STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  R. C. Bawa, General Secretary,

New Generation Residents’ Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments, Dhakoli,

Zirakpur, District: S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).




Complainant







Vs

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

District:  SAS Nagar(Mohali).





 Respondent

CC - 2951/2009

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


Shri H. S. Sethi, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Ld. Counsel for the Respondent states that directions were issued by the Hon’ble Commission  to the PIO to supply the information to the Complainant without considering his written submission made by him on 16.07.2009. 
3.

In our order dated 04.08.2009 it was clarified that submission made by the PIO through their Counsel was not   signed by the PIO and that is why it was not considered and directions were issued to PIO to supply the information to the Complainant as per orders of the Commission dated  05.05.2009 and the 
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 PIO was directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for willful delay in the supply of information  and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the detriment and loss suffered by him and the case was adjourned to 03.09.2009. However, due to administrative reasons the case could not be heard on 03.09.2009 and was postponed to 30.09.2009.

4.

On 30.09.2009 the Counsel for the Respondent appeared before the Commission after the hearing was over. The Counsel stated that  orders had  neither been received by him nor by the PIO and therefore  he could not send his response. Consequently,  and case was adjourned to 27.10.2009 i.e. today and directions were issued to the PIO to supply information to the Complainant. He was again  directed to be present in person on the next date of hearing to explain reasons as to why penalty be not imposed upon him for the delay in the supply of information and as to why compensation be not awarded to the Complainant for the loss and detriment suffered by him.

5.

Today, the Counsel for the Respondent makes a written submission from the PIO and one copy is handed over to the Complainant.
6.

Considering the circumstances and the submissions made by both the parties till date,  the PIO is directed to comply  with the orders of the Commission issued on 05.05.2009 and supply the complete information to the Complainant within 15 days and he is directed to be present in person on   the 
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next date of hearing when the matter regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO and awarding of compensation to the Complainant will be considered  and decided.

7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
8.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  R. C. Bawa, General Secretary,

New Generation Residents’ Welfare Society,

Flat No. 15-G, New Generation Apartments, Dhakoli,

Zirakpur, District: S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).




Complainant







Vs

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

District:  SAS Nagar(Mohali).





 Respondent

CC - 396/2009

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


Shri H. S. Sethi, Advocate, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER
1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld.  Counsel for the Respondent states that order dated 30.09.2009 may be amended as per discussion held in the court. 

3.

Ld.  Counsel for the Respondent was not present on 30.09.2009 during hearing and he appeared before the Commission after the hearing was over.  The  orders dated 30.09.2009  are  amended and show-cause notice issued to the PIO is withdrawn. 
4.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent  makes a written submission 
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 from the PIO and one copy is handed over to the Complainant.
5.

Considering the circumstances and the submissions made by both the parties till date, the PIO is directed to comply  with the orders of the Commission issued on 04.08.2009 and supply the complete information to the Complainant  before the next date of hearing. 

6.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 12.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.

7.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 









    Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 10. 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 GMADA,  Sector: 62, Mohali.





 Respondent

CC - 708 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of the Complainant.

Shri Surinder Singh, SDO and Shri Surinder Mahajan, Assistant Estate Officer, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

A letter dated 25.10.2009 has been received from the Complainant intimating the Commission that due to ill health he cannot attend the proceedings today. He has requested that the case may be adjourned to some other date.
2.

On the request of the Complainant, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 12.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
3.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Munish Kumar, Advocate,

Civil Courts, Rajpura.






Complainant







Vs

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





 Respondent

CC - 1290 /2009

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

Shri Vinod Kumar Sharma, Superintendent-cum-PIO, and Shri Kamaldeep Sharma, Advocate,  on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

Ld. Counsel for the Respondent makes a written submission in the shape of an affidavit duly attested by Notary Rajpura alongwith enclosures, which is taken on record and one copy is handed over to the Complainant in the court in my presence. 


3.

Ld. Counsel for the Complainant states that he will submit his observations/comments on the written submission of the Respondent after going through the same. 
4.

It is directed that the Complainant will send his observations/comments on the written submission of the Respondent  to the PIO 
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by 05.11.2009, with a copy to the Commission.

5.

During hearing Counsel for the Respondent states that educational institutions are exempted from house tax  as per Notification issued by Department of Local Government  on 17.08.1993.

6.

The matter regarding imposition of penalty upon the PIO for the delay in the supply of information will be decided on the next date of hearing in view of the submissions made by both the parties. 
7.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.11.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector : 17, Chandigarh.
8.

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




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satnam Singh,
S/o Shri Tulsi Ram,

H.No. 42, Ward No. 5.

Mohalla:  Dalichi, Sirhind City,

District: Fatehgarh Sahib.






Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 1997/2009

Present:
Shri Satnam Singh, Complainant, in person.


None is present on behalf of the Respondent. 
ORDER
1.

The case was last heard on 15.09.2009, when it was directed that the PIO will supply complete information to the Complainant after Shri Satnam Singh submits photo copies of all the letters written by him to the Executive Officer, Municipal Council, Fatehgarh Sahib. The Complainant has not submitted  copies of lettes written by him to the Executive Officer. The PIO vide his letter No. 42/ ;;-09, dated 21.09.2009 has supplied some information alongwith copies of the estimate in respect  of “ gkfXnK dh ;KMh Xow;akbk ;ofjzd ;afjo bJh pkT{Avoh pDkT[D ns/ gkDh dk fBek; eoB ;pzXh , copy of the written reply submitted in the court of Additional Session Judge, Senior Division, Fatehgarh Sahib and 
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copies of three Resolutions No. 437, 107 and 632,  to the Complainant. In the letter PIO has stated that the Complainant has not submitted the copies of the letters written by him to the Executive Officer.  He has stated that letters No. 395 and 3810 dated 20.9.1996 are not available on the record of M. C. Fatehgarh Sahib and thus  the same cannot be supplied to the Complainant. 
2.

The Complainant states that information supplied to him is incorrect and mis-leading. A perusal of the information supplied to the Complainant reveals that the same  has not been duly authenticated. 
3.

Accordingly, it is directed that the PIO will bring the original record relating to the demand of the Complainant on the next date of hearing for  perusal by  the Commission. 
4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 26.11.2009 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 both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)







                                    REGISTERED
Smt. Ritu Malhotra,

Wd./o Late Dr. P. P. Malhotra,

26-A, Aggar Nagar, Ludhiana.





Complainant







Vs

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




 Respondent

CC - 1739/2009

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

1.

The case was last heard on 22.9.2009, when the Respondent was directed to supply the complete information to the Complainant within a period of one month.
2.

None is present on behalf of the Complainant as well as the Respondent and nothing has been heard from them,  which shows that the requisite information has been supplied to the Complainant and she 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: 27. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jamiat Singh Palial,

Village: Palli, P.O.: Bhater,

Tehsil: Mukerian, District: Hoshiarpur.




Appellant






Vs

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

Telwara, District: Hoshiarpur.





 Respondent

AC - 487/2009

Present:
Shri  Jamiat Singh Palial, Complainant, in person.


Shri  Baldev Singh, BDPO, on behalf of the Respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties.

2.

The Respondent states that an inquiry is being conducted by the SDM Mukerian  and he has  asked for the comments of  BDPO, Talwara  on the complainant regarding which  inquiry is to be conducted by him. The Respondent states that the comments have been sent to the SDM Mukerian by the BDPO, Talwara for conducting the inquiry. The SDM Mukerian vide his letter dated 01.10.2009 has directed BDPO to supply a copy of comments to the Complainant as well before the next date of hearing i.e. 27.10.2009 i.e. today. 
3.

The Complainant states that he wants  a copy of the  Report of Inquiry, which is being  conducted by SDM and action may be taken against the erring officers/officials on the basis of the findings of the inquiry.
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4.

It is directed that a copy of the Inquiry  Report be sent to the Complainant as and when the inquiry is complete. 
5.

The case is fixed for confirmation  of compliance on 22.12.2009 at 10.00 A.M. in Court No. 1 on second floor of SCO No. 84-85, Sector: 17, Chandigarh.
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




      Surinder Singh


Dated: 27. 10. 2009



      State Information Commissioner


     

      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.-141003.






      
Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 340 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



Shri R.P.Gupta, SDO-cum-APIO (Workshop) and Shri Harish 


Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard both the parties. 
2.

The Appellant  has submitted an affidavit dated 24.09.2009 vide which he has submitted as under:-

“(1)
That the information provided by the Respondent PIO vide his letter No. 641/XEN(W) dated 16.09.2009 is wrong and misleading.

(2)
That  in my original RTI application dated 6.2.2009, I had sought detail of meetings of LMC officials on dated 10.6.09 whereas the respondent PIO has provided information in respect of date 10.6.09(with complete one year gap), which is not in accordance with my RTI application.
(3)
That the respondent has provided this wrong and misleading information with malafide intention of dodging me as well as this Commission.”
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3.

The Respondent submits that in the letter No. 641/XEN(W) dated 16.09.2009 it has been inadvertently typed  by clerical mistake  that ‘there was no meeting on 10.6.09 with any agenda’ whereas it should have been written as ‘there was no meeting on 10.6.08 with any agenda.’  He further states that the Appellant has been informed about this  mistake  vide letter No. 654/SEN(W) dated 21.10.2009 with due regret for inconvenience caused stating that there is no malafide intention to provide wrong & misleading information.  The Respondent submits that since the complete information has been supplied to the Appellant, the case may be closed. 
4.

  Accordingly, the case is disposed of. 
5.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Kuldeep Singh Khaira,

c/o Vigilant Citizens’ forum,

Gill Road Chapter, 3344, Chet Singh Nagar,

Ludhiana.-141003.






     Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 436 /2009

Present:
None is present on behalf of appellant.



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


respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 15.09.2009 when directions were issued to Shri B.K.Gupta, Joint Commissioner-cum-PIO, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana to collect the information from the Chief Vigilance Officer of Department of Local Government and supply the same to the appellant within 15 days.  The respondent states that the information has been collected from the Chief Vigilance Officer of Local Govt. and the same has been supplied to the appellant vide letter No. 524/ PIO/RTI/D, dated 21.10.2009 with a copy to the Commission running into 8 sheets.

2.
On the last date of hearing, the appellant has stated in his letter dated 
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17.09.2009  that the Commission may pass a reasoned and speaking order. The

 respondent states that the information has been supplied and the case be closed. However, it is directed that the  appellant may go through the information supplied to him and submit his comments, if any, before the next date of hearing to the PIO  as well as to the Commission.

3.

The case is fixed for confirmation of orders on 12.11.2009 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:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Naresh Soni s/o Sh.Ram Adhar Soni,

B-1-1446/4A, Near Kali Mata Mandir,

Humbran Road, Ludhiana.             



     Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 558, 614 and 615 /2008

Present:
Shri Naresh Soni, the appellant, in person.



Shri Ravinder Singh Walia, Junior Draftsman and Shri Harish 


Bhagat, Legal Assistant-cum-APIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that as per the directions given on the last date of hearing, the noting portion starting from 13.04.2009 up to 23.10.2009 has been supplied to the appellant on 26.10.2009 running into 28 sheets ( from pages 205 to 259). 

2.

The appellant states that he wants to study the information which he has received only on yesterday night. He further states that he wants to submit written submissions after going through the information.

3.

It is directed that Shri Naresh Soni will submit his written submission within a period of three weeks and will send a copy to the PIO as well as to the Commission.
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4.

There are two other cases of Shri Naresh Soni – AC No. 614 of 2008 and AC No. 615 of 2008 in the name of Aman Soni – asking for the same information in all the three cases. Therefore all the three appeals in cases No. 558, 614 and 615 are clubbed together.

5.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 22.12.2009 in Court No. 1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.  
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ranjeesh Madhok,

B-XXX/63, Nehru Nagar, Street No. 2,

Railway Road, Phagwara-144401,

Distt. Kapurthala.






      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Distt. Kapurthala.







 Respondent

AC No. 649 /2009

Present:
Shri Rajneesh Madhok, appellant, in person.



Shri Des Raj, Superintendent-cum-PIO, on behalf of 



respondent.

ORDER

1.

The case was last heard on 14.09.2009 when it was directed that the PIO will file an affidavit as to why a penalty be not imposed upon him and compensation awarded to the appellant for the detriment suffered by him. 

2.

The PIO has made a submission vide letter No. Spl.01, dated 27.10.2009 in which he has explained each and every thing and the information has since been supplied to the appellant. However, the information relating to para No. 7 of the application will be supplied free of cost. I am satisfied with the explanation put forth by the PIO and no penalty is imposed upon him and no compensation is awarded to the appellant.
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3.

Since the information stands supplied to the appellant, the case is, therefore, disposed of.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Ujagar Singh s/o Sh.Harnam Singh,

Village: Burj, Tehsil Malerkotla,

Distt. Sangrur.






      Appellant




  


Vs

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

Malerkotla-II, Distt. Sangrur.





 Respondent
AC No. 359 /2009

Present:
Shri Ujagar Singh, appellant, in person.



None is present on behalf of respondent.
ORDER
1.

None is present on behalf of respondent. The appellant states that despite the directions given on the last date of hearing, no information has been supplied to him. He pleads that the penalty be imposed upon the PIO and he be compensated for the detriment and loss suffered by him. 

2.

It is directed that the PIO-cum- Block Development and Panchayat Officer, Malerkotla-II will attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing and is directed to supply the requisite information before the next date of hearing.  

3.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.11.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM.
4.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 





Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Anand Mohan Singh,

209, Green Park near General Bus

Stand, Jalandhar City.





      Complainant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

CC No. 1967 /2009

Present:
Shri Anand Mohan Singh, the complainant, in person.



Shri Parmod Sharma, XEN-cum-PIO, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

The respondent states that the orders of the Commission dated 15.09.2009 have been received only yesterday i.e. on 26.10.2009. Therefore no action could be taken in the absence of orders of the Commission. Now they have received the orders, decision will be taken in the light of these orders. 

 2.

He pleads that the case may be adjourned. Accordingly, the case is adjourned and fixed for further hearing on 17.11.2009 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:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shri Rabinder Singh s/o Sh.Gurbax Singh,

6, Jyoti Nagar Extension, Jalandhar.



      
Appellant




  


Vs

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




 Respondent

AC No. 202 /2009

Present:
Shri Rabinder Singh, appellant, in person.



Shri Harpreet Singh, Inspector, on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard.

2.

The appellant brings to the notice of Commission that the letter dated 19.02.2004 written by the Sub Divisional Magistrate, Jalandhar-(I) has been sent to the SSP, Jalandhar vide letter No. MTP/3271, dated 11.08.2009 for supplying the information as to what action has been taken on that letter with a copy to the Deputy Commissioner and Municipal Corporation, Jalandhar and to do the needful according to law.  

3.

It is directed that on the next date of hearing the MTP will make it clear as to whether any action has been taken by the Municipal Corporation on the letter written by the SDM or not.   It is also directed that the information be supplied before the next date of hearing along with the noting portion of the 
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Relevant file.

4.

The case is fixed for further hearing on 17.11.2009 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:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner



      STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

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

Shrimati Jasbir Kaur,

A-180, Ranjeet Avenue, Amritsar.




      Complainant




  


Vs

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





 Respondent

CC No.1881  /2009

Present:
Shri Gurcharan Singh on behalf of complainant.



Shri Palwinder Singh, Kanugo on behalf of respondent.

ORDER

1.

Heard.

2.

Shri Palwinder Singh, Kanugo on behalf of respondent states that a copy of the orders passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India has not been received in his office.  He pleads that a copy of the orders be supplied.  Accordingly, one photo copy is handed over to him in my presence. 

3.

It is directed that he will put up the copy of orders of Supreme Court to his superior officers i.e. the Executive Officer to take the further action in accordance with the orders.

4.

The main contention of the complainant is that the Improvement Trust has acquired  their land measuring 1800 sq.yds. After  acquisition of the land, only two plots measuring 250 sq.yds. each have been allotted to him and to 
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his wife. Now the Improvement Trust is demanding Rs. 11,000/- each from him and his wife.  Further the Improvement Trust has not taken into consideration the enhancement approved by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of the land (1800 sq.yds) taken from him.  He simply wants the information that what action has been taken in the light of Supreme Court orders with regard to the enhancement amount.

5.

`It is directed that before the next date of hearing, the PIO will supply the information as per the deliberations held in the Court today and as per the facts/ points mentioned above. The representative of the respondent pleads that the directions be given to Shri Arvind, Superintendent, Enhancement Section, to attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing.  Accordingly, it is directed that Shri Arvind, Superintendent will also attend the proceedings on the next date of hearing on 22.12.2009 in Court No.1, SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17C, Chandigarh at 10.00 AM. 
6.

Copies of the order be sent to both the parties. 

Sd/-
Place: Chandigarh




        Surinder Singh

Dated:27.10.2009



State Information Commissioner





CC : Shri Arvind, Superintendent, Enhancement Section, office of 



Improvement Trust, Amritsar.
