant




  


Vs

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

Punjab Civil Sectt. Chandiarh.





 Respondent

CC No. 2984 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



1. Shri Nirmal Singh, Senior Assistant O/o Chief Secretary, 


    Punjab.  










2. Shri Jatinder Singh Brar, DDPO, Headquarter, office of 


Director, Rural Development & Panchayats, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

Shri K.K.Bhatia filed an application with the Chief Secretary to Government, Punjab on 13.07.2009 and asked the information about the representation made by him on 13.06.2009 to Shri Jagpal Singh Sandhu, Financial Commissioner, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab. After getting no information, he filed a complaint with the commission on 09.10.2009 which was received in commission office on 12.10.2009 against diary No. 15953. Accordingly, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
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2.

None is present on behalf of complainant. The respondent states that the information has been sent to the complainant on 27.10.2009 in which it has been stated that the Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat, Sahora Kandi has been suspended after getting the preliminary inquiry conducted against him. He further states that on the basis of preliminary enquiry, a regular enquiry has been started. As and when the regular inquiry is completed, the information, as per the demand of the complainant, will be supplied to him. Respondent pleads that the case may be adjourned for a period of two months  The representative of Chief Secretary states that the case has been transferred under Section 6(3) of the RTI Act with a copy to the complainant. 

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on  04.02.2010 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 

4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties and Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, Mohali. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner





CC:   Director, Rural Development and Panchayats, Punjab,




Vikas Bhawan, Sector 62, SAS Nagar (Mohali). 
      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Jarnail Singh Sandhu,

Distt. President, Punjab State Karamchari Dal,

Distt. Sangrur.






      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 2964 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of complainant.



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


behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

None is present on behalf of complainant.  The respondent states that the information has been supplied to the complainant vide memo No. 741-A/A, dated 19.11.2009 through registered post on 20.11.2009 with a copy to the Commission along with orders of the competent authority i.e. Labour Court, Ludhiana vide which the payment has been made  to 17 Pump Operators.

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:26.11.2009



State Information Commissioner 
